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Amy Johnson

From: Laura Adams <ladams562@gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, November 24, 2019 4:57 PM
To: Chuck Bennett; Lynda Rose; Steve Powers; Tami Carpenter; Cara Kaser; Tom Andersen; Brad Nanke; 

Jackie Leung; Matthew Ausec; Chris Hoy; Vanessa Nordyke; Jim Lewis; Kristin Retherford; Jerry 
Moore; Kathy Sime; Dan Atchison; CityRecorder

Subject: Strongly Oppose Sit-Lie ordinance

I want my opposition to this ordinance included in the record.  It has been shown time and time again that homelessness 
is more effectively combatted by providing more resources and eliminating service barriers.  What has specifically been 
shown not to work are ordinances like these that result in increased costs, increased barriers to services and increased 
contacts with law enforcement. This ordinance is throwing money away on a cruel plan that will not be successful. 
 
Laura M Adams 
Salem resident 
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Amy Johnson

From: Ellen Crosby <homeisback@msn.com>
Sent: Friday, November 22, 2019 10:26 AM
To: Chuck Bennett; Lynda Rose; Steve Powers; Tami Carpenter; Cara Kaser; Tom Andersen; Brad Nanke; 

Jackie Leung; Matthew Ausec; Chris Hoy; Vanessa Nordyke; Jim Lewis; Kristin Retherford; Jerry 
Moore; Kathy Sime; Dan Atchison; CityRecorder

Subject: Opposing sit-lie ordinance

Dear senators, 
 
Why can't we take dead malls or schools and turn them into homeless 
shelters? 
Add cafeterias, rooms, food banks, class rooms, day care etc. 
Just an idea. It beats running people out of town, which is barbaric.  
 
Another idea:  
Let the homeless have their shelters, place dumpsters nearby, let 
them know that if they keep the garbage in the dumpster and don't 
throw around on the ground and they can stay, tell them if they 
continue to throw garbage on the ground THEN they will be evicted.  
 
We HAVE to do something to help them! Running them out of the city 
one section at a time only creates more problems. Such as what we 
are now seeing, they are now moving into residential areas and 
camping out in front of homes! This only creates more problems with 
stealing, vandalism, and anger among the community. The sit lie 
ordinance is NOT THE ANSWER!  
 
 
Live simply. 
Love generously. 
Care deeply. 
Speak kindly. 
Avoid biting when a simple growl will do. 
 
 
Ellen Crosby 
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Amy Johnson

From: noreply@cityofsalem.net on behalf of kmdalton1@gmail.com
Sent: Sunday, November 24, 2019 9:12 PM
To: citycouncil
Subject: Contact City Council
Attachments: ATT00001.bin

Your 
Name 

Kathleen Dalton 

Your 
Email 

kmdalton1@gmail.com 

Your 
Phone 

5035881404 

Street  1404 Jordan Dr S 

City  Salem 

State  OR 

Zip  97302 

Message 
I ask every city councilor to pass the sit/lie ordinance. It is a public safety and sanitation issue foremost. The 
law‐abiding citizens of Salem should not have to fear for their safety or health when walking the city 
sidewalks. Thank you. 

 
This email was generated by the dynamic web forms contact us form on 11/24/2019. 
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Amy Johnson

From: Bob Elliott <robert.eugene.elliott@gmail.com>
Sent: Saturday, November 23, 2019 10:35 AM
To: citycouncil; mordhorst.lyle@co.polk.or.us
Subject: Why dozens of homeless are camping along downtown Salem streets

I’m forwarding this article to you in case you do not receive the local paper. It is 2 hours old, timely written with the 
sit/lay reading, coming up Monday night. Camping on public property maybe needs to be talked about. Maybe some one 
like Tom Anderson should take the lead, being a Liberal, his passion and drive  would fit the bill. He could work with the 
City of Longview to adopt their recently passed ban on camping in City Hall property. Who knows, maybe the homeless 
will move to our lawns next to City Hall, Main Fire station and the Library. Please Tom take the challenge, your 
leadership and drive could fix this very difficult problem, be a leader and take charge. Bob Elliott.                    Check out 
this article from Statesman Journal: 
 
Why dozens of homeless are camping along downtown Salem streets 
 
https://www.statesmanjournal.com/story/news/2019/11/23/downtown‐salem‐oregon‐homeless‐camp/4252292002/ 
 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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Amy Johnson

From: Bob Elliott <robert.eugene.elliott@gmail.com>
Sent: Saturday, November 23, 2019 1:28 PM
To: citycouncil
Subject: 2 Years ago

Here is a reminder article from 2 years ago voting down the sit‐lie ordinance. Will Monday night be a repeat? When the 
council votes to do nothing guess what, nothing changes. Now the issue is worse than back then. The Mayor can only do 
so much when he does not get support from the liberals on the council. Work together, help him and the City Manager 
do what they do best, providing leadership. It is easy to vote no, voting yes for what is best for Salem takes more work. 
Make Salem a better place to live and work as a team not carrying the torch for some councilors pet project or personal 
belief on an issue.  Bob Elliott, West Salem                                Check out this article from Statesman Journal: 
 
 
 
http://stjr.nl/2xycd5g 
 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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Amy Johnson

From: Cindy Francis <cindyfrancis50@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, November 22, 2019 3:19 PM
To: Chuck Bennett; Lynda Rose; Steve Powers; Tami Carpenter; Cara Kaser; Tom Andersen; Brad Nanke; 

Jackie Leung; Matthew Ausec; Chris Hoy; Vanessa Nordyke; Jim Lewis; Kristin Retherford; Jerry 
Moore; Kathy Sime; Dan Atchison; CityRecorder

Subject: No Sit-Lie Ordnance

I want to express my concern about this ordnance. First, there aren't enough places for 
people to be in the daylight areas. Women can only get a meal at UGM, they can't hang out in 
the day center. Arches closes at 3 pm as does HOAP. If they have a bed at the Salvation Army 
they can't stay there during the day. Secondly, the mayor appointed a task force to address 
problems and none of the solutions were put in place. Thirdly, HRAP is a good program but only 
serves a small portion of unsheltered people and funds were cut by the city this year. 
Fourthly,  other cities have tried no sit-lie and very little changes. Fifthly, most business 
owners don't feel that it will help.  
The funds, time and energy needed to enforce this ordnance could be better put to use in other 
areas.  Putting in place a Cahoots type emergency response for those suffering a mental 
breakdown would take a lot of pressure off our police and EMR teams. If business owners knew 
there was a mental health team to respond when someone is causing a disturbance in their 
business, perhaps they would feel differently about people being on the street.  
Most of the people who sleep and live on the street regularly keep their areas cleaned up, even 
cleaning up trash that wasn't left by them. They don't disturb anyone. They're peaceable 
people.  
‐‐ I believe this ordnance will not be enforced fairly. For instance, If I, a Salem homeowner, 
came downtown and sat on the sidewalk, would the police tell me to leave? If they did, and I 
refused, would they move me out of city limits? 
I'm told that if unsheltered people are removed from the city limits, they can receive a waiver 
to access social and medical services, yet they have to apply for this waiver, it's not 
automatically given to them.  
The constant pressure put on our unsheltered community is causing many problems. Many feel 
angry and take out their aggression on members of their own community and sometimes others. 
Many more are feeling hopeless and depressed and less motivated to work to improve their 
situation as they feel that they will continue to be seen as a detriment to society even if housed 
and working.  
The City of Salem needs to put funds and energies to providing shelter for all you want it from 
well-regulated camping and parking areas, to tiny houses, group homes and apartments.  
To my knowledge, no city council member, including the mayor, other than Tom Anderson, has 
volunteered at a warm center. Please correct me if I'm wrong. I would invite you all to volunteer or at 
least observe the Mobile Shower Unit and Room Service. Instead of seeing us as "enablers" (as I was 
called by Mayor Bennett), perhaps they would see the good that is done, as well as the trust and 
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understanding that results. When people are treated decently, the response is much different from 
when they are kicked, cursed at and spit on.  
Peace, Cindy 
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Amy Johnson

From: Becky Gilliam <becky@saferoutespartnership.org>
Sent: Friday, November 22, 2019 6:02 PM
To: citycouncil
Cc: Estrada, Jessica; Sandra Hernández-Lomelí; Reyna Lopez; Levi Herrera-Lopez; Pedro63814; JAN 

FERREIRO-MONTES; racialjusticeoc@gmail.com; Anne.Udall@ppcw.org; 
Emily.McLain@ppaoregon.org

Subject: Please Vote NO on Sidewalk Ordinance
Attachments: No on Salem sit-lie .pdf

Good evening,  
 
Please accept the attached letter in opposition to the sit‐lie "sidewalk behavior" ordinance, currently under 
consideration by Salem City Council. Kindly circulate this with Councilors and submit into the record for 
Monday's meeting. 
 
Thank you, 
 
 
Becky Gilliam (she/her) 
Pacific Northwest Regional Policy Manager 
503-949-0387 
Salem-Keizer & Central Lane, Oregon  
www.saferoutespartnership.org  
Facebook | Twitter 
____________________ 
 
Now Accepting Applications for Safe Routes to Parks Activating Communities 
 



November 22, 2019 

Mayor Chuck Bennett & Salem City Council  
555 Liberty St SE RM 220 
Salem OR 97301 

Dear Mayor Bennett and City Councilors, 

As a group of non-profit and volunteer organizations working to support a safe and thriving community in Salem, we are 
respectfully submitting this letter to City Council in opposition to the proposed “sit-lie” ordinance. The increasing population of 
community members experiencing homelessness in Salem, is evidence of the current public safety and public health crisis we 
are facing. With the current state of lacking affordable housing, access to social services, use of restrooms or places to rest, we 
know that pushing people out of our public spaces and out of sight, is not a real solution.  

The draft ordinance before council will force people out of the city’s public spaces, and yet the city’s website says the policy is 
“not directed at preserving physical pedestrian access or public safety.” With so little assurance that this policy would improve 
the livability in Salem, accompanied by the statement that the ordinance isn’t meant to improve safety, we question the motives 
behind this reactionary policy. Our agencies work to promote safe and healthy communities for people of all ages, races, 
disabilities and income-levels, starting with addressing basic needs like access to housing, education, social services and safe 
transportation options. This ordinance steepens the uphill battle that vulnerable communities already face in getting their basic 
needs met, and it pushes them further outside of the greater community. 

We believe that public spaces are meant for all community members, including our most vulnerable who are living outdoors. 
We call on City Council to commit to finding real solutions for affordable housing and social services, and we look forward to 
supporting meaningful action. Thank you for your service to the Salem Community, and for your consideration of our comments.  

Sincerely,  

Becky Gilliam 
Pacific NW Regional Policy Manager 
Safe Routes Partnership 
becky@saferoutespartnership.org 

Sandra Hernandez-Lomeli 
Program Director  
Latinos Unidos Siempre 
sandra@lusyouth.org  

Reyna Lopez 
Executive Director 
PCUN - Farmworkers + Latinx 
Working Families United 
reynalopez@pcun.org  

Levi Herrera-López 
Executive Director 
Mano a Mano 
levi@manoamanofc.org  
 
Pedro Sosa 
Immigrant Rights Program Director 
American Friends Service Committee 
PSosa@afsc.org 
 
Jan Ferreiro-Montes 
Co-Chair 
Racial Justice Organizing Committee  
racialjusticeoc@gmail.com  
 
 
 

Anne J. Udall, Ph.D. 
President and CEO 
Planned Parenthood Columbia 
Willamette 
Anne.Udall@ppcw.org 
 
Emily McLian 
Executive Director 
Planned Parenthood Advocates of 
Oregon 
Emily.McLain@ppaoregon.org 
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Amy Johnson

From: Becky Gilliam <becky@saferoutespartnership.org>
Sent: Monday, November 25, 2019 8:43 AM
To: CityRecorder
Subject: Fwd: Please Vote NO on Sidewalk Ordinance
Attachments: No on Salem sit-lie .pdf

 
Please see below & attached. Thank you!   
 
Becky Gilliam 
Pacific Northwest Regional Policy Manager  

503‐949‐0387 
 
Sent from my cellular device 
Please excuse typos and brevity 
 
Begin forwarded message: 

From: Becky Gilliam <becky@saferoutespartnership.org> 
Date: November 22, 2019 at 6:02:28 PM PST 
To: citycouncil@cityofsalem.net 
Cc: "Estrada, Jessica" <Jessica.Estrada@ppcw.org>, Sandra Hernández‐Lomelí <Sandra@lusyouth.org>, 
Reyna Lopez <reynalopez@pcun.org>, Levi Herrera‐Lopez <levi@manoamanofc.org>, Pedro63814 
<PSosa@afsc.org>, JAN FERREIRO‐MONTES <proyectopoderoregon@gmail.com>, 
racialjusticeoc@gmail.com, Anne.Udall@ppcw.org, Emily.McLain@ppaoregon.org 
Subject: Please Vote NO on Sidewalk Ordinance 

Good evening,  
 
Please accept the attached letter in opposition to the sit‐lie "sidewalk behavior" ordinance, currently 
under consideration by Salem City Council. Kindly circulate this with Councilors and submit into the 
record for Monday's meeting. 
 
Thank you,  
 
 
Becky Gilliam (she/her) 
Pacific Northwest Regional Policy Manager 
503-949-0387 
Salem-Keizer & Central Lane, Oregon  
www.saferoutespartnership.org  
Facebook | Twitter 
____________________ 
 
Now Accepting Applications for Safe Routes to Parks Activating Communities 
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Amy Johnson

From: Jennifer Martin <jennifer@mid-valleycre.com>
Sent: Wednesday, November 20, 2019 5:12 PM
To: citycouncil
Subject: FW: Sit Lie Ordinance

 

Good evening—I realize I sent the below email a couple weeks ago, but I wanted to resubmit it as official testimony for 
Monday.  I will be out of town and may not make it back in time. 
 
I also wanted to supplement my email in follow up of the work session.  I encourage you to pass SOMETHING that is 
different than we have now, which is nothing.  Please also note that anyone can visit and hang out in a city park during 
the day and we have three of them in or within close proximity to downtown.  It is NOT ok for folks to loiter or 
compromise the vitality of our downtown.  Ten years ago, we would have begged for our downtown to “stay open” past 
5pm….we can’t knowingly squelch that progress.  
 
Park Operating Hours ‐ The following City of Salem Parks are open for public use on the following schedule:  
Large Urban Parks 5:00 a.m. to 12:00 midnight  
Community Parks 5:00 a.m. to 12:00 midnight  
Neighborhood Parks 6:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. 
 
 
City Councilors, 
 
I am reaching out today in support of the Sit Lie Ordinance (Sidewalk Behavior Ordinance).  
 
In the industry in which I work (Commercial Real Estate Brokerage), my role within the community is to recruit 
businesses to our community and tell the story of the benefits of our city, including that of a vibrant downtown.  We 
have had SIGNIFICANT investment in downtown over the past five years—amazing investment, but that is being 
overshadowed by the current homeless population occupying doorways, sidewalks, benches and other areas of 
downtown bordering private property and creating an unwelcoming environment for potential investors or business 
owners looking to invest downtown or gauging the health of our downtown as it relates to larger investment outside the 
core. 
 
I understand there is a delicate balance between offering assistance to the homeless population (for those willing to 
receive it), and ensuring our community members feel safe and welcomed.  For WEEKS, I have seen the bench on the 
city sidewalk at Commercial and Court overrun with someone’s belongings, but the police and city staff have no 
mechanism to remove those items so that area can be enjoyed by the business owners and patrons of the area retailers.
 
We NEED a legal process that helps ensure that our downtown can thrive in the way we envision and encourage.  This 
ordinance is a fair and just way to find a balance. 
 
I encourage your support. 
 

Jennifer Martin, CCIM 
A licensed Principal Broker in Oregon 
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340 Vista Ave SE, #150 
PO Box 3001, Salem, OR 97302 
503.339.7400 ‐ Office 
www.mid‐valleycre.com 
 



1

Amy Johnson

From: the renovators inc. <renovatorx@hotmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, November 24, 2019 6:23 PM
To: Chuck Bennett; Lynda Rose; Steve Powers; Tami Carpenter; Cara Kaser; Tom Andersen; Brad Nanke; 

Jackie Leung; Matthew Ausec; Chris Hoy; Vanessa Nordyke; Jim Lewis; Kristin Retherford; Jerry 
Moore; Kathy Sime; Dan Atchison; CityRecorder

Subject: Opposing sit/ lie ordinance 

To who. It may concern, 
 
As a tax paying resident of Salem I want to make sure it is clear that I do not support any legislation (sit/lie ordinance) 
that further encourages the homeless population nationwide to view Salem as an attractive place to go. Current policies 
and lack of enforcement of existing laws have contributed to a sad situation. I am embarrassed to say I live here at this 
point.  
 
Jason Johnson 
The Renovators 
503‐999‐5587 
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Amy Johnson

From: Susann Kaltwasser <susann@kaltwasser.com>
Sent: Monday, November 25, 2019 10:13 AM
To: CityRecorder; citycouncil; Chris Hoy
Cc: Irma Dowd; Fowler, Sue
Subject: ELNA comments on Sidewalk Ordinance
Attachments: ELNA comments on Sidwalk ordinance 112519.pdf

Please enter into the record the attached comments by the East Lancaster Neighborhood Association (ELNA) regarding 
the proposed ordinance regulating the use of sidewalks and public spaces,  Agenda Item 7.1a. during the “Public Comments” portion of the 
City Council meeting on Nov 25, 2019  
 
Thank you, 
 
Susann Kaltwasser 
co-president ELNA 
 
 
 
 



November 25, 2019

To: Salem City Council and Mayor Bennett
From: Susann Kaltwasser, East Lancaster Neighborhood Association
RE: Regulating the use of sidewalks and public spaces,  Agenda Item 7.1a.

On November 7, 2019, the East Lancaster Neighborhood Association members discussed the 
proposed ordinance regarding the issue of unhoused individuals in the downtown area.  After 
some discussion there was an unanimous vote of all the people there that we should oppose 
any form of this ordinance. The feeling was mixed about the causes of the current situation, but 
there was complete agreement that enacting new restrictions on sitting, laying or even building 
protections from the weather was not a good idea.

The citizens of Salem seem to agree with the sentiments of the ELNA members that 
homelessness is their number one priority for the City. What is not clear is that a majority of 
people perceive the problem to be one of law enforcement or the lack of additional laws. The y 
felt that the problem is more likely the lack of affordable housing, enough vouchers for the 
poor, and the lack of essential services for addictions, mental illness, and basic supports of 
food and clothing.

The ELNA members would like the City Council to reject this ordinance at this time and to 
rather renew the efforts to the implement the recommendations of the Downtown Homeless 
Task Force. Many of those recommendations are not complete yet. It is essential that before 
the use of more enforcement like this ordinance, the City look at ways to help the unhoused 
with sanitary service and access to social services. When you force people to move when there 
is no place for them to go, it is just prolonging the situation and can force people into other 
neighborhoods. How does it help?

We feel that there are already enough laws that can be used to address real safety issues such 
as public indecency, urinating in public, intoxication and disruptive behaviors. Utilizing teams of 
people who have special training to assist a merchant makes more sense than to accelerate a 
perceived nuisance into a criminal offense. Issuing fines to people who cannot pay them is 
futile. It may seem to address the immediate problem, but it only creates more expense for the 
taxpayer, takes police away from more important duties if it comes to court action, and clogs 
the system with useless litigation. It makes more sense to the ELNA members to use those 
resources that we have to work on alternatives.

The ELNA members recognize that the problem we see most intensively downtown is in part 
because we only seem to have serves clustered in that area. We would like to see more 
services or shelters provided in other parts of the City. We see a lot of unhoused people in East 
Salem area as well, but there are no support services in that area. Many of the unhoused 
cannot easily access the downtown service agencies due to health issues. Neighbors told 
stories of homeless people sitting on the sidewalks because they are unable to walk very far at 
a time due to untreated arthritis, sore hips or wounded feet. They are essentially stuck where 



they are for long periods and no way to access medical care or social services. One neighbor 
said that they were able to befriend a homeless man and connect him to needed services just 
by offering a ride. Such a simple act of kindness helped a person and was a much better 
solution than calling the police.

Homelessness is not just the responsibility of the government. It is an issue that we all have to 
take some responsibility to address at the local level. Therefore, the ELNA members would 
urge the City to conduct local discussions through the neighborhoods about the local situation 
and to seek solutions together. There are a lot of caring people who would like to help, but do 
not know how and/or do not know what is available. We think there are many more people who 
want to help than there are people who want to see their neighbors criminalized for being poor.


If this ordinance is passed, even in a limited form, ELNA feels that it will just make the problem 
worse. It will suggest that poverty can be solved with laws, that some members of our 
community are ‘less than’ because of their lack of income, that addiction is a crime and not a 
disease, and that the problem only exists when we see certain behaviors that are in fact coping 
methods for people who are destitute and need help. We do not think that it will do anything 
more than turn innocent people into criminals, push people into other areas of town and 
prolong finding real solutions to the housing crisis we currently face.

We urge the Council to work with us to find real solutions and not to waste time on ineffective 
laws.


Thank you for your consideration of our neighborhood concerns.


Susann Kaltwasser

Co-President

East Lancaster Neighborhood Association
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Amy Johnson

From: Rachel Kitterman <rskitterman@yahoo.com>
Sent: Sunday, November 24, 2019 9:29 PM
To: Chuck Bennett; Lynda Rose; Steve Powers; Tami Carpenter; Cara Kaser; Tom Andersen; Brad Nanke; 

Jackie Leung; Matthew Ausec; Chris Hoy; Vanessa Nordyke; Jim Lewis; Kristin Retherford; Jerry 
Moore; Kathy Sime; Dan Atchison; CityRecorder

Subject: In opposition to the sit-lie ordinance

I am a graduate student in the MSW program at PSU. I live in Salem and am doing my practicum at ARCHES where I have 
a lot of contact with the unsheltered population in our area. I am in opposition to the proposed sit‐lie ordinance. This 
ordinance directly targets the homeless which is a human rights issue. Criminalizing homelessness is not the answer to 
what is obviously a growing issue in Salem. People living without shelter need our compassion and care. Sometimes 
sidewalks and public areas are the only safe places people have to rest. People without homes need solutions and 
services that help them obtain and keep housing. Please join me in opposing this ordinance.  
 
Sincerely, 
Rachel Kitterman 
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Amy Johnson

From: Lynelle Wilcox <lynellex@comcast.net>
Sent: Sunday, November 24, 2019 2:29 PM
To: Chuck Bennett; Lynda Rose; Steve Powers; Tami Carpenter; Cara Kaser; Tom Andersen; Brad Nanke; 

Jackie Leung; Matthew Ausec; Chris Hoy; Vanessa Nordyke; Jim Lewis; Kristin Retherford; Jerry 
Moore; Kathy Sime; Dan Atchison; CityRecorder

Subject: Opposing sit-lie: stories, trauma, warriors, heroes

when	you're	frozen	and	stuck	in	sending	anything	because	nothing	can	meet	your	ideal	to	convey	perfectly	enough,	yet	
you	need	to	say	something	anyway,	and	your	heart	and	fingers	freeze	up,	because	there	are	no	words	to	convey	all	the	
nuances	that	matter...		
when	people's	stories	are	so	often	perceived	as	separate	from	whatever	issue	is	the	focus,	yet	the	stories	are	the	context	
and	the	threads	of	the	tapestry	of	life.		
when	any	specific	part	in	isolation	is	a	vacuum	that	makes	it	easy	to	perceive	black	or	white	as	the	options,	and	that	
perspective	seems	to	align	with	facts,	yet	misses	the	truth	that	facts	without	the	stories	are	as	false	as	logic	separated	
from	emotions	or	emotions	separated	from	logic.	accuracy	and	humanity	can	happen	only	when	we	consider	both	as	
relevant,	even	when	we	might	need	to	choose	a	path	that	favors	one	or	the	other.	
when	you	have	learned	so	much,	with	so	much	more	to	learn,	and	it's	not	transferable	with	integrity	to	others	who	have	
not	been	there,	or	listened	hard	to	people	living	in	the	trenches,	and	let	their	hearts	be	changed.		
when	you've	heard	from	people	whose	real	lives	were	more	horrific	than	tv	and	movies...	kids	who	were	burned,	beaten,	
raped,	by	parents	or	other	family	members...	girls	who	were	prostituted	by	their	moms	starting	when	they	were	6	years	
old	because	their	mom	needed	the	money.	kids	who	left	home	as	early	as	ten	years	old	because	they	had	a	better	chance	
of	surviving	on	their	own	than	surviving	in	their	household...	
girls	who	ran	away	from	abusive	homes	and	traded	their	bodies	for	shelter	and	food	because	that	was	*better*	and	more	
autonomous	than	the	hell	they	were	living	at	home...	boys	who	were	chained	in	their	backyards.	girls	who	were	gang	
banged	or	sex	trafficked	for	years.	kids	that	tried	to	save	themselves	and	others	only	to	be	out	of	the	flying	pan	into	the	
fire,	and	the	fire	was	better	than	the	frying	pan...	
when	you	learn	facts	about	trauma	and	the	brain...	when	our	self‐ness	is	part	nature	and	part	nurture,	and	we'll	never	
know	the	ratio,	yet	what	happens	when	some	people	are	dealt	horrifically	shitty	hands	of	both?		
when	bootstraps	were	your	belief	for	all	of	your	life,	because	at	some	point,	regardless	of	what	happened	to	you	in	your	
past,	you	are	the	pilot	of	your	own	life.	so	cry,	heal,	find	resources,	and	pull	yourself	up	by	your	bootstraps.	except	those	
stories	showed	you	that	abuse	is	more	prevalent	and	horrific	than	you	ever	let	yourself	believe,	and	trauma	changes	
hearts	and	brains	more	tangibly	than	i	ever	knew.	i'm	not	sure	how	people	can	pull	up	bootstraps	that	may	not	even	
exist...	
when	you	learn	how	much	trauma	happens	living	in	the	streets,	even	if	you	had	not	experienced	trauma	before.	when	
you	learn	how	much	dignity	and	self‐ness	slips	away	and	how	much	shame	grows	when	you	are	treated	as	sub‐human	
on	a	daily	basis.	when	you	hear	sentiments	and	words	from	so	many	people	that	their	shame	is	bigger	than	others'	
disapproval.	
when	you	now	know	that	the	bootstraps	illusion	was	a	reflection	of	the	richness	you	lived.	when	you	no	longer	have	the	
luxury	of	believing	the	delusion	that	bootstraps	are	always	an	option.	
when	instead	of	wondering	'what's	wrong	with	you?'	or	'why	aren't	you	pulling	yourself	up	by	your	bootstraps?'	you	
now	look	and	wonder	'what	happened?'	with	no	right	to	know	anyone's	stories,	yet	knowing	those	stories	happen	more	
than	i	ever	realized.		
when	you	can't	un‐hear	those	stories.	when	your	heart	will	never	be	the	same	because	the	stories	broke	some	parts	of	
you	and	there	is	no	going	back.	when	instead	of	seeing	people	who	made	their	own	bed	by	their	own	actions	and	moral	
failings,	you	know	there's	usually	much	more	than	we	can	see,	and	sometimes	you	can	see	reflections	of	their	stories	
even	when	they	are	not	sharing	those	words.	
when	you	wonder	what	paths	they've	walked	and	what	they	might	have	lived,	and	you're	in	awe	that	so	many	people	
have	lived	those	stories	and	they	are	still	here,	still	healing,	still	trying,	still	working,	often	helping	others,	as	they	try	to	
create	bootstraps	where	none	existed.	warriors.	heroes...	
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when	you	want	your	words	to	be	so	perfect,	so	you	can	convey	all	that,	and	no	words	can	do	the	tapestries	of	people's	
lives	that	justice.		
	
	
As you consider the sit-lie ordinance, please know and consider that the stories are not irrelevant and separate.  
The stories are the threads and path for balancing accountability, effectiveness, compassion, and our humanity. 
 
lynelle wilcox 
 
♥♥¸.•*¨*• ♥.•** ♥*•..•* ♥*•.¸.•*¨*•♥•*¨*•.¸¸♥♥¸.•*¨*•♥♥•*¨*•.¸¸♥♥ 
 
the highest art is the art of living an ordinary life in an extraordinary manner. 
 
and...                                                    
 
with our thoughts, we make the world. 
 
 
♥♥¸.•*¨*• ♥.•** ♥*•..•* ♥*•.¸.•*¨*•♥•*¨*•.¸¸♥♥¸.•*¨*•♥♥•*¨*•.¸¸♥♥ 
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Amy Johnson

From: Lynelle Wilcox <lynellex@comcast.net>
Sent: Sunday, November 24, 2019 9:20 PM
To: Chuck Bennett; Lynda Rose; Steve Powers; Tami Carpenter; Cara Kaser; Tom Andersen; Brad Nanke; 

Jackie Leung; Matthew Ausec; Chris Hoy; Vanessa Nordyke; Jim Lewis; Kristin Retherford; Jerry 
Moore; Kathy Sime; Dan Atchison; CityRecorder

Cc: avillamor9@gmail.com
Subject: I oppose the Sit/Lie ordinance - public input for 11/25/2019 City Council meeting packet

Sharing the email below as public record on the proposed sit‐lie ordinance, on behalf of Angel. 
 
Begin forwarded message: 
 
 

From: angel villamor <avillamor9@gmail.com> 
Subject: I oppose the Sit/Lie ordinance 
Date: November 24, 2019 at 8:57:24 PM PST 
To: lynellex@comcast.net 
 
Dear Mayor and Council members, 
 
I am emailing you in reference to the Sit/Lie ordinance, that you will be voting on in a few days. 
 
Let me just say that I do not believe it is a just ordinance in anyway, because being homeless is very 
difficult and stressful in and of itself. Homeless people do not need additional barriers in life for just 
trying to exist. 
 
   From what I understand there are about two dozen individuals that cause problems in the past or are 
currently causing said problems.        These people can be dealt with in other ways than discriminating 
against all homeless people, especially those that have nothing to do with this group of two dozen 
individuals. 
 
  For whatever reasons the police chief and constables, and certain members of the business community 
that are in favor of this ordinance it will only make Salem a shame not just in Oregon, but nationally. 
 
The last thing Salem needs is national news coverage, pointing out at the capital of Oregon decides it's 
ok, to discriminate homeless people with this ordinance. 

 

♥♥¸.•*¨*• ♥.•** ♥*•..•* ♥*•.¸.•*¨*•♥•*¨*•.¸¸♥♥¸.•*¨*•♥♥•*¨*•.¸¸♥♥ 
 
the highest art is the art of living an ordinary life in an extraordinary manner. 
 
and...                                                    
 
with our thoughts, we make the world. 
 
 
♥♥¸.•*¨*• ♥.•** ♥*•..•* ♥*•.¸.•*¨*•♥•*¨*•.¸¸♥♥¸.•*¨*•♥♥•*¨*•.¸¸♥♥ 
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Amy Johnson

From: Lynelle Wilcox <lynellex@comcast.net>
Sent: Monday, November 25, 2019 3:05 AM
To: Chuck Bennett; Lynda Rose; Steve Powers; Tami Carpenter; Cara Kaser; Tom Andersen; Brad Nanke; 

Jackie Leung; Matthew Ausec; Chris Hoy; Vanessa Nordyke; Jim Lewis; Kristin Retherford; Jerry 
Moore; Kathy Sime; Dan Atchison; CityRecorder

Subject: Opposing sit-lie: For public record - employed individuals who still can't afford rent

This is a common problem in our city as well. 
 
https://theconversation.com/i‐have‐a‐job‐but‐im‐homeless‐the‐working‐poor‐who‐cant‐afford‐to‐rent‐
126445?utm_medium=Social&utm_source=Facebook&fbclid=IwAR2lAhHHsesORioozkBMJnXkVpdR_Yfjm5s6OirrP7UM5
2PYBAsf3ItlMHQ#Echobox=157313724 

♥♥¸.•*¨*• ♥.•** ♥*•..•* ♥*•.¸.•*¨*•♥•*¨*•.¸¸♥♥¸.•*¨*•♥♥•*¨*•.¸¸♥♥ 
 
the highest art is the art of living an ordinary life in an extraordinary manner. 
 
and...                                                    
 
with our thoughts, we make the world. 
 
 
♥♥¸.•*¨*• ♥.•** ♥*•..•* ♥*•.¸.•*¨*•♥•*¨*•.¸¸♥♥¸.•*¨*•♥♥•*¨*•.¸¸♥♥ 
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Amy Johnson

From: Lynelle Wilcox <lynellex@comcast.net>
Sent: Monday, November 25, 2019 3:18 AM
To: Chuck Bennett; Lynda Rose; Steve Powers; Tami Carpenter; Cara Kaser; Tom Andersen; Brad Nanke; 

Jackie Leung; Matthew Ausec; Chris Hoy; Vanessa Nordyke; Jim Lewis; Kristin Retherford; Jerry 
Moore; Kathy Sime; Dan Atchison; CityRecorder

Subject: Opposing sit-lie: Facts - We don't have hours and capacity to reasonably and humanely implement 
sit-lie

Attachments: Did you know - Sit Lie Hours and Capacity Gap.docx

CAPACITY GAP 

Between October 2016 and January 2019, more than 2,600 residents of Marion and Polk 
Counties were identified through evidence‐based assessments to be at risk due to living 
outdoors or in places not fit for human habitation.  

Approximately 1,800 of these residents live within Salem’s Urban Growth Boundary, with 
about  700 living within one square mile of Marion Square Park.  

Homeless residents include children, families, veterans, and those suffering from addiction 
and physical and mental illnesses, including trauma. Many have sought housing and been 
denied for lack of resources. Many are working, yet are unable to make ends meet. 

Day center capacities:               

UGM ‐ men only  120 

Arches ‐ 8:15 am to 3:15 pm; closed on weekends  70 

HOAP – closes at 2pm on weekdays; some hours are women only. Closed on 
weekends. 

55 

Total day center capacity  245 

A total capacity of 245 means that we currently have the means to provide daytime shelter to 
only 35% of the 700 unsheltered individuals living within a mile of Marion Square Park.  

 

HOURS GAP 

The City says that “Available services include Arches, Union Gospel Mission, Salvation 
Army, parks and city benches, or churches or social service agencies who allow such 
activity.” 
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THE REALITY… 

      Arches day center closes at 3pm on weekdays and is closed on weekends. 

      Union Gospel Mission is open all day, for men only.  (Women can only be there for 
meals.) 

      Salvation Army doesn’t have a day center. (Even residents must leave after breakfast, 
until dinner time.) 

      Many city benches have been removed. 

      Salem churches don’t offer day centers.  

      HOAP day center closes at 2pm on weekdays and is closed on weekends. (Monday & 
Thursday from 9 to 11 am is women only.) 

Currently, even if every unsheltered person went to permissible places during the proposed 
ban hours, there is a large gap in time where there  

is nowhere for people to be. 

 

Even if sit‐lie was a wonderful idea, we don’t have the capacity anytime soon to implement 
it in reasonable and humane ways. 
 
 
 
 

♥♥¸.•*¨*• ♥.•** ♥*•..•* ♥*•.¸.•*¨*•♥•*¨*•.¸¸♥♥¸.•*¨*•♥♥•*¨*•.¸¸♥♥ 
 
the highest art is the art of living an ordinary life in an extraordinary manner. 
 
and...                                                     
 
with our thoughts, we make the world. 
 
 
♥♥¸.•*¨*• ♥.•** ♥*•..•* ♥*•.¸.•*¨*•♥•*¨*•.¸¸♥♥¸.•*¨*•♥♥•*¨*•.¸¸♥♥ 
 



HOURS GAP 

DID YOU KNOW… The City of Salem is proposing a Sidewalks and Public Space Ordinance that would restrict sitting, sleeping, 
or laying on the sidewalk from 7 am to 9 pm. This is commonly called a sit‐lie ordinance.   

WHERE CAN PEOPLE CAN GO DURING BAN HOURS?: The City says that “Available services include Arches, Union Gospel 
Mission, Salvation Army, parks and city benches, or churches or social service agencies who allow such activity.” 

THE REALITY… 

 Arches day center closes at 3pm on weekdays and is closed on weekends. 

 Union Gospel Mission is open all day, for men only.  (Women can only be there for meals.) 

 Salvation Army doesn’t have a day center. (Even residents must leave after breakfast, until dinner time.) 

 Many city benches have been removed. 

 Salem churches don’t offer day centers.  

 HOAP day center closes at 2pm on weekdays and is closed on weekends. (Monday & Thursday from 9 to 11 am 
is women only.) 
 

 
Legend:   Green reflects places people CAN be during sidewalk ban hours 
    Red reflects places people CANNOT be during sidewalk ban hours 
    Light green reflects places only MEN can be during sidewalk ban hours 

Currently, even if every unsheltered person went to permissible places during the proposed ban hours, there is a large gap in 
time where there is nowhere for people to be.  



CAPACITY GAP 

Between October 2016 and January 2019, more than 2,600 residents of Marion and Polk Counties 
were identified through evidence‐based assessments to be at risk due to living outdoors or in 
places not fit for human habitation.  

Approximately 1,800 of these residents live within Salem’s Urban Growth Boundary, with about  
700 living within one square mile of Marion Square Park.  

Homeless residents include children, families, veterans, and those suffering from addiction and 
physical and mental illnesses, including trauma. Many have sought housing and been denied for 
lack of resources. Many are working, yet are unable to make ends meet. 

Day center capacities     

UGM ‐ men only  120 

Arches ‐ 8:15 am to 3:15 pm; closed on weekends  70 

HOAP – closes at 2pm on weekdays; some hours are women only. Closed on 
weekends. 

55 

Total day center capacity  245 

 

A total capacity of 245 means that we currently have the means to provide daytime shelter to 
only 35% of the 700 unsheltered individuals living within a mile of Marion Square Park.  



1

Amy Johnson

From: Lynelle Wilcox <lynellex@comcast.net>
Sent: Thursday, November 21, 2019 12:23 PM
To: Chuck Bennett; Lynda Rose; Steve Powers; Tami Carpenter; Cara Kaser; Tom Andersen; Brad Nanke; 

Jackie Leung; Matthew Ausec; Chris Hoy; Vanessa Nordyke; Jim Lewis; Kristin Retherford; Jerry 
Moore; Kathy Sime; Dan Atchison; CityRecorder

Subject: Testimony flexibility for Monday's Sit-Lie City Council meeting?

Although it hasn’t been confirmed yet, the November 25th City Council meeting seems likely to have the first reading of the 
proposed Sidewalk Behavior/Sit‐Lie ordinance. 
 
Attendance barriers: As you know, this proposed ordinance would have a significant impact on many people who are 
homeless, so many unsheltered individuals are hoping to attend the meeting. Yet there are inherent barriers for them to 
attend ‐ timing results in some people needing to choose between attending the meeting or having dinner; some people 
would risk having their property stolen when they are at the City Council meeting; some people would need to arrange 
for someone to watch their belongings in order to attend the meeting. Some individuals stay in shelters where there is a 
curfew and they’d be expected to check in before the City Council meeting is likely to end. Some individuals have outstanding 
warrants (often for Failure to Appear), and I’ve spoken with the City Attorney to see if City Council meetings might be a “safe 
zone”? Apparently, that’s not a thing, so there’s a risk of arrest if those individuals were to attend the City Council meeting. 
 
Input opportunities: Unsheltered individuals and advocates are grateful for the city’s decision and work to coordinate 3 public 
forums. I think we all agree that the first forum did not allow for the intended opportunity for public input. Kristin facilitated 
the 2nd public forum *beautifully* and many people were able to share their perspectives! The third public forum was open‐
house style, which enables more interactive and longer conversations than three minute public testimony. Yet 
many unsheltered individuals did not know who was who, and many people were also nervous about approaching city 
officials. In hindsight, I think advocates could have predicted that the dynamics would be a challenge for individuals who have 
been so disenfranchised, and I wish we thought to arrange for a buddy system to enable more participation in that forum. 
Wishing hindsight happened before events instead of after. ; ) 
 
11/25 City Council meeting: The public forums provided some opportunity for unsheltered individuals to share their input, yet 
not all City Councilors attended the public forums, and the city staff report's public input summary focused on the third public 
forum, where written input was prevalent. So input from the first and second foams are not represented in the public input 
summary for the City Council. The City Council meeting allows for testimony in front of city staff and City Councilors who will 
be voting on the proposed ordinance. That opportunity is important to many people. 
 
Advocates are trying to find ways to work around the barriers that make it hard for some unsheltered individuals to attend. 
We might be able to have someone watch people’s property. We might be able to bring a meal for people who would be 
missing dinner if they attend the City Council meeting. We might be able to read someone’s written testimony on their behalf, 
for some individuals who cannot attend, yet want equitable opportunity for their words to be heard by the full City Council 
that evening.  
 
REQUEST: Testimony flexibility? I asked the City Attorney if we can offer that option, and still have the opportunity to testify 
on our own behalf? He shared that the time limit is 3 minutes per person; not 3 minutes per testimony. Yet he shared that the 
City Council might be able to offer flexibility, so that is why I am writing. 
 
I understand that rule generally makes sense. Yet this proposed ordinance is unique in impacting many people who happen to 
have significant barriers to attending the City Council meetings. As an aspect of enabling equitable public testimony 
opportunity in front of the City Council, might there be flexibility to allow some testimony to be read on others’ behalf, with 
testimony still permitted on the readers’ own behalf? 
 
If so, what is the mechanism or process for that to be decided and possibly implemented? 
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Thank you for your consideration. 
Lynelle Wilcox 
(on behalf of the Homeless Coalition) 
 

♥♥¸.•*¨*• ♥.•** ♥*•..•* ♥*•.¸.•*¨*•♥•*¨*•.¸¸♥♥¸.•*¨*•♥♥•*¨*•.¸¸♥♥ 
 
the highest art is the art of living an ordinary life in an extraordinary manner. 
 
and...                                                    
 
with our thoughts, we make the world. 
 
 
♥♥¸.•*¨*• ♥.•** ♥*•..•* ♥*•.¸.•*¨*•♥•*¨*•.¸¸♥♥¸.•*¨*•♥♥•*¨*•.¸¸♥♥ 
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Amy Johnson

From: Carol Long <carolsue.long2@gmail.com>
Sent: Saturday, November 23, 2019 9:21 PM
To: Chuck Bennett; citycouncil
Subject: Letter and petition for sidewalk behavior ordinance, Nov. 25
Attachments: SMSA Sidewalk Behavior Letter to CC.pdf; Sidewalk Behavior signatures  SMSA.pdf

Dear Mayor Bennett and City Council members,  
Please find attached a letter and petition concerning the Sidewalk Behavior Ordinance that is scheduled to be discussed 
at Council on November 25th.  Several members of our Board plan to be present for the meeting.   
Thank you for your attention.   
 
Best regards,  
Carol S. Long 



 
 
 

November 25, 2019 
 
Mayor Chuck Bennett 
City Council 
555 Liberty St. SE   Room 220 
Salem, OR  97301 
citycouncil@cityofsalem.net 
 
Dear Mayor Bennett and City Council Members,  
 
The Board of Directors of the Salem Main Street Association wishes to express its support for 
the Sidewalk Behavior ordinance being considered by the City Council.  We attach here a 
petition with 135 signatures of downtown business owners and patrons in support of this 
ordinance.   
 
We understand that this proposed ordinance will not "solve" homelessness, but we believe that 
this action, in conjunction with a coordinated effort of local organizations, city agencies, and 
downtown stakeholders, can go a long way toward improving outcomes for all concerned.   
 
The overarching goal of SMSA is to support and sustain a vibrant downtown for the City of 
Salem and its residents and visitors.  The proposed ordinance will help businesses to maintain an 
inviting and engaging environment that will support the success of their establishments and of 
the downtown community.   
 
The Salem Main Street Association is a willing partner in working towards the complex 
coordination and problem solving that will be necessary to support homeless individuals and 
individuals in crisis in our downtown area.  We ask today that you adopt the Sidewalk Behavior 
ordinance to support our successful downtown businesses so that they can continue to be partners 
in this challenging work.   
 
Best regards,  
 
Carol S. Long 
President, SMSA Board of Directors 
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Amy Johnson

From: Lora Meisner <lmgb@earthlink.net>
Sent: Sunday, November 24, 2019 1:55 PM
To: citycouncil; CityRecorder
Subject: re: Housing for Homeless 1

Expires: Saturday, February 22, 2020 12:00 AM

What you can do with K-Mart………….. 

Re-Habit: Transforming Abandoned Big-Box Retailers to 
Housing for Homeless 
Article by SA Rogers, filed under Offices & Commercial in the Architecture category 

With the age of big box stores waning, all those massive abandoned retail facilities could be 

transformed almost instantly into housing for the homeless using a variety of plug-and-play prefab 
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elements. The research and development studio at KTGY Architecture + Planning in Los Angeles 

considers what we seem to need space for the most in cities – housing people who tend to fall 

through the cracks as the cost of living continues to increase – and builds entire complexes of 

supportive spaces and services within the empty shells of stores like Sears and JCPenney. 
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“Re-Habit” doesn’t get rid of retail altogether. It just makes the shopping portions of each building 

smaller, and places bedroom pods, restrooms, kitchens, dining halls, offices, job training rooms and 

other spaces behind them. Each Re-Habit store would be a community-supported thrift boutique 

benefiting the transitional housing program. 

The main goal of the project is to be self-supporting, the creators explain, by providing training, 

employment and housing for residents, who rotate chores like working in the kitchen or keeping the 

dining hall clean. The large, flat roofs of big box stores are ideal for rooftop gardening, recreation and 

solar panels, and many have outdoor plaza areas that could accommodate small pop-up shops and 

food carts. 



5

To demonstrate how it could work, KTGY used a typical 86,000-square-foot store (which would often 

be an “anchor store” in a shopping plaza) and created illustrations showing how it could be used. The 

firm designed modular led pot units that contain anywhere from 2 to 20 beds, easily slotting into the 
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large, empty spaces. Additionally, the space could support 8 individual apartment units on an upper 

floor. 

“From 2016 to 2017, the homeless population in the U.S. increased for the first time in seven years, 

according to the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development. In the U.S., 553,742 people 

were homeless in 2017. Housing programs are a meaningful contribution to addressing the 

homelessness crisis.” 

“Living without a home not only endangers individuals’ health and safety, but is also a significant 

barrier to obtaining and keeping a means of employment. Shelter is a necessity for all, and providing 

housing is one way to ease suffering and support individuals seeking to break a cycle of poverty.” 

‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ 
Lora Meisner 
1347 Spyglass Court SE 
Salem, OR 97306 
503‐588‐6924 
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Amy Johnson

From: Lora Meisner <lmgb@earthlink.net>
Sent: Sunday, November 24, 2019 1:57 PM
To: citycouncil; CityRecorder
Subject: re: Housig for the homeless 2

Expires: Saturday, February 22, 2020 12:00 AM

This isn’t rocket science…………..the city, Salem Health, the churches, the community/service organizations, if everyone 
pulled together to help people without permanent homes to live decently and humanely. 

Housing for the Homeless: 14 Smart & Sensitive 
Solutions 
https://weburbanist.com/2012/03/19/housing-for-the-homeless-14-smart-sensitive-solutions/ 

 

Article by SA Rogers, filed under Cities & Urbanism in the Architecturecategory 

 

City officials spend a lot of time and energy worrying about how to keep homeless people off public 

furnitureand out of certain common areas, when they should be considering how to better manage 

the issue of homelessness in general. One area of focus is homeless housing, whether simply 
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meeting the immediate needs of people who live on the streets or providing a more long-term, 

forward-thinking transitional living spaces. These 14 designs for homeless housing provoke thought 

as to how we can meet the needs of disadvantaged people living in our own communities, and ensure 

that the situation is only temporary. 

Mobile Homeless Shelter by Paul Elkin 

 

(images via: paul elkin) 

Portable and water-tight, this concept for homeless housing by Paul Elkin could meet the demands of 

a certain segment of the homeless population that prefers to remain transient. Resembling an 

extremely compact version of an RV, this low-impact structure contains fold-away furniture, a 

mattress, a toilet, and even a kitchen. Theoretically it could be built at a very low cost, eliminating the 

need to sleep out in the open. 
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WheelLY Recycled Homeless Shelter by Zo-Loft Architecture & Design 

 

(images via: zo-loft) 

Portable and temporary, this unusual-looking design by Italian firm Zo-Loft provides a safe storage 

space for one’s belongings during the day, and expands into a tent at night. The ‘WheelLY’ is made of 

a rolling aluminum frame fitted with two polyester tents made of recyclable or recycled materials. The 

rolling design enables it to hold up to 250 pounds of personal items, and the push-handle also 

functions as a brake. 

Back on Track by Sarah Crowley 
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(images via: tesseract) 

Winner of a competition by Tesseract Collective, ‘Back on Track’ is a comprehensive proposal for 

homeless rehabilitation that involves not just housing but also community and improving long-term 

prospects. Going beyond just the requirements for immediate survival, ‘Back on Track’ is designed to 

be located along a strip of railway in designer Sarah Crowley’s town of Melbourne, Australia. 

Appropriating an under-used urban space that can be integrated into the surrounding city, the design 

includes a series of public programs that provide jobs and activities for the ‘formerly homeless’ that 

would live there. 

Tin Man No.11 by Kacey Wong 
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(images via: dezeen) 

Fanciful, but definitely fun, the Tin Man No.11 design by Kacey Wong takes a less serious look at 

how portable, wheeled trolleys could provide a safe and relatively comfortable home base for people 

who live on the streets. “It will not only serve as a shelter for the homeless but also decorate the city 

street, in a way,” says Wong of the robot-shaped design. The trolley opens to reveal a bed, desk and 

chair. Wong came up with the design after doing a field study on homeless people in Hong Kong, 

finding that many people do have jobs, but due to the high cost of living in the city, are forced to live 

on the streets near their place of employment. 

Cardborigami: Folding Portable Homeless Shelter 
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(images via: inhabitat) 

This portable emergency shelter was designed based on the principles of origami. Architect Tina 

Hovsepian created the Cardborigami shelter from recycled cardboard; it starts out as a flat package 

and expands into a sort of paper tent. The material was chosen because it is inexpensive, lightweight, 

sustainable and naturally insulated. Hovsepian plans to refine the design to make it waterproof, fire-

retardant and more comfortable. 

Sleepbox by Arch Group 
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(images via: dezeen) 

The Sleepbox was actually designed with the intention of providing a compact space to take a nap, in 

environments like airports, but the design could easily be adapted for homeless housing as well. 

Russian architects Arch Group envision the Sleepbox as a unit that could be rented for a period of 

time between fifteen minutes and a few hours, with bedding that would be automatically changed 

between users; it would be particularly useful for layovers that would normally result in travelers 

snoozing in uncomfortable chairs. Imagine if these units could be placed in cities, perhaps sponsored 

by the local community, for people who don’t have roofs over their heads. 

Home Dome, Made of Packing Peanuts 
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(images via: green building elements) 

Designed by a 12-year-old boy, the Home Dome makes use of a waste material that happens to 

provide a lot of insulation from the weather. For his entry in the Design Squad Trash to Treasure 

competition, Max Wallack won $10,000 and a Dell laptop computer for the structure, which is made of 

discarded plastic bags filled with styrofoam packing peanuts. 

Shelter Cart by Zo-Loft Architecture & Design 

 

(images via: treehugger) 
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Many homeless people gather discarded materials that have value, like aluminum cans, in bags or 

shopping carts in order to make a little bit of money. Designers Barry Sheehan and Gregor Timlin re-

imagined the potential uses of that cart, creating a large, highly visible yellow push-cart that also 

functions as a shelter. The Shelter Cart – a submission in the 2006 DesignBoom social awareness 

competition – is not intended as a definitive answer to homelessness, but rather a way to raise 

awareness about the issue. 

Pump and Jump 

 

(images via: design boom) 

Another idea that considers the need for many homeless people to push their personal items or 

gathered valuables around in a cart is the Pump and Jump. Designers Jeong-Yun Heo, Seong-Ho 

Kim and Chung Lee explain, “It’s a cart for a homeless who collect recycled things. We are have two 

concepts for the cart. First is pumping Air, second is fixing the box on the cart. A Homeless can rest in 

the shelter and store collections such as bottles, sheets of paper, cardboards, etc.” 
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Instant Housing by Urban Nomads 

 

(images via: design buzz) 

Tiny mobile homes that can easily be carried around by a single person, these Instant Housing 

Shelters by Urban Nomads consist of a metal container with a pop-out tent-like structure, fitted with 

wheels. The housing unit contains a retractable padded bed, a first aid kit, mirror, whistle, multi-tool, 

flashlight and a plastic hood with a viewing window. Affordable and easily transportable, the units 

could also be used for emergency housing in the event of a disaster, or recreational camping. 

Homeless Health Care Clinic Made of Shipping Containers 
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(images via: inhabitat) 

Homeless people need much more than shelters and even community support – they need health 

care, too. This concept by Co-Tain provides a simple health clinic made of shipping containers. 

Designed for the Paramore district of downtown Orlando, Florida, the Homeless Health Care Clinic is 

inexpensive to build, and sustainable. 

Shelter Home for the Homeless by Javier Larraz 
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(images via: archdaily) 

The Shelter Home for the Homeless also considers more than just putting a roof over the heads of 

people who don’t have one of their own. It aims to improve their quality of life, with a community that 

emphasizes social interaction. The shared spaces in this sleek design include leisure rooms and 

spaces for occupational workshops. 

Mini Capsule Hotel by Atelier Van Lieshout 
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(images via: dezeen) 

Like the SleepBox, the Mini Capsule Hotel was not designed as a solution for homeless housing, but 

it could be adapted for such a use. Atelier Van Lieshout created the six-bed dorm-style hotel for an 

outdoor installation at Design Miami in 2009. Its original purpose, in fact, was almost on the other end 

of the spectrum: the designers describe it as “a send up of the corporate VIP lounge/oasis” 

functioning as a place to crash during or after a party. Brad Pitt reportedly bought it for his private 

beach. But such capsule hotels could have a much more practical use in urban environments. 

‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ 
Lora Meisner 
1347 Spyglass Court SE 
Salem, OR 97306 
503‐588‐6924 
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Amy Johnson

From: Lora Meisner <lmgb@earthlink.net>
Sent: Sunday, November 24, 2019 2:01 PM
To: citycouncil; CityRecorder
Subject: re: Housing for Homeless 3

Expires: Saturday, February 22, 2020 12:00 AM

Can we create a Salem Village?  The amount of inaction on the part of our community is 

inexcusable. 

Eugene Village offers a haven for the homeless 

Each Conestoga hut features a bed, a small closet and a lockable door.  

A few small huts are changing lives in a big way at Good Samaritan Society – Eugene 
Village.  
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These shelters — called Conestoga Huts — are a part of a city-authorized program 
designed to offer respite to the homeless population of Eugene, Oregon. 

This is a no-brainer for us as it fits our mission of providing shelter and supportive 
services to older persons and others in need." – Steve Chadick, former administrator 
of Eugene Village 

The huts take up about half of the Eugene Village parking lot. Officials from the city, Lane 
County and Eugene Village agreed it would be an ideal spot for a homeless camp and, 
together, started the project. In two years, the camp has grown from seven to 16 
shelters with four more being added. 
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Tracy Joscelyn and Red Showers, onsite managers, stand outside their hut. As members 
of the program, they now help manage the site.  

Eugene, and Lane County in general, has a homeless crisis. The homeless occasionally 
spill over into neighborhoods, causing issues. But a dedicated area of shelter with 
regulations helps alleviate problems between the homeless and homeowners. 

Thanks to the city's lenient overnight sleeping ordinance for parking lots, Eugene has 
been able to place homeless camps in unexpected locations. In this case, the huts legally 
sit on the northeast corner of the parking lot.   

There are rules to keep order at the camp, including no drugs or alcohol, quiet time, and 
specified hours to be on and off site. Each resident also must have a plan in place for 
progressing toward permanent housing.   
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The front porch area of one of the homes.  

“They’re being provided a shelter for up to six months to try and get back on their feet,” 
says administrator Matthew Trammel. “If we didn’t have these camps, they would be out in 
the street sleeping on benches.” 

Each hut features a bed, insulation, a small closet and a lockable door. As required by city 
code, the site has a fence surrounding the designated area, along with portable toilets and 
trash service.  

The group of huts, named Samaritan Village Homeless Camp, has been a successful 
endeavor in the two years it’s called Eugene Village’s parking lot home. The center 
received a Good Samaritan Society Social Accountability Grant to help fund construction 
for part of the huts, and employees are donating to the effort as well.  
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Participants in the program use plants and flowers to beautify their surroundings. The 
fencing around the parking lot offers privacy for the residents of the homes.  
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The community approach to solving homelessness is “absolutely something others could 
do and replicate our homeless camp,” says Trammel. 

The program is a partnership among the Good Samaritan Society, Nightingale Health 
Sanctuary and Community Supported Shelters.  

‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐‐ 
Lora Meisner 
1347 Spyglass Court SE 
Salem, OR 97306 
503‐588‐6924 
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Amy Johnson

From: Jim Linda Stuller Morley <llmjls1@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, November 21, 2019 5:46 PM
To: Chuck Bennett; Lynda Rose; Steve Powers; Tami Carpenter; Cara Kaser; Tom Andersen; Brad Nanke; 

Jackie Leung; Matthew Ausec; Chris Hoy; Vanessa Nordyke; Jim Lewis; Kristin Retherford; Jerry 
Moore; Kathy Sime; Dan Atchison; CityRecorder

Subject: Against the Sit-Lie measures

Dear All, 
Do not pass the Sit‐Lie measure.  Take the money that it would cost to work such a measure and give the homeless 
housing, mental health, and substance abuse treatment.  Find the money.  Set up a task force. Don't be stupid.  What 
would Jesus do? 
 
 
‐‐  
Jim Stuller 
9712186910 
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Amy Johnson

From: Hollie Oakes-Miller <hollie@holsgem.com>
Sent: Monday, November 25, 2019 8:48 AM
To: Chuck Bennett; Lynda Rose; Steve Powers; Tami Carpenter; Cara Kaser; Tom Andersen; Brad Nanke; 

Jackie Leung; Matthew Ausec; Chris Hoy; Vanessa Nordyke; Jim Lewis; Kristin Retherford; Jerry 
Moore; Kathy Sime; Dan Atchison; CityRecorder

Cc: Gary Miller
Subject: Opposing sit-lie ordinance

Hello city leaders, 
 
We have lived in ward 5 for 15 years, and are also members of the steering committee for the Salem chapter 
of the Democratic Socialists of America.  
 
We take issue with the use of the term “homeless” to describe unhoused members of our community. We 
believe that the term “homeless,” ignores that these folks do have a home. A home we all share. Salem, 
Oregon. 
 
We believe that the existence of houseless folks in our community reflects solely on our capitalistic society, 
and not on houseless individuals. We as a society have failed to build communities that value and serve all 
people, and instead we have alienated, disenfranchised, and dehumanized people to the point that they cannot 
function as contributing members of our community.  
 
We reject any “solution” that places any further burden on the houseless to solve problems that are ultimately 
created by our capitalistic society, which prioritizes profits over people. We specifically oppose adopting this 
new version of the sit-lie ordinance that would act to further burden our houseless community members who 
literally have nowhere else to go. 
 
We wonder why the city is wasting time and resources in continuing to try to pass this extremely unpopular and 
frankly immoral ordinance. It is clearly safer for houseless folks to rest and sleep during daylight hours. 
Requiring people who are already under extreme duress to be constantly on the move is inhumane. 
 
We suggest that the city instead focus its time and resources on solving the problems that cause people to be 
houseless in the first place.  

 Such as skyrocketing housing and medical costs.  
 The lack of funding for low cost housing, mental health care, and dependency programs.  
 The need for more public bathrooms, showers, laundry facilities, common areas, and storage spaces 

that are free for everyone to use.  
These are the solutions that actually address the problem instead of criminalizing people with no other choice 
but to exist in public spaces. Moving the problem from one location to another solves nothing and only further 
alienates and dehumanizes our houseless neighbors. 
 
We conclude that problem with houselessness and all the issues that stem from unsheltered community 
members should be addressed by leaders and community members who are privileged with the capital 
resources to turn Salem into a community where all members are valued and have their basic needs met. 
 
Gary Miller & Hollie Oakes-Miller 
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Amy Johnson

From: SARAH OWENS <hlowens2@msn.com>
Sent: Saturday, November 23, 2019 8:52 AM
To: CityRecorder
Subject: Additional Written Testimony in re Item 7.1a 11/25/19 CC Agenda (Ordinance Bill 10-19)
Attachments: OwensLivingston_Test_8.pdf; OwensLivingston_Test_9.pdf; OwensLivingston_Test_10.pdf

Additional Written Testimony in re Ordinance Bill 10‐19, which currently is scheduled to be on the Salem City Council's 
November 25 agenda, Item 7.1a. 
 
Sarah Owens and Michael Livingston 

 
 



Mail - SARAH OWENS - Outlook

In case councilors may be relying on assertions made in the City's November 2019 Status Report on the
recommendations of the DHSTF (attached to the staff report for the 11/18 work session and pasted below and
attached), councilors will want to be aware:

1) ARCHES has not expanded and has not agreed to expand service hours or 24/7 restroom facilities.

2) ARCHES storage capacity will be about 10 pods, each capable of storing one shopping cart.

3) The Salem City Council and Salem Police Department are not participating in the Good Neighbor Partnership. 
Councilor Kaser has been to one or maybe two meetings, and SPD have no-showed all five meetings.

4) The Task Force did not suggest revisions to Salem's codes and ordinances.  Some members of the Task Force
wanted the City to take an enforcement approach, but not a majority.  It was staff who insisted on retaining the
"assess codes" language in the Task Force recommendations (#3). 

Mail - SARAH OWENS - Outlook https://outlook.live.com/mail/0/inbox/id/AQMkADAwATc...
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--
You received this message because you are subscribed to the Google Groups "CandoBoard" group.
To unsubscribe from this group and stop receiving emails from it, send an email to
candoboard+unsubscribe@googlegroups.com.
To view this discussion on the web visit https://groups.google.com/d/msgid/candoboard
/MWHPR0501MB3753ACBAA1D1B62E99CDDD1993730%40MWHPR0501MB3753.namprd05.prod.outlook.com.
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Work Session Dissipates Sit-Lie Support

Support for the sit-lie portion of Ordinance Bill 10-19 dwindled to a minority of three -- Mayor Bennett, Councilor
Nanke and Councilor Lewis -- following a work session that challenged City staff and Salem Police Chief Moore to
explain why the City should ban sitting and lying on the sidewalks.  Councilor Hoy indicated he can no longer
support the sit-lie prohibition unless the civil exclusion penalty is removed.

Bennett opened the November 18 work session saying,"This is an opportunity to talk among ourselves, kinda see
where we're headed on the sit-lie ordinance, this is an opportunity to take a look at this and figure out if you
want to make any changes."  He called on Urban Development Director Kristin Retherford for remarks.

Retherford related a brief history sit-lie in Salem, beginning with the failed passage in 2017, the appointment of
the Downtown Homeless Solutions Task Force (DHSTF), the implementation of its recommendations, the
continued complaints from downtown businesses and the redrafting in 2019, and ending with the forums.

The stated goal of the work session, Retherford said, was to discuss the ordinance and provide direction to staff
about any revisions, e.g., the four listed in the staff report.  

By Sarah Owens and Michael Livingston

More hlowens2@msn.com New Post Design Sign Out

CANDO Archive: Work Session Dissipates Sit-Lie Support https://youcandosalem.blogspot.com/2019/11/work-sess...
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Hoy asked the first question.  He wanted to know the reason for the lack of progress implementing the DHSTF
recommendations.  Retherford blamed the fact that both Union Gospel Mission and the Mid-Willamette
Community Action Agency, with whom the City has chosen to partner for the purpose of  implementation, had
major construction projects.  Hoy asked when The ARCHES Project's ten personal property storage units would
come on line.  Retherford replied "early spring."

Councilor Andersen asked how staff could conclude the DHSTF recommendations were ineffective and that sit-lie
was necessary, given that the recommendations had not been fully implemented?  Retherford explained that the
DHSTF recommendations don't address "behavioral issues."  Andersen observed that City code currently addresses
a number of relevant behavioral issues, for example, disorderly conduct, and asked what behavior did sit-lie
address?  Moore replied that sit-lie addresses camping, erecting campsites and structures and abandoned
property.

Continuing his list, Moore added, "some of the unsightly
issues that you see, with people that have carts of,
uhm, property that could be two to ten in a row, just
abandoned property.  [The ordinance] has to do with
litter, garbage and some of those things that are left
there.  And of course the sit-lie would probably have
more to do with, uh, behavior and uhm, the things that
may, uhm, uh, have an impact on the livability more of
the downtown than anything else."

Moore paused and said, "You know, being homeless is not
a crime, and the sit-lie and anything that we put
together isn't going to solve homelessness.  But since we
first introduced this [in 2017], we've continued to have
concerns about behavior downtown.  It could be
anything from disturbances and trespassing and criminal
mischief, and you're right, we have ordinances that
address those things. But we don't have the ability to
address, uhm, people that are laying on the ground, and
uh, scattered with property, perhaps passed out,
perhaps drunk, we don't have a drunk-in-public ordinance in the state, and so it deals more with conduct issues
that aren't necessarily criminal behavior in all cases.  Some it is criminal behavior, but we have to be present and
able to see it before we can do anything to enforce it."

Nanke arrived late, around the time Andersen asked
staff to rank the relative seriousness of the three
problems the ordinance bill is intended to address--
camping, abandoned property and sit-lie.  Retherford
indicated that "the behavior piece and the property
piece" together were the most serious, and gave as an
example the City bench on the corner of Court and
Commercial  Streets which someone is using for
storage, despite requests from the City to move the
belongings somewhere else.

Andersen asked if the complaints were not  about
"visual issues" or "what it looks like downtown"?
Retherford replied, "Looks like and smells like."

Moore said "It's all in the eye of the beholder...If you
drive down Commercial Street, you think it's camping.
If you happen to own a business, or go downtown
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shopping, you probably think it's people laying on the
sidewalk drunk, maybe drug-induced, maybe

emotionally disturbed, and the fact that they're allowed to stay there and act the way the do is concerning to
many people, so ranking them is really difficult.  I think it's all dependent on what your view of the world is and
where you're coming from."

Councilor Kaser asked if the City could prohibit public
drunkenness, to which City Attorney Atchison answered
no, such laws had been deemed unconstitutional.  The
Mayor asked about laws prohibiting vagrancy and
loitering.  Atchison informed him that Salem's vagrancy
law (SRC 95.560 -- see here) had been repealed, and its
prohibitions on loitering applied only to minors (SRC
95.390 and 96.140) (but see SRC 95.020, prohibiting
"any person" from loitering in, on, around or about any
stairway, aisle, hallway or any public place of business
while drinking alcohol).  Councilor Kaser asked if there
were any laws prohibiting camping on parking strips
and sidewalks.  Moore said no.

Councilor Nordyke asked about people who'd been
repeatedly arrested, wanting to know how effective
that was.  Moore said it wasn't, but the ordinance
would "give an officer an opportunity to contact someone in the downtown area."

Now we can contact someone anytime, but they can tell us 'I don't want to talk to you, go away.'  If
we had an ordinance we would have a reason to contact someone, and the first thing we would do
is to try and get them associated with some social services or some help that might stop that cycle
[of arrests]...our officers hooking people up with services that might be of benefit to them,
whether it's housing or alcohol or drug treatment, I think that's where we can make the difference,
and I think this ordinance helps us do that.

Nordyke observed that there was nothing stopping providers and volunteers from offering services, and Moore
agreed, adding that "the people we deal with downtown have been offered services over and over and over
again, and they reject the opportunity to take advantage of them and that's why they are so difficult to deal
with.

Nordyke asked Retherford whether the Downtown
Clean Team was doing what it needs to do, given the
volume of complaints?  Retherford said the Team is
staffed to funding capacity and doesn't clean private
property (like doorway alcoves) or in the alleys, which
are the subject of a lot of the complaints.  Nordyke
asked about implementing a CAHOOTS model crisis
assistance team.  Retherford said the Good Neighbor
Partnership was looking at it, but, as with the sobering
center, funding was an issue.

Hoy said he was concerned about "uneven
enforcement" and there being additional penalties for
offenses committed inside one of the Crime Prevention
Districts.  Moore agreed the difference was
"unfortunate", but "if you're going to keep anything, an
exclusion zone in the downtown area would probably
be most effective because that's where ARCHES and the
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Labels: Dtown Hless Solutions Task Force, stigma

Gospel Mission is and the places that, for lack of a better term, draw more people.  If you were to uncouple it,
we would not be able to arrest for trespass."

Kaser asked whether enforcement of the camping ban and abandoned property provisions would be complaint
driven?  Moore said no, enforcement of the camping ban would be immediate (consistent with the notice
provisions).

Andersen asked if there was "a certain percentage of people causing the problems."  Moore responded by
describing three groups of "homeless", those the police never have contact with, those who are "maybe passing
through town and they take advantage of services...and move on," and those who are "service resistant" and

don't want to follow rules and regulations.  They don't want to go places where they can't do drugs
or drink or whatever, and I think those are the people we routinely deal with, who for three or four
years we've gotten complaints about because we have no tools to change their behavior...and
people are just tired of it.  Those are the complaints and the calls that we get all the time.

Andersen asked if was true that neither the Downtown Homeless Solutions Task Force nor the Good Neighbor
Partnership had endorsed sit-lie.  Retherford said that's correct.  Andersen asked Atchison about sit-lie's
constitutionality.  Atchison assured him it was.

Hoy said that local non-profits were making plans to implement a CAHOOTS model as a pilot.

Nordyke asked about "homelessness drifting into the neighborhoods" and parks as they are pushed away from
downtown services.  Moore said the "ordinance wasn't designed to push anyone out of anywhere" but to "better
control behavior."  He said camping activity in parks had "certainly increased over the years and it may just be a
sign of the times.  There are lots of homeless people."

Bennett asked for suggestions for staff to have ready for the first reading on November 25.  Hoy said his goal was
to come up with the "least burdensome ordinance that could still impact livability in the City," and he would
support a proposal to "decouple" the civil exclusion provisions and change the hours from 7a to 7p.  Andersen said
his main concern was with the sit-lie portion, and he would like the option to have it removed.  He also wanted
to include a June 2020 sunset provision.  Kaser said she would support removing the sit-lie portion and would
consider a sunset provision.  Lewis said he was concerned about "diluting the ordinance" but didn't have any
suggestions on how to revise the bill.  Nordyke said she didn't think sit-lie would address the vast majority of
complaints she's hearing, which involve activity that's "already illegal" and "not improved by sit-lie."  She had no
suggestions for bill revisions.  Councilors Ausec and Nanke, who had not spoken at all during the work session,
also had no suggestions.

Kaser asked how soon would the ordinance take effect.  Atchison said 30 days after second reading, "so, in
December."

No comments:
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Sit-Lie Targets People with Disabilities

If the City Council enacts Ordinance Bill 10-19 with a sit-lie
provision -- with or without the civil exclusion penalty --  the
City had better be prepared for a challenge from Disability
Rights Oregon, based on what was said during the November 18
work session.

First, DRO is going to cite the Oregon law that prohibits cities
from adopting any law that imposes civil penalties of any kind
for "behavior that includes as one of its elements...being found
in specified places under the influence of alcohol, cannabis or
controlled substances."  ORS 430.402.

DRO will then allege something along the lines of:  Salem's
"sidewalk behavior ordinance" is preempted by ORS 430.402,
targets a protected class (people with disabilities) and is
overbroad and unconstitutional on its face because it contains
no exceptions for people with substance use or mental health
disorders.

And DRO will cite as evidence these remarks by the Salem
Police Chief (all emphasis added):

"We don't have the ability to address, uhm, people that are
laying on the ground, and uh, scattered with property, perhaps

passed out, perhaps drunk, we don't have a drunk-in-public ordinance in the state, and so it deals more with
conduct issues that aren't necessarily criminal behavior."

"[P]eople laying on the sidewalk drunk, maybe drug-induced, maybe emotionally disturbed, and the fact that
they're allowed to stay there and act the way they do is concerning to many people."

"Now we can contact someone anytime, but they can tell us 'I don't want to talk to you, go away.'  If we had an
ordinance we would have a reason to contact someone, and the first thing we would do is to try and get them
associated with some social services or some help that might stop that cycle [of arrests]...our officers hooking

By Sarah Owens and Michael Livingston
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people up with services that might be of benefit to them, whether it's housing or alcohol or drug treatment."

"[T]he people we deal with downtown have been offered services over and over and over again, and they reject
the opportunity to take advantage of them and that's why they are so difficult to deal with."

"[They are] "service resistant" and
don't want to follow rules and regulations.  They don't want to go places where they can't do drugs or drink or
whatever, and I think those are the people we routinely deal with, who for three or four years we've gotten
complaints about because we have no tools to change their behavior...and people are just tired of it.  Those are
the complaints and the calls that we get all the time."

DRO will no doubt also cite the horrid "Persons who" findings in Section 2 of the ordinance, and assert that the
ordinance's exception for people with certain "physical" disabilities shows the omission of any exception for
people with substance use or mental health disorders was deliberate and intended.

Anyone who thinks to rely on assurances from Salem's legal advisors that Ordinance Bill 10-19 is constitutional
should remember, these are the people who said parking strips were City parks for purposes of trespassing
campers from them, that adjacent property owners had the right to trespass campers from parking strips, that
four was a majority of eight, that the City was not required to provide a police report because a juvenile was
involved, and that a City task force that included four City Councilors was not a public body.

Sit-lie is a bad law now, and forever.  It cannot be made right, and the City will lose if it tries to defend it. 
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Amy Johnson

From: noreply@cityofsalem.net on behalf of hpaysinger@gmail.com
Sent: Sunday, November 24, 2019 6:16 PM
To: citycouncil
Subject: Contact City Council
Attachments: ATT00001.bin

Your 
Name 

Hannah Paysinger 

Your 
Email 

hpaysinger@gmail.com 

Street  PO box 997 

City  Silverton 

State  OR 

Zip  97381 

Message 

I'm writing in total opposition of the proposed sit‐lie ordinance. As my friend said best: "We need to be 
creating more public spaces for resting, gathering and simply being — not pushing people out of sight." It's 
only going to make problems worse. We need to start putting our most vulnerable populations first, not 
trying to make them disappear.  

 
This email was generated by the dynamic web forms contact us form on 11/24/2019. 
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Amy Johnson

From: DAVID R PLATT <dmj03@comcast.net>
Sent: Monday, November 25, 2019 7:10 AM
To: Chuck Bennett; Lynda Rose; Steve Powers; Tami Carpenter; Cara Kaser; Tom Andersen; Brad Nanke; 

Jackie Leung; Matthew Ausec; Chris Hoy; Vanessa Nordyke; Jim Lewis; Kristin Retherford; Jerry 
Moore; Kathy Sime; Dan Atchison; CityRecorder

Subject: Opposing sit-lie ordinance

What would you do in this scenario:  An 86 year old homeless woman using a walker and is in 
enormous leg and foot pain.  Would  you tell her she cannot sit or lie?    
 
David Platt  
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Amy Johnson

From: Dianne Rush <ptl4harmony@gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, November 24, 2019 8:43 PM
To: Chuck Bennett; Lynda Rose; Steve Powers; Tami Carpenter; Cara Kaser; Tom Andersen; Brad Nanke; 

Jackie Leung; Matthew Ausec; Chris Hoy; Vanessa Nordyke; Jim Lewis; Kristin Retherford; Jerry 
Moore; Kathy Sime; Dan Atchison; CityRecorder

Subject: Opposing sit-lie ordinance

There are numerous reasons I oppose sit/lie not the least of these being that it discriminates against people with 
disabilities. 
 
Dianne Rush 
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Amy Johnson

From: Kai Sousa <kaisousa.seattle@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, November 25, 2019 12:02 AM
To: Chuck Bennett; Lynda Rose; Steve Powers; Tami Carpenter; Cara Kaser; Tom Andersen; Brad Nanke; 

Jackie Leung; Matthew Ausec; Chris Hoy; Vanessa Nordyke; Jim Lewis; Kristin Retherford; Jerry 
Moore; Kathy Sime; Dan Atchison; CityRecorder

Subject: Proposed sit/lie ordinance

To all those concerned: 
 
I am emailing to express my dissent regarding the proposed sit/lie ordinance. It is unconscionable that the city should 
take such an action at a time when authorities have also been forcing persons experiencing homelessness out of 
encampments all around town, pushing them into the heart of the city, to then prevent them from being able to sit or lie 
down during the day in the areas they've been forced into. 
 
If this city were serious about dealing with its increasing homeless population, you'd be finding spaces for emergency 
shelters and finding resources/passing city ordinances to stop the flow of housed people into homelessness, and to help 
the unhoused back into housing, not pushing those unhoused people into a situation where they will wind up criminals 
who can't pay their fines [or eventually, their bail] for normal human needs like sitting down during daylight hours.  
 
Shame on the city of Salem for suggesting to punish people who are suffering after herding them into the downtown 
area to begin with. DO BETTER, CITY OF SALEM! 
 
Kai Sousa 
1671 Water St NE #84 
Salem, OR 97301 



November 20, 2019 

_,To: City Council 

From: Lynelle Wilcox, on behalf of the Homeless Coalition 

Attached are 385 letters opposing the-proposed sit-lie ordinance, and 2 letters that seem to support the ordinance. 
Of the .385 letters opposin~ the proposed ordinance, 20 are from individuals living outside the Salem area, so 365 
·reflect input from individuals in Salem. 

I'd usually think that letters speak for them~elves, yet skimming or reading so many letters may be daunting, and 
the letters are form letters, which can be easy to dismiss. So it seems important to share about the process we 
used to collect the letters, along with demographic data and tr~nscribed comments from some of the letters: 

Process for collecting input: When we first learned that the city was re-consiqering a sit-lie ordinance, many 
advocates conveyed strong opposition and o'pinions about that. Yet we wanted to make sure that concerns we 
_share reflect the realities of unsheltered individuals who would be most affected if the ordinance passed. 

We wanted input from people who are unsheltered. Initially, I went out with paper and pens asked people if they 
want to wri~e their views about sit-lie. Yet living on the streets in survival mode, not knowing where you might 
-sleep tonight, lacking the comforts of a table and chair and calm head space for writing, and leaning over a pad in 
the heat or the rain on a curb or a sidewalk somehow isn't conducive to writing. (Who knew?) 

So we shifted to doing extensive outreach to ask for input and serve as scribes, to convey people's views about the 
' . 

ordinance, and about how the proposed consequences would play out in real people, real lives, real hearts. 

The outreach was done from a data collection perspective, with no attempts to influence anyone's views- we 
wanted to reflect accurate perceptions and responses without our own biases coloring people's input. We created 
the form letter_only after we'd spoken to many, many individuals to collect-their views, based on the input we 
gathered. 

There are a few different version of the letter, yet they each convey the same main points and concerns. 

· -Process for collecting signatures and/or comments: 

• In sharing the form letter for people to consider ~igning, we always asked first if they were ok if we talked to 
them, and we respected any "no" without any pressure. 

• We encouraged people to read the letter in full, or we summarized points verbally before the person signed. 

• We encouraged people to cross out any sections that do not fit the~r views, and we encouraged people to also" 
write comments, or to write their own letter, and we provided paper and pens for people to do so if they 
wished. 

• We conveyed support of whatever perspectives fit them, whether they oppose or suppor(the ordinance. 

• We want a process that reflects integrity; so we did not accept signatures from anyone who seemed like they 
would sign anything we put in front of them, or from people who were not seeming to understand the letter. 

• We shared the letter with individuals at Arches, UGM, HOAP, Marion Square Park, Lancaster Drive, South 
Salem/Commercial area, the Transit Center/bus mall, ROCC, Project ABLE, Inside Out, various meals for 
unsheltered in.dividuals, and other events and areas, as we did outreach or lived our daily lives. 

Attachments: 

• SUMMARY OF SIT-LIE CONCERNS 
• DEMOGRAPHIC DATA 
• TRANSCRIBED COMMENTS- Comments that reflect ideas, and/or relevant details and context not 

contained in the form letter are transcribed in this summary. (Relevance is subjective.} 
• .SIT-LIE OPPPOSIT(ON LEITER- Actual signed letters are also submitted for public record, opposing the 

proposed sit-lie ordinance. The letter is attached here as well just in case letters get separated from this 
summary. 



SUMMARY OF SIT-LIE CONCERNS 

CONCERNS CONVEYED IN SIT-LIE OPPOSITION LETTERS 

# who conveyed 

Concept Concerns/details this perspective 

Common ground We all want sidewalk behaviors that enable clear and safe passage. 365 

Effective strategies to Relational strategies are happening and more are available; those 
addresss~uationsthat strategies usually are effective. 365 
sometimes occur 

Accountability Unsheltered accountability: Focus on accountability of behaviors. 
Consequences·already exist for inappropriate behaviors. (Conversations 
about behavior accountability often conveyed that If there are gaps in laws to enforce 
appropriate behavior, fix that.) 365 
City accountability: There is lack of legal, safe, and dignified ways to 
meet basic human needs. (Task Force recommendations are mostly 
unimplemented; some are happening in the future, yet that doesn't help anything now.) 

/ 

Why people sit/lie on Resting on sidewalks during daytimes is more visible and safer. You 
sidewalks walk a LOT when you are homeless; it's exhausting. Many. people who 

sleep downtown are more vulnerable individuals. Many have been 
victims of multiple assaults, robberies, rapes.

1

There is nowhere else to 
365 

go that fits the ban hours; day centers don't have capacity to fit 
downtown individuals who are homeless. 

Sit-lie concerns Sit-lie targets people who are poor, homeless, tired, and seeking safety. 

Sit-lie drives people away from services and into less safe areas. 

Sit~lie penalizes people for acts of living/basic human needs, and 
discriminates against people with disabilities. 

Sit-lie creates a status crime- criminalizing where people rest, even if 
behaviors are appropriate and passage is clear. Focus on behavior; not 
on sharing public space when people have no home fo~ resting. 

Sit-lie ignores the lack of shelter space, the lack of day center space-
especially for women, and the huge disparity in day center hours and 
ban hours. A city-wide ban leav~s nowhere to go during ban hours. 365 

City Council meetings do not enable equitable citizenship. 
(Unsheltered individuals may need to choose to have dinner or to attend a City Council 
meeting; they risk having property stolen when they are at the meeting, or they need to 
find someone to watch their belongings. Public forums did happen for sit-lie input, yet 
forums do not have the presence of the City Council to hear individuals' input.) 

Sit-lie's consequences further marginalizes people who are unshelte.red, 
making it HARDER to move forward. 

Sit-lie does nothing to enable dignified, legal ways for people to meet 
basic human needs. (Some options for meeting basic human needs were 
recommendations of the Downtown Homeless Solutions Task Force that have not been 
implemented.} 

POINTS CONVEYED IN LETTERS THAT SEEM TO SUPPORT SIT-LIE 

Find appropriate shelter Downtown homeless should find correct shelter. 1 

Sit lie targets behavior Individuals are not targeted; sit-lie targets disrespectful attitude, littering, etc. 1 

Page2of9 



DEMOGRAPHIC DATA FROM LETTERS OPPOSING SIT-LIE 

Letters opposing the proposed 
sit-lie ordinance Sheltered Unsheltered Unknown Subtotal 

Letters submitted by groups: 

Homeless Coalition 47 0 0 47 

Unitarian Universalist Church 56 0 0 56 

Home Base Shelters of Salem Letter 
coming 

Letters submitted by 
individuals: 

Letters submitted with 18 52 0 70 
comments 
(comments all or partly transcribed in 
summary) 

Letters submitted with 3 41 0 44 
_comments 
(comments are not transcribed in 
summary) 

Letters submitted without 38 126 4 168 
comment 

TOTALS 162 219 4 385 

Percent of total sit-lie 44% 60% 1% 105% 
letters opposing sit-lie ban 

Breakdown of unsheltered 
responses Percent Qty 

Staying with someone for now 0.46% 1 
UGM ·0.91% 2 
Passing through 3.65% 8 
Park 5.94% 13 
Car/truck/RV '6.85% 15 
On the streets 8.68% 19 
Unsheltered - not specific 73.52% 161 

TOTALS 100% 219 

Minus non
Salem 
signers 

-1 

-13 

-1 

-3 

-2 

-20 

-5% 

Total 
letters 
from 

Salem 
indivudals 

46 

43 

69 

41 

166 

365 

100% 
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Breakdown of unsheltered responses 

73.52% 

TRANSCRIBED COMMENTS 

l>.l Staying with someone for now 

1:5UGM 

b Passing through 

IJil Park 

rfl Car/truck/RV 

DOn the streets 

D Unsheltered - not specific 

Some written comments are transcribed if the comments reflected ideas, and/or relevant details and context not 
contained in the form letter. (Relevance is subjective.) Some comments are also transcribed in order to make it 
easier to read the input. 

1. A lot of the homeless people I know sleep on sidewalks because they feel safer out in the open. Safer from 
being robbed or beaten up or raped. 

2. It affects everyone and myself because if there is any reason someone has to sit down for an injury or not 
feeling good, there's a chance we could get a ticket or whatever consequence may be put upon us. 

3. We get pushed farther and farther away from safe places. I'm disabled senior. There isn't many safe places. I 
have been robbed and beaten a number of times. There is people that prey on us, not necessarily nomads 
either. 

4. I live in camper with my disabled woman of 23 years. We would be devasted; should be about behavior. 

5. We don't want to pay you to kick us out of public place when what we need is for you to pass program for 
property. We can't pay your fee and fines. Waste of time and funds could help all. One citizen of USA. 

6. This will not work. It will cause chaos and more violence- pushing them out farther from help if and when they 
need it. 

7. I live in a 19 foot camper with my partner of 23 years. I am one of the lucky ones who have a shelter for now. 
Please help people who need it most. God Bless! 

8. I will keep short but basically the City of Salem needs to focus more on solving its homeless problem which I 
understand is a large one. Please spend less time trying to criminalize being homeless. I hope we will all just 
stay out of sight and therefore out of mind. 

9. I became homel~ss, lost my house I was buying, after 21 years of driving semi-trucks due to medical condition 
which left me barely able to walk. It took years to get SS disability. My SS check makes it impossible to rent a 
house or apartment due to the cost of rent prices tod-ay. Took long to get Section 8- on list for 3 years. 

10. Give designated areas if you don't like how it looks in our city. It's only getting worse and more need of areas. 
Every state wastes so much money on useless events. Use that for toilets and trash collectors. Make it be kept 
clean. You need to experience Jt, try doing you car for three days; you'll have a different opinion. 
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11. Some people have sleeping disorders. For there people this would be a bad law with certain of these disable 
people have no choice where or when they fall asleep and this law would make it illegal for them to go 
anywhere or do anything. 

12. The city needs to work more with the hom~less and not against us. 

13. Homeless need to have a safe place to rest and a lot of times daylight hours are safest time to do that. 

14. Keep people safe; get homeless off streets. Congress has to act now. 

15. 9 hour surgery; 13 day hospital; 13 rounds chemo; finished this 1 year ago; stage 4 colon cancer. 

16. As a female that is homeless oftentimes I myself or other women I know who are homeless are alone and 
don't have a man with us to protect us. To sleep outside anywhere without any kind of coverage like tent is 
extremely dangerous. I have (as many women have) experienced the horrids of being raped many times since 
having been forced into homelessness 3 years ago. 

17. Some of the homeless cannot get around to get out of the city limits. The weather is harsh on older ones and 
they need their tents to get out of the danger of exposure. 

18. I sit outside to wait for lunch or dinner and I sleep on the sidewalk while I wait for housing. I'm disabled and 
recently broke my hip and use a walker so I don't get around very well. 

19. Why is it illegal for this 30 year old vet to just live. 

20. Homeless would not be able to rest. We don't have homes, don't have jobs. We get harassed every day by the 
people a·nd cops. Instead of bugging us and arresting us for sleeping or sitting, start cracking down on drug 
users or life threatening crimes. 

21. I believe this ordinance will just upset or hinder homeless people more than they already are. This will only 
cause more resentment and spite among the homeless because as this opposition (letter) states, we have 
nowhere to go. Ultimately this will only lead to more wrongful arrests because now the hours of 0700 to 2100 
the police have a municipal citation to legally cite and/or arrest you. , 

22. Homeless need a safe place to sleep and rest in the day time. 

23. I being homeless myself, it difficult just to survive with bare minimum. Salem is not homeless friendly, if you 
could find a place we could be it would be different. ODOT had plenty of money to provide dumpsters, porta 
potties so there would be less clean up. 

24. I generally don't spend much time in central areas of Salem but I do understand both sides of the crisis. The 
biggest issue is the question presented: "where do you want people to be?" That answer for many is 
unfortunately "somewhere else"!! Salem being the capitol hosts many VIPs and our homeless crisis is not what 
the city wants them to run into face to face. Involving homeless in planning and restoration is a great start. 

25. This ordinance will not fix it. 

26. I think it's a great idea to stop this. It will be too costly and too much time for our police force. Thank you. 

27. Provide tables (fixed to sidewalk) and chairs in designated areas such as the park in the areas where the 
homeless are fed. 

28. Those at the Mission cannot be inside 24/7 and are required to leave during certain times with nowhere to go 
but out into Salem streets. 

29. Some people don't have enough money for a place to stay. Some places like missions kick people out for no 
reasons and don't have enough beds for the growing homeless community. I feel we should have more 
missions and places for the homeless that won't kick them out for ridiculous reasons. 

30. The only issue should be garbage or being in others' way. 

31. Was a nurse for most of her life. Husband was a successful property manager. She went blind. He developed 
cancer and cannot work. Also hesitant to leave her alone since she can no longer see. 
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32. This would affect a lot of good people in the community. I know these people contribute more to the 
community than people would ever believe. 

33. This ordinance is by far NOT the answer. Once homeless or forced into homelessness the only way out is 
having help financially, mentally, and/or a place to go at night. Community means a group of people coming 
together to help others. History always repeats. I am one of the leaders at Church at the Park. Our mission is 
to help provide relief from hunger through shared meals. Input: Arches could set up safe place to store (like 
warming centers). 

34. Get people who stay at such places, such as Cascade Park, involved in the care and upkeep of the area. Most 
people would gladly participate in this. People who are pitching tents on the sidewalk are being rebellious 

. I 

jerks. They could find somewhere better to be. You never feel completely comfortable anywhere though 
because you could be told to leave any time. 

35. It would cause people to be less calm and more violent towards normal people. 

36. Unfair to homeless. What if YOU were homeless? 

37. I am concerned, if this passed, that it would make life more difficult for the homeless in Salem, as would 
· finding somewhere to stay even more difficult. Police and some citizens have been driving the homeless from 
their camps, prosecuting for trespass, and harassment despite not being provoked. I am worried about my 
future and my homeless friends in Salem. We need a safe sustainable environment to live in without fear or 
reprimand or judgment. Thank you. Additionally, I work full time and have been driven from 4 camps~ I need 
somewhere safe to sleep at night. 

38. All the shelters you guys think is overnight... well you are wrong because there is a waiting list. I'm worried and 
stressed for my girlfriend that is pregnant ... These shelters help with only food, water, showers. 

39. We need to concentrate on real drug habits and neglected mental health .... 

40. It would take me away from the downtown where I need to see the food I need and the resources I need to 
find a place to live. 

41. I've been homeless for six years. I have been attacked, robbed, and two tents destroyed. The police are 
overwhelmed and out numbered. We try to watch out for each other but we cant' be everywhere either. 
Some work, yet even then, we can't afford a house/apartment. 

42. We feel this would not be a good idea to send the homeless from downtown Salem without giving the 
homeless another place that they can gather at and find shelter and cool places. 

43. This is an opportunity to make a difference for a growing homeless population. We need to find solutions that 
will help people who are already suffering, not torment them by making it impossible to survive with physical 
and mental well being intact. 

44. HOAP, Arches, other places to go are very, very crowded and hard to relax at. 

45. Maybe there can be designated areas for the homeless to sleep and rest? Walking everywhere in the heat is 
bad for anybody. People who are unfortunate to not have anywhere cool in the heat to rest I've seen more 
hospital visits from the homeless. There is always a few bad eggs in any part of society. But sometimes when 
incidents happen it's because they have mental health problems. 

46. Many people walk throughout the day and need to rest. The sit-lie ordinance would prevent us from being 
able to do that. More than the homeless, but everyday people and families. Try opening public parks away 
from schools and/or church to allow our homeless population a place to be during the day until night fall. 

47. Need to make more public restrooms and more housing little by little we are being restricted. The police are 
abusing any authority given to them. 

48. Everybody deserves the right to sit down and rest. The homeless are without a home so they have no choice 
but to be outside and previously sit and or lay where they can. I'd like to see a common ground 

49. Will create more problems. Unconstitutional. Not in my city of Pea.ce! 
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50. We need to improve low income housing, not restrict those who can't afford to change their situation. 

51. I have many friends and peers in the community that are "homeless". I don't think setting stricter rules on 
where a human is in their life and where they can be is the solution; I think we should focus more on the 
safety of downtown and treating those in a situation we've never been in with more respect and 
understanding. 

52. Where do the homeless go? The shelters can only take so many. You need to come up with something. 

53. What if it's already been done. Been there, done that. Doesn't work. 

54. I think it is not right for you to tell the homeless that they·can't be here. They are people too. Stop trying to 
push them out and just try- to help them. 

55. The need for shelters and affordable housing is at an all time high. Something needs to be done now. 

56. Why isn't the old Fairview Training. Center open for the homeless? What a waste of building just sitting there. 
/ 

57. I'm riot homeless, however I'm elderly, dress mostly in 2nd hand clothes, get tired, get sleepy, and been 
mistaken for homeless. So if I nod off sitting downtown and not in time to be warned and excluded? This 
shows I think, that this ordinance would have unintended consequences. 

58. The city needs to work on Housing First. 

59. Hiding our homeless does not work. 

60. Everyone has to sleep somewh~re. I would like to see proactive plans in helping house homeless rather than 
taking punitive actions against them. 

61. Not enough low income housing or places to hang out that are safe. 

62. I feel that it's wrong for yo"u (City Council) to kick our homeless community out. They have no place to go! You 
need to put you or a family member in their place. 

63. The amount of danger and assault that occur when pushing homeless people to less safe and visible places is 
terrifying. Please change zoning rules to allow leases to more than 5 people in single family zoning. This makes · 
group housing programs difficult. 

64. As someone who has been homeless, it is not an easy life. Through the ongoing support of Arches I was able to 
overcome. Now, I have stable housing my health is improving. 

65. I have been homeless and nameless and have taken a break downtown just sit and been harassed for taking a 
break. And when I became un-homeless and rode my bike downtown, same thing happened again even just 
getting off a bus and shopping dressed nice, it happened. 

66. Seems to support sit-lie ban: I would like to see sitting homeless in downtown Salem finding correct shelter 
like using and going to the UGM. 

67. Supports the ordinance: I don't believe it's the individuals being targeted, but the disrespectful attitude they 
exhibit with littering, etc. etc. 

) 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck B'ennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook; Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks .at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of~way from 7:00am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk an~ 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 

, an~ well-lit so they might be safer. Police alrea·dy can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for c·onsequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordin-ance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
_punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes people really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance 
ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
-The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel- it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts many people's lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; ~OAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
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to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
_disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie 'ordinance and 
·would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet unsheltered individuals also need to eat, and City Council 
meetings are often at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet 
even without a schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended 
timefranie to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 
_most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance c;annot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed. ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Where do you live? -------------------------------

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 
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'~Yuly 15' 2019 

t \ 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to conveyJ11'iriiOmeiesfEo~iftiJii15\strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance 
that would ban tents and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on 
sidewalks and other public rights-of-way from 7:00am to 9:00pm throughout the entire city of 
Salem. The points listed below convey why we are strongly opposed to the proposed ordinance: 

Expanded scope: The initial Downtown Homeless Solutions Task Force seemed to be formed 
specifically because downtown businesses were dealing with some unsheltered individuals sleeping in 
their doorways, sometimes behaving inappropriately, and sometimes being in the way of customers 
havin'g easy access to and from the shops. To have the scope suddenly become city-wide is a surprise 
that goes beyond the work, conversations, and collaborations that were initially about downtown. A 
city-wide scope is entirely different, and would warrant adequate time and opportunity for extensive 
citizen engagement'" especially including the individuals who are most likely to be negatively impacted 
by the proposed ordinance. 

For the initial concerns, there is common ground! In conversations with sheltered and unsheltered 
individuals, every person has conveyed that people should not block store entrances when businesses 
;3re open, and behaviors need to enable people to walk and shop freely. That common ground 
provides a basis for a collaborative approach to resolving situations that sometimes come up, and also 
aligns with the Downtown Homeless Solutions Task Force recommendation to develop a partnership 
between businesses & service providers. 

Collaboration is happening! And as a result, downtown Salem "Room Service" teams share coffee 
and smiles with unsheltered neighbors each morning, as they also encourage the individuals to go to 
day centers, and they share about services, supports, and other resources Additionally, some service 
providers are now main contacts for the occasional times when behaviors are not criminal, yet are not 
appropriate, so those situations can often be de-escalated and resolved without involving police. 
These steps address the initial concerns and scope of the Downtown Homeless Solutions Task 
Force, and other collaborative projects to offer more supports are in the planning or development 
stage. A sit/lie ordinance isn't necessary and undermines partnership development work. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, this sit/lie ordinance creates fewer 
places for people to be, and more punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered 



,., ...,. 
individuals to develop basic stability that is often necessary for moving forward. That result is contrary ~ 

to enabling hope and progress that we all wish for. 

Basic human needs: Unsheltered neighbors consistently share that being homeless involves a LOT of 
walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, shelters, medical appoi~tments, job preparation/job 
search meetings, service provider offices, etc. Walking everywhere is exhausting. People may really 
NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because it is riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic 
human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered neighbors simply for trying to 
meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. Unsheltered 
neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the streets. A sit/lie 
ordinance that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts unsheltered 
neighbors' lives at even higher risk. 

Disabilities: Sit/lie is often presented as another tool for law enforcement to deal with inappropriate 
behaviors, yet those behaviors are usually a symptom of a mental health or other disability {ie. PTSD, 
trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, or other disabilities.} Even if unsheltered 
individuals did not have a disability initially, the stress of living in survival mode often causes anxiety, 
depression, PTSD, and trauma, so many people who are homeless experience a disability. 

In some cases, disability may result in some inappropriate behaviors. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing 
to reduce homelessness or those behaviors- disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. A sit/lie 
ordinance narrows the already limited options for where people can sleep or sit, and ends up 
discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Not enough places to be: Information about the proposed ordinance includes words about resources: 
#Over the past several years, due to the City Council's priority of addressing our community's 
homeless, a variety of options are available for food, shelter, storage, and other personal needs. 
Available services include Arches, Union Gospel Mission, Salvation Army, parks and city benches, or 
churches or social service agencies who allow such activity." 

Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, even then, there won't be 
enough beds to shelter all unsheltered individuals. And since this proposed ordinance extends beyond 
downtown, to all of Salem, where do we want unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 
9:00 pm7 

Day center options fall way short of meeting the need. Salvation Army guests must leave after 
breakfast until dinner time; Arches' day center closes at 3:00pm; HOAP day center closes at 2:00pm. 
In the downtown area, and in the ordinance's. expanded city-wide scope, the 7:00am to 9:00pm ban 
leaves many people with nowhere to go, and many individuals experience disabilities where getting 
from one place to another is a significant challenge or impossibility. 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and does 
not allow for reasonable, compassionate existence for many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered neighbors are conveying concerns about the 
proposed sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet many also convey that 



,, 
they need to eat, and a 6:00pm City Council meeting is the same timeframe that meals are served at 
Union Gospel Mission and Arches. Yet ev·en without a schedule conflict, it is too risky to leave their 
belongings for an extended time to attend the City Council meeting. 

Whether or not a sit/lie ordinance is implemented, it is crucial to enable due process of equitable 
input opportunities for citizen engagement so that business owners AND unsheltered neighbors and 

·advocates have equity to weigh in with their thoughts and possible solutions. 

Individuals who will be most impacted by sit/lie consequences have a right to participate in these 
conversations, and as a community we have a responsibility to enable equitable input opportunity. 

A sit/lie ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors; it significantly reduces safety and dignity; 
it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it doesn't allow for 
equitable input; it creates more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic 
human needs of having a place to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 

• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered neighbors for any 
proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal 
appropriate rest rooms, locker space for safe storage of some belongings, and shelter from the 
elements. Wouldn't that be a "win" for all Salem residents? What might that look like? How 
could we create that more positive future instead of discriminating against people with 
disabilities, and criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Signed by Homeless Coalition members: 

Name Address 
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}-they need to eat, and a 6:00pm City Council meeting is the same timeframe that meals are served at 
Union Gospel Mission and Arches. Yet even without a schedule conflict, it is too risky to leave their 
belongings for an extended time to attend the City Council meeting. 

Whether or not a sit/lie ordinance is implemented, it is crucial to enable due process of equitable 
input opportunities for citizen engagement so that business owners AND unsheltered neighbors and 
advocates have equity to weigh in with their thoughts and possible solutions. 

Individuals who will be most impacted by sit/lie consequences have a right to participate in these 
conversations, and as a community we have a responsibility to enable equitable input opportunity. 

A sit/lie ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors; it significantly reduces safety and dignity; 
it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it doesn't allow for 
equitable input; "it creates more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic 
human needs of having a place to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 

• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered neighbors for any 
proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal 
appropriate rest rooms, locker space for safe storage of some belongings, and shelter from the 
elements. Wouldn't that be a "win" for all Salem residents? What might that look like? How 
could we create that more positive future instead of discriminating against people with 
disabilities, and criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Signed by Homeless Coalition members: 

Name Address 
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2. 
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./July 15' 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey;rh'llifiiffu'eleSS:C&iiliiofi!S\strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance 
that would ban tents andather structures from -sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on 
sidewalks and other public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of 
Salem. The points listed below convey why we are strongly opposed to the proposed ordinance: 

Expanded scope: The initial Downtown Homeless Solutions Task Force seemed to be formed 
specifically because downtown businesses were dealing with some unsheltered individuals sleeping in 
their doorways, sometimes behaving inappropriately, and sometimes being in the way of customers 
having easy access to and from the shops. To have the scope suddenly become city-wide is a surprise 
that goes beyond the work, conversations, and collaborations that were initially about downtown. A 
city-wide scope is entirely different, and would warrant adequate time and opportunity for extensive 
citizen engagement, especially including the individuals who are most" likely to be negatively impacted 
by the proposed ordinance. 

For the initial concerns, there is common ground! In conversations with sheltered and unsheltered 
individuals, every person has conveyed that people should not block store entrances when businesses 
are open, and behaviors need to enable people to walk and shop freely. That common ground 
provides a basis for a collaborative approach to resolving situations that sometimes come up, and also 
aligns with the Downtown Homeless Solutions Task Force recommendation to develop a partnership 
between businesses & service providers. 

Collaboration is happening! And as a result, downtown Salem "Room Service" teams share coffee 
and smiles with unsheltered neighbors each morning, as they also encourage the individuals to go to 
day centers, and they share about services, supports, and other resources Additionally, some service 
providers are now main contacts for the occasional times when behaviors are not criminal, yet are not 
appropriate, so those situations can often be de-escalated and resolved without involving police. 
These steps address the initial concerns and scope of the Downtown Homeless Solutions Task 
Force, and other collaborative projects to offer more supports are in the planning or development 
stage. A sit/lie ordinance isn't necessary and undermines partnership development work. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, this sit/lie ordinance creates fewer 
places for people to be, and more punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered 
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individuals to develop basic stability that is often necessary for moving forward. That result is contrary\ 
to enabling hope and progress that we all wish for. 

Basic human needs: Unsheltered neighbors consistently share that being homeless involves a LOT of 
walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job 
search meetings, service provider offices, etc. Walking everywhere is exhausting. People may really 
NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because it is riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic 
human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered neighbors simply for trying to 
meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. Unsheltered 
neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the streets. A sit/lie 
ordinance that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts unsheltered 
neighbors' lives at even higher risk. 

Disabilities: Sit/lie is often presented as another tool for law enforcement to deal with inappropriate 
behaviors, yet those behaviors are usually a symptom of a mental health or other disability (ie. PTSD, 
trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, or other disabilities.) Even if unsheltered 
individuals did not have a disability initially, the stress of living in survival mode often causes anxiety, 
depression, PTSD, and trauma, so many people who are homeless experience a disability. 

In some cases, disability may result in some inappropriate behaviors. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing 
to reduce homelessness or those behaviors -disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. A sit/lie 
ordinance narrows the already limited options for where people can sleep or sit, and ends up 
discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Not enough places to be: Information about the proposed ordinance includes words about resources: 
''Over the past several yearsJ due to the City Council's priority of addressing our communityJs 
homelessJ a variety of options are available for foodJ shelterJ storageJ and other personal needs. 
Available services include ArchesJ Union Gospel MissionJ Salvation ArmyJ parks and city benchesJ or 
churches or social service agencies who allow such activity." 

Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, even then, there won't be 
enough beds to shelter all unsheltered individuals. And since this proposed ordinance extends beyond 
downtown, to all of Salem, where do we want unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00 am and 
9:00pm? 

Day center options fall way short of meeting the need. Salvation Army guests must leave after 
breakfast until dinner time; Arches' day center closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP day center closes at 2:00 pm. 
In the downtown area, and in the ordinance's expanded city-wide scope, the 7:00am to 9:00pm ban 
leaves many people with nowhere to go, and many individuals experience disabilities where getting 
from one place to another is a significant challenge or impossibility. 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and does 
not allow for reasonable, compassionate existence for many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered neighbors are conveying concerns about the 
proposed sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet many also convey that 
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7 they need to eat, and a 6:00 pm City Council meeting is the same timeframe that meals are served at 
Union Gospel Mission and Arches. Yet even without a schedule conflict, it is too risky to leave their 
belongings for an extended time to attend the City Council meeting. 

3 

Whether or not a sit/lie ordinance is implemented, it is crucial to enable due process of equitable 
input opportunities for citizen engagement so that business owners AND unsheltered neighbors and 
advocates have equity to weigh in with their thoughts and possible solutions. 

Individuals who will b~ most impacted by sit/lie consequences have a right to participate in these 
conversations, and as a community we have a responsibility to enable equitable input opportunity. 

A sit/lie ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors; it significantly reduces safety and dignity; 
it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it doesn't allow for 
equitable input; it creates more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic 
human needs of having a place to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 

• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered neighbors for any 
proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal 
appropriate rest rooms, locker space for safe storage of some belongings, and shelter from the 
elements. Wouldn't that be a "win" for all Salem residents? What might that look like? How 
could we create that more positive future instead of discriminating against people with 
disabilities, and criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Signed by Homeless Coalition members: 

Name Address 
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July 15' 2019 

TO: 

• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 
/ ~~ 1' +V-t.ewl.s 

This letter is to convey :t0a Vn,/qv-ld/11 Un,ver.1al1f c/,uvd4t6strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie 
ordinance that would ban tents and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or 
laying on sidewalks and other public rights-of-way from 7:00am to 9:00pm throughout the entire city 
of Salem. 

Common ground: In conversations with sheltered and unsheltered individuals, every person has 
conveyed that people should not block store entrances when businesses are open, and behaviors 
need to enable people to walk and shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for a 
collaborative approach to resolving situations that sometimes come up, and also aligns with a 
Downtown Salem Task Force recommendation to develop a partnership between businesses & 
service providers. 

Existing supports: Some of that collaboration has been happening, and as a result, downtown Salem 
((Room Service" teams share coffee, smiles, day center options, and other resources with unsheltered 
neighbors each morning. Some service providers are now main contacts for the occasional times 
when behaviors are not criminal, yet are not appropriate, so those situations can often be de
escalated and resolved w·ithout involving police. Other projects are in the planning or development 
stage to offer more supports to businesses for times when behaviors are not appropriate. A sit/lie 
ordinance isn't necessary and undermines partnership development work. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. That result is contrary to enabling.hope and progress that 
we all wish for. 

Basic human needs: Unsheltered neighbors consistently share that being homeless involves a LOT of 
walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job 
search meetings, service provider offices, etc. Walking everywhere is exhausting. People may really 
NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because it is riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic 
human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered neighbors simply for trying to 
meet that basic human need. 



People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. Unsheltered 
neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the streets. A sit/lie 
ordinance that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts unsheltered 
neighbors' lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be in the meantime. Most day centers close well before 9:00pm, and 
there are not enough shelters, day centers, and other places that allow unsheltered individuals to be 
in nighttime or in daytime. And since this proposed ordinance extends beyond downtown, to all of 
Salem, where do we want unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and does 
not allow for reasonable, compassionate existence for many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 

Disabilities: Sit/lie is often presented as another tool for law enforcement to deal with inappropriate 
behaviors, yet those behaviors are usually a symptom of a mental health or other disability (ie. PTSD, 
trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, or other disabilities.) Even if unsheltered 
individuals did not have a disability initially, the stress of living in survival mode often causes anxiety, 
depression, PTSD, and trauma, so many people who are homeless experience a disability. 

In some cases, disability may result in some inappropriate behaviors. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing 
to reduce homelessness or those behaviors- disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. A sit/lie 
ordinance narrows the already limited options for where people can sleep or sit, and ends up 
discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered neighbors are conveying concerns about the 
proposed sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the July 22nd City Council 
meeting. Yet many also convey that they can't attend the meeting because they need to eat, and the 
meeting is scheduled for the same timeframe that meals are served at Union Gospel Mission and 
Arches. And even without a schedule conflict, it is too risky to leave their belongings for an extended 
time to attend the City Council meeting. 

Whether or not a sit/lie ordinance is implemented, it is crucial to enable due process of equitable 
input opportunities so that business owners AND unsheltered neighbors and advocates have equity to 
weigh in with their thoughts and possible solutions. 

Individuals who will be most impacted by sit/lie consequences have a right to participate in these 
conversations, and as a community we have a responsibility to enable equitable input opportunity. 

A sit/lie ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors; it significantly reduces safety and dignity; 
it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it doesn't allow for 
equitable input; it creates more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic 
human needs of having a place to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 



; . ... . , 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered neighbors for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to h~ve legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal 
appropriate rest rooms, locker space for safe storage of some belongings, and shelter from the 
elements. Wouldn't that be a "win" for all Salem residents? What might that look like? How 
could we create that more positive future instead of discriminating against people with 
disabilities, and criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Name: 

Address: 

{Note: Address can be "downtown homeless" or "unsheltered'' as applicable) 

or ... group members' names and addresses: 
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• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered neighbors for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal 
appropriate rest rooms, locker space for safe storage of some belongings, and shelter from the 
elements. Wouldn't that be a "win" for all Salem residents? What might that look like? How 
could we create that more positive future instead of discriminating against people with 
disabilities, and criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Name: 

Address: 

(Note: Address can be "downtown homeless" or "unsheltered" as applicable) 

or ... group members' names and addresses: 

Name Address 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only}; Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn•t 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 



------- ------------------

or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors -health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• 
• 

• 

Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues . 
Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 
proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 
_/ 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 

' the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we may really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Most day centers close well before 9:00 pm, and there are not enough 
shelters, day centers, and other places that support and can accommodate us being there for 
extended periods of the day or night. 

And since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want unsheltered 
individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn't allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD,trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic huniim needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, ,.-) \ 

Printed Name: '--:::> \-\CA_,'\ \ D t\1 t\w\ ·='2~ 
Signature: ~~~~~ 
Wheredoyoulive?C\Sl-.\ ~\AYCDO C>.ov£± flo£ sG\w 9'1?:0~ 
Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim lewis 

This Jetter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
Unsheltered neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the 
streets The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress 
and mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where they can go; it will lead to physical 
health problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move 
into unsafe areas. It puts their lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP ~ours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do we want 
unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 



The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn•t 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors - health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 
usual 6:00pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 
timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 
most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed N~~b~ ~JL(. 
Signature. ~ _ -~~'- _ 

Address: SZ-l6 LJllbX ~: }J£ ~ ~ Of'- o-; 7067. 

Comments: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 

Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
City Manager, Steve Powers 

Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 

shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 

inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 

that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 

Unsheltered neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the 
streets The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel- it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress 
and mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where they can go; it will lead to physical 
health problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move 
into unsafe areas. It puts their lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do we want 

unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 



The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 

or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 
usual 6:00pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 
timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 

most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• 
• 

• 

Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues . 
Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 
proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Comments: 



• 
• 
• 
• 

City Manager, Steve Powers 
Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 

public rights-of-way from 7:00am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 

shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do. when 

inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
Unsheltered neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the 
streets The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel- it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress 
and mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where they can go; it will lead to physical 
health problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move 
into unsafe areas. It puts their lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only}; Salvation Army has guests leave soon after · 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do we want 
unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 



The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 

allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 

or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 

usual 6:00pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 

schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 

timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 

most impacted ~y sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 

consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 

dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having? place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 

• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 

shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 

inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and weli-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 

Unsheltered neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the 
streets The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel- it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress 
and mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where they can go; it will lead to physical 
health problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move 
into unsafe areas. It puts their lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only}; Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do we want 

unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 



The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 

allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 

or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 

behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 

usual 6:00pm timeframe is a tirne conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 

schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 

timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 

most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 

dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• 
• 

• 

Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues . 
Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 
proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: =se.ss-1 k1 be OVt.e t }-
Signature:~ 6-en~J-J
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July 2019 

TO: 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 

Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
City Manager, Steve Powers 
Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 

public rights-of-way from 7:00am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 

shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 

inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 

Unsheltered neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the 
streets The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel- it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress 
and mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where they can go; it will lead to physical 
health problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move 
into unsafe areas. It puts their lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds wil.l be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Se~lem, where do we want 

unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 



The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 

allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't ac~eptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 

or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 

behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 

solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 

usual 6:00pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 

schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 

timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 

most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 

dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• 
• 

• 

Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues . 

Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 
proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 

homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec; 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition ;to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. ~. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes people really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance 
ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic humar need. Unsheltered 
neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the streets. A sit/lie 
ordinance that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts unsheltered 
neighbors' lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some I::IOAP hours are women only); Salvatiof! Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do we want 
unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have.concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 
usual6:00 pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner.served a~UGM and Arches. Even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 
timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 
most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: P 7) ~ . {f{fr;..ro f f'{\.)10 

Signature: 'T:J.:M !Jff_~ 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes people really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are 
closed on weekends {and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon 
after breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where would unsheltered 
individuals go between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn't allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet City Council meetings are often at 
6:00 pm -the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 
timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 
most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

PrintedName: A1AJ\ Y .S{)~QO!\_E 
Signature: ~~A_ z 

Address: /7 (£{) !VC~rWct~ 5L !J{E ~/em ~CfEQI_ 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes people really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance 
ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. Unsheltered 
neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the streets. A sit/lie 
ordinance that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts unsheltered 
neighbors' lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only}; Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do we want 
unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 
usual 6:00pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 
timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 
most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, ~~r2 , / 
Printed Name: 3<AsSall' j_)~ti/3 cJ/v' 

Signature: ~ 1 ~ 
Address: 121 tP ;&\~ })Sf_ 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 

• City Manager, Steve Powers 

• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 

• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 

and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 

public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes people really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance 
ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. Unsheltered 
neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the streets. A sit/lie 
ordinance that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts unsheltered 
neighbors' lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do we want 
unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 
usual 6:00pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 
timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 
most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Comments: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 

Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
City Manager, Steve Powers 
Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 

shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 

inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 

people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and weli-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 

Unsheltered neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the 
streets The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel- it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress 
and mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where they can go; it will lead to physical 
health problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move 
into unsafe areas. It puts their lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only}; Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Sc:!lem, where do we want 
unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 



The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 

allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no hQme. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 

or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 

behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 
usual 6:00 pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 

schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 
timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 

most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 

dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 

• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 
proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 

• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walkingeverywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
Unsheltered neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelih<;>od of dying young on the 
streets The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress 
and mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where they can go; it willleac! to physical 
health problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move 
into unsafe areas. It puts their lives at even higher risk. · 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to b.e. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP close~ at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinan.ce would apply to all of Salem, where do we want 
unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 



The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or othe'~ disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 
usual 6:00pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 
timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 
most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents7 How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless7 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: =-ri=:x:~ .... ~ e.A\/a.\ <M 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences AlREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes people really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance 
ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. Unsheltered 
neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the streets. A sit/lie 
ordinance that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts unsheltered 
neighbors' lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do we want 
unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 
usual 6:00pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 
timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 
most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legat dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Address: ·Jf If I 1-r" .>I r/C 

Comments: 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
Unsheltered neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the 
streets The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress 
and mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where they can go; it will lead to physical 
health problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move 
into unsafe areas. It puts their lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only}; Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do we want 
unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 



The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 
usual 6:00pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 
timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 
most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt A_usec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
\'\lalking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes people really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance 
ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. Unsheltered 
neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the streets. A sit/lie 
ordinance that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts unsheltered 
neighbors' lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do we want 
unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn•t 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 
usual 6:00 pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 
timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 
most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 

public rights-of-way from 7:00am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 

shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 

inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 

people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 

targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 

who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 

Unsheltered neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the 
streets The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel- it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress 
and mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where they can go; it will lead to physical 
health problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move 

into unsafe areas. It puts their lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only}; Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do we want 
unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 



The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 

or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 

usual 6:00pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 

schedule conflict, it is too risky for r:nany individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 

timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 

most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 

consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 

dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizi,ng being 

homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: Cb r.s t~~n Szs?Jct" 

Signature: 

Address: I 713 MO\()foS _5-t .5E Ao+ ttz? y 

Comments: 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel -it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. · 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn•t 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homeless ness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 
..-r 

Signature: c,;;;;±::::..--=:::==~::::::::;2::::==::B:~Z:::.::::==::....._---------------
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel- it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors - health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Comrp~nts/details about how the proposed ordin,ance would a~ect you and/or people you .know: 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 

• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 

and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes people really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance 
ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements .as another basic human need. Unsheltered 
neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the streets. A sit/lie 
ordinance that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts unsheltered 
neighbors' lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends {and some HOAP hours are women only}; Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do we want 
unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 
usual 6:00pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 
timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 
most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legat dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name· 

Signature: 

Comments: 
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TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common grou~d provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. · 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel -it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, C::: 
Printed Name: ~,h. f ~ ) o..._-y L>\. Q f?., 
Signature: ,_-d~ (?f.,/~ 
Where do you live? LV\ '{\1\"-l\ G~ 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we may really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Most day centers close well before 9:00pm, and there are not enough 
shelters, day centers, and other places that support and can accommodate us being there for 
extended periods of the day or night. 

And since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want unsheltered 
individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn't allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Where do you live? ~ale:..vn.21 ().K 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 

Mcv'~j ?C.OflL- wr-Lik. \hG?~~kz6!t1~ '\:w< d~ ~ ~ fe Rs~ 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we may really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Most day centers close well before 9:00pm, and there are not enough 
shelters, day centers, and other places that support and can accommodate us being there for 
extended pe.riods of the day or night. 

And since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want unsheltered 
individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn•t allow for reasonable, compassionate .existence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate qehaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Signature:~~~~~~~~~~~4,4~---------------------------------------

Where do you live? _;;;{;;e(_eyt(J._ 1 0 )2_ 7 7 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes people really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance 
ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. Unsheltered 
neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the streets. A sit/lie 
ordinance that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts unsheltered 
neighbors' lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do we want 
unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 
usual 6:00pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 
timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 
most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

-



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kase•r, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights~of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 

inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and weli-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 

that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking -to. get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need .. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 

Unsheltered neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the 
streets The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel- it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress 
and mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where they can go; it will lead to physical 
health problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move 
into unsafe areas. It puts their lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelt.ers and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HQAP hours are women only}; Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do we want 
unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 



The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't ac~eptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 
usual 6:00pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 
timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 

most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: V,'VL{!,LV\t ov RDbi>/e_ cJatma&K 

~~ {d )rltd&#~,. ~ JC/thuaJ?~ Signature: 

Address: --~ii~~~~=--------------------------------------------------------------
Comments: 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 

public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 

shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 

inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who· are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 

Unsheltered neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the 
streets The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel- it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress 
and mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where they· can go; it will lead to physical 
health problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move 
into unsafe areas. It puts their lives at even higher risk. 

Nowher~ to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only}; Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do we want 

unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 



The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 

usual 6:00pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 

schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 

timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 

most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signatur . 

Comments: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of:-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout t~f:! __ entire ~ity o_f Sa_lern. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we may really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Most day centers close well before 9:00 pm, and there are not enough 
shelters, day centers, and other places that support and can accommodate us being there for 
extended periods of the day or night. 

And since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want unsheltered 
individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn't allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people wbo have no home. It isn't -
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: T~"'"' e_S(b. l J • \='CbY\.Y') 
j 

Signature: \<-~{!.:5{]..... L . ,,;iw n r 

Where do you live? he) tn.E.L£,~ 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel --it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

No~lhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. M_ost parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn•t 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: D 11 v ;(}, 13 0 01] ..( ~ 

Signature: ~o-£~?v\ e._ 

-----Where do you live? 19/J rAJ?. STI..eeY-'5 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 

·targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel- it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends {and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 

. .\ 

unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and.9:00 pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesnt 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors - health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 
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Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we may really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need,,qnd a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet th~t basi~ man need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A~iie·brdinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Most day centers close well before 9:00pm, and there are not enough 
shelters, day centers, and other places that support and can accommodate us being. there for 
extended periods of the day or night. 

And since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of:Salem, where do you want unsheltered 
individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn't allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via,any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: g;~G::ct.r\h 

Signature:£/~ 
Where do you live? \J; t'b~V\ +~~ SoLe.c 

• 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we may really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Most day centers close well before 9:00 pm, and there are not enough 
shelters, day centers, and other places that support and can accommodate us being there for 
extended periods of the day or night. 

And since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want unsheltered 
individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn•t allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00 pm -the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim lewis 

This Jetter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointrnents, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel- it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors -health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: ~{X!n\<J Dr~v · ('zv'@vO]-?SqD 
Signature: (;,A. :;:,Q Qt\:=-~ 
Where do you live? OY\ {vv, ~l(J,0\s 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel- it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds wilr be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn•t 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to c.riminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



/ 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: J5.£41J L~JA l~ 
Signature: {5?X( A--<+- ·--~jj("'-4'' 
Where do you live? 5 . 5 JJ(~ 
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Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00am to 9:00pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel -it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 
I 

Printed Name: _D.;;;.......J.i....::.v_o..l!....l"'--0-" l"""'"l\.::....;lf\;>.,L.'~ ----------------------

Signature: ~~ cJ.tvJ, 
Where do you live? S ,' cA A \tvo\ \~c) 1?\ h ~ S ~v.l!{~ y 

Comments/details about how t~e proposed ordinance 'l'fOUid affect you and/or p~ople you know: 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

. Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
th~ means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, e:tc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People ~!~~'ffi£~~~~~om the element~ as anothe~ basic human need.~ sit/lie ~rdina~ce 
that bans tents"·ana-·pr8t~'Cttve~tructures at any t1me of day 1s cruel and puts our hves at h1gher nsk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends (~nd some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has g~ests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic huma_n ne~ds, redl:'ces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed. ordinance. · 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression,· cognitive, physical, 



or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in t~e daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only}; Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and·doesn•t 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 



or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input op~ortunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
~ Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 
~~~~~~~~~~~~---------------------------------------

Signature: 

Where do yo 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 

~ !£;~t\liA -£hM , ~MEL~ 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• . City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This Jetter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need~ 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another bask human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn•t 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 



or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 



or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Where do yo e? -------------------------------------------------------------
ails about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and. a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only}; Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors -health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00 pm -the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, . 1 

Printed Name!~~JJ=~e 
Srgnature: ~~~ 
~heredoyoulive? -~~·~~+~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
Commer-Jts/details about how the proposed.ordi!!nce would affect you and/or people you know: / 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel- it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on wee~ends (and some HOAP hours are women only}; Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

Tlie proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn•t 
allow for reasonable, com·passionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
·to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a 11Win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: ·i:J(~qD na -bo~ t-t.~ 
./Q__ I I \ \ • Afi ~ DAn' n il---' 

Signature: J::kY..RQ)\1\Jl AJJ A..4\ tl U / .N£1 ~ 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00 pm -the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can actwhen there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors - health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend C!nd possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more ch.allenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Where do you live? ------------------------------

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we may really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic h-uman need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Most day centers close well before 9:00pm, and there are not enough 
shelters, day centers, and other places that support and can accommodate us being there for 
extended periods of the day or night. 

And since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want unsheltered 
individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn•t allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Vet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Comments/details about hq)V the proposed ordinance JIIOUid affe_9 you anp/or people you know: 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00 pm7 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn•t 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when the.re are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. · 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



------------------ --------------------------- --

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors -health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• 
• 

• 

Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues . 
Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 
proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 
having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel-·it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

No~here to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on we.ekends (and some HOAP hours are women only}; Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn•t 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, everi if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



----- ---------------- - ---------------------------

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors -health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Where do you live? \I£ b ~ c.[!(_ ct.rnu n J ~ k <U\. 0.' r-e r&--fY)ruJ.} '1 
Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would af,tect you and/or people you know: 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• · Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behavio·rs, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider of~ices, et~. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes people really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, ; 
because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance 
·ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. Unsheltered 
neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the streets. A sit/lie 

·ordinance that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts un~heltered 
neighbors' lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be ;:wailable in the long term future, for many 
peqple, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HQAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do we want 
unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed.ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn•t 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have. no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



-~-- ~-~-- ~-- ---

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors -health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 
usual 6:00pm timeframe is a tir1'1e conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 
timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 
most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. . ~-.'..:·.: 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for. unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: l+-~~=--_.:::..~~r..:=--~~:::.:._------------------



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
~ 

shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel -it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, niore stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes. at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable · 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors - health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead ofthe proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: £ I"YI-t5-l-lh-t--- .Se h 9 

Signature: 

Where do you live? __ &_q...:...:..:f e::..:.M:....!-_________________________ _ 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 
I I I 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered. individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further conse.quences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsh_eltered individuals to develop basic stability 
·that is often necessary for moving forward. · 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because: 
it's riskier and-scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individ_uals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice· but to sleep outside.:. there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human n,eed. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot ofsleep deprivation, more stress and · 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
probl.~ms, safety,r'isks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being_ forced to" move inter···· 
.uhs.afe areas: It pu'ts our liv~s at nigher ~isk. ·.' . 

· 1\i~~h~re to go: Althou~h more shelters and beds will be available in the long term t"uture, for many · ·. 
. . - . : ' : t;· ~- . 

of us:t~ere is·n·o _place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes,at2:00 pm and both'.are closed·· 
on w_eekends (and some HOAP hours are women only}; Salvation Army has guests leave' soon afte'r ·i 

brea~fast untp di!'l_nertime. Most parks close in t~e evening, and parks are only a viable optio~. i~ , .. ,. 
'good weather. Since this proposed qrdinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you wanf -- . 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00 .. pm'? 

'• ,.·'·-

. . ., -

The proposed ordinance disables access to som~-b~~ic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesnt. 
a,llow for reasonable, com-passionate existence ot"many people who ~ave no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the pro nosed ordinano:~-



-----------~---- . -- n::ll- ·- -- ~ . -----
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Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, me.nf'al health, or oth~ ,. 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physlca·rf? ~ 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 0 

behaviors -health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance S 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. ~ c 
Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and -~ 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often~ 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a '3 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to ~ 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted ~ 

by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 't 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates .1 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place · 

91 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. ~ 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
,·, ~, I 

shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

~ . -....r\ 
~ 

J
cr 
\)) 
c...... 

Sincerely, ~ 

Printed Name-. ~-:,-;.~J.--.:.!&4--~:--+-+~~g...L..~;___---;A~----------------~ 
c 

Signature: ~~~~~~~~~~~~~~----------------------------_j 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates mor~ 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel -it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends {and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors -health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, • 

Printed Name: \ Z~ \ ·~\\:;.~\ 
Signature: 0)S_.rc~J~) -.. :\2~ 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, an·d a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
. . 

who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel- it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress a~d 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends {and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn•t 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors - health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police alr~ady can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, PC!Y centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, ·etc. . 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime; bec.ause 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends {and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? ( 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 

~ 

to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



_Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardshjp for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 1 

Printed Name: ~:t...=-f-.=..,g;__r____:~~.....:::;~~-~-=------------------------
"~.-{~ Signature: 

Crt- h4'1i'fr <Tke ~.J;:Lte..r Ls Hctr k Or\ ol C!r 01'\.e.-- vtfi-J f'-€.1!- -Tk~r~ 'TeV\ts 

i-~ 5'e.rt Ot-L~ ~ ""(": ~"- tA~j ~..,- w-r=- ~¥ r;tL 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 

~--- -- - - -·-

• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 

. . '; ~-- ... ,..._ ........ ·----~- -- ----------- ·- --~-- -~--- ·-:. -- .~- . 

• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 
Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are WO!Jlen only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



-------- -- ------- ---~----------------- ----· 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, ~ND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? ~.,\..; \il '-6 -tv . . - t rl ckS-t ::5-+·~t:t [\Ct.·~:... 

~~~~J a--
Please consider the alternatives. +k "--1 4 .~ 0~ ~-:~3 -8 l~~ 
Sincerely, ,'/ _ r ~t- ~f' c'i:);::{ on~ J 
Printed Name: ll J ~ f fC;I__,. 1 .~ • :?(~ J r~ {/t_ -

Signature: 
'/!:~~ // 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore , 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures ~rom sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more publi~· 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes people really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance 
ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. Unsheltered 
neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the streets. A sit/lie 
ordinance that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts unsheltered 
neighbors' lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon_~fter 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do we want 
unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



---------------------------------

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 
usual 6:00pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 
timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 
most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• -Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: IA4AAy JIVLv'l-l24H 

Signature: /ttM.c(" 01~ 
Address: ;/llil~I\R_jQ$ ( l/1 $('a riP 

Comments: r u/2- );/9-«Y-- ,3 r~o 1 .Jo ~e ik{ 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes people really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are 
closed on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army l;la_s guests leave soon 
after breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks ar~ ~nly a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where would unsheltered 
individuals go between 7:00am and 9:00pm? -

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn•t allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



------~~------------~--- -- ---- ----

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet City Council meetings are often at 
6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 
timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 
most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

::,~::~:~~::~er~:;;~ k ~ ~ ~ 
~~ .-/2 ~-- ~-~~_?~~ __ s= 

Signature: ,....,..::::~;_:~:___ ~ ~--~~ ~;;....:...-,......_ '~--"-~ -__ __,._ 0..:::p--~ ~~-___,----~/,.......:;: __-__.-:__ ______________ _ 
L~ 

Address: /lar--;~/}e~~S 
-=-----~~~-----------------------------------



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Mo·ore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In ge~eral, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then . 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as a_nother basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only}; Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance_would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
altow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to crimina liz~ existence, even if that is a result, and not ;:1n intent of the Proposed ordinance. 



-------- ------- - -------

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors -health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: Jo"'-n Se""'q 

Signature: ~ )}or:?!.--
(/ -~ ~ 

Where do you live?____;._5;::::..!:::eu~J....::t:.!..A~------------------------
Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 

- / . v ' 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes people really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance 
ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. Unsheltered 
neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the streets. A sit/lie 
ordinance that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts unsheltered 
neighbors' lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do we want 
unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 
usual 6:00 pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 
timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 
most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unshe.ftered individuals for the 

proposed o~dinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 



~ "----"·_-,.- ·' _.,;----~--- --- .····::,.:_-:_;_,cc·-~c-~. _--~--~-·--·----·---· ~~ 

July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 

-··.·-- .-:. -

• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forceq~:to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. ' 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for ~any 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends {and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn•t 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors - health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: R ;"c. A e~.l) fJ, 5t('a.. , /( . 
Signature: ~,/ §?~ 
Where do you live? 01/ -tlct. 3fct:e;/~ 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 

- . ___.,__ - --- -- - ~' 

• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 
Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do whet:l 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel -it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only·a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 

· unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



-------------

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

he proposed ordinance would affe t you and/or people you know: 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence. even if that is a result. and not ;m intP.nt of thP. nrnnnC\Prl nrrlin~nrl'3 



------- -----------

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors - health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Where do you live? _..:r; __ -.;.:::v:..__-=c; __ --(;:...:......:....F(;;.;;q~l;.....-':..;_· .::;_:.-=~/ __ c-...~.. .. ....;.·-..P-t;;;_ .. ~·,-~L=~~-....::(:::....,....::o:t..../.~/_...;..<;:.~_U_C-./{_;:._--.,t---

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know" 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tor:n Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hoL.Jrs are women only); S~l.vation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to alf,of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



--------------------

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors - health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 0 () 11 q J ~ 0 1 f/ ct.? 1 vJ 

Signature: /)~ 81 {J ~ 
~heredoyoulive? ~~~d-~~~~~-~-~-~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to'-sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are dosed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks clos€ in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesnt 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 



----------- -----

or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors - health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it cre,ates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unshelte_red individuals for the 

\ 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to. have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Where do you live? -----------------------~------

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 

.~--- ... - •·------•·-o • •- ~ •- ---- - •-<•-,•• ---·· 
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• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, fo'r many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 



or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors - health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

P~intedName:-~~~ 
Signature: c t1, fY1 ~ 
Where do you live? 4-kne~__M..,DJ 
Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ba·n tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. · 

Consequenc~ ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. · 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice b!-lt to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people afso need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel- it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be avail·able in the long-term future, for ma.ny 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do yo!J want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? · 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 

i'ltPnCP. PVPn if th;::~t i~ ;::~ rPc;l !It ;::~nrl nnt ::ln intPnt nf tht=~ nrnnncQn nrnin-::~nro 
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Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physicat 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend arid possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same t~rame that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 

. attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/iie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yetwe already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Inst~ad of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to. have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, . 

PrintedNam~~ 
Signature: · -.:_____:___~-veG-: 

Where do you live? --------------------------------,-

f 6 (?e-V'i-)ji ~.e_ 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere i~ exhaust.ing. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individyals stmply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only}; Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this_proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered:individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
~llow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
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or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors - health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, f _ / i ~ 

Printed Name: ·~rhn l\ ( kl. }l[J L/1 

Signature: ~&1/ l Jt~ 
D V ' J 'Lf.L!-..-

Where do you live? I' J4 If) t 1 
Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore . 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00 am and 9:00 pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn•t 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 



or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors - health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, a·nd City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Printed Name: :J:;t~ P& ~ Sincerely, ~J 

Signature:~ 0 /~--------= 
Where do you live? __ C_-.....:0V~--------------------------



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 

--
-------~--~~-

• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Au,sec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and par~s are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 

_-.:x . . -

at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: ~\f\)f"_,. rAJ.\So{) 

Signature: ~ t,AMrtJ6, 1 N/..L-. 

Where do you live? ---l:.\~11\~~~~~? ..... c.):;.:·,.:....r\~<-----------------------

fNvY < JS. 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 

• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 

public rights-of-way from 7:00am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 

shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 

inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and weli-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 

Unsheltered neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the 
streets The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel- it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress 
and mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where they can go; it will lead to physical 
health problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move 
into unsafe areas. It puts their lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Sc:llem, where do we want 

unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 



The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable~ compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 

or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 
usual 6:00pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 
timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 

most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 

dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 
L 

Printed Name: ~et=Y $chn1t(Jt 
( 

Signature: ~ 

Address: /-g-cjz tPc:r:tb-6-ock C, "r-- NuJ 

Comments: 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
publif:_ rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinanc~ ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only}; Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of t.he pro nosed ordin;:mr.P. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00 pm -the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: ~ 4,..:; Q ~ 
Wheredoyoulive? C>XJ~~~£fT 

\.pl vlL~ ..Jr;Jo -\:e()~rf'y 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking,gverywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends {and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 

\ to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



------------------ - ---------

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors - health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: \ }·\ rtt{LQ (g_J<?~~l-0-) 
(. _L . '\ A fl --. ~ () 

Signature: ~y...l?'V--LLtJ!}-u.e;el~&-~ 

Where do you live? l )\/1 {L~ ~j-v--~~.Q.-4;> 

Lu[.[ [ \ ~ -+a --t-[ 0tft.t 
+f o'f\9 fti(( t~ C(.(.SQ__.Lu (:)CC:.e_C" 

Comments/details about how the groposed 9rdinance w~uJs! affect Y~t; ~d/or peopl; __ ~?u know: 
I.e /4. L/u_.Q/l c;· ·t=c/1?- -~~-1 Jf~p--i) <cc .d.;.~ 
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July 2019 

TO: 

---- - - ~ - ~ - . -- --· :-·~ --. -- ·:- :·-:- .- -

• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 

-- ·-- - - - ·- --- ...... : -- --- -- -··- _..,... - ---~-.-- --·-.~---~~--'---"'-'-~~ 

• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 
Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking"- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only}; Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 



or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors - health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and .City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: ':!17iche J /e_ ]), f) 1cSlJta 
Signature: '£J1lc}p}_AJ [)'~a___ 
Where do you live? ~?t Qafh"?, ~ 
Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers. 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 

public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 

inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 

Unsheltered neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the 
streets The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel -it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress 
and mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where they can go; it will lead to physical 
health problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move 
into unsafe areas. It puts their lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do we want 
unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 



The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 

behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 
usual 6:00pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 

timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 

most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 

consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: L -9 ~ 
--------~~-------------------------------------------------------

Signature: ~ 

Comments: 
we 4 l-.L ---?7 I 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 

• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 

public rights-of-way from 7:00am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 

shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 

inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and weli-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 

Unsheltered neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the 
streets The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel -it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress 
and mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where they can go; it will lead to physical 
health problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move 
into unsafe areas. It puts their lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do we want 
unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 



The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 

usual 6:00pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 

timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 

most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 

dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Nam~~~ 
SJgnature:~~~~----------~~~--------------------------------------------------------
Address: \~k5 'S 

' 



July 2019 

TO: 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 

Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
City Manager, Steve Powers 
Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 

shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 

inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and weli-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will m-ake it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply f;r trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 

Unsheltered neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the 
streets The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress 
and mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where they can go; it will lead to physical 
health problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move 
into unsafe areas. It puts their lives at even highe.r risk. --
Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (an_d some HOAP hours are women,only}; Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks closEtin the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do we want 

unsheltered individuals BE bet~een 7:00am ~rid 9:00pm? 



The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 

or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 

behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 
usual 6:00pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 

schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings ·for an extended 
timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 

most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety arid 

dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider t alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: \::..:rl-L~~~~._--.:!~~~~~~=::::::::....------------------

Signature: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we may really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Most day centers close well before 9:00 pm, and there are not enough 
shelters, day centers, and other places that support and can accommodate us being there for 
extended periods of the day or night. 

And since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want unsheltered 
individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn't allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, r 

Printed Name: ·~·~~C\ '(\ \~ '\(\\_~~ (\C 

SignatureMJh/\_{ kJL/--
jY v ;// • ' .) . 

Where do you live? ~cttS'--~- ~l\\/\L 
1 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents . 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights:-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we may really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Most day centers close well before 9:00 pm, and there are not enough 
shelters, day centers, and other places that support and can accommodate us being there for 
extended periods of the day or night. 

And since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want unsheltered 
individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn't allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sough.t input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Sign at 

pie you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends (;md some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It ·isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 



or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors -health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have .legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Where do you 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and weJI-Iit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that wiJI make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds wiJI be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only}; Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast un!_il dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to ail of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 



or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be~ Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn•t 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: cn~\.1\, CCt.!fV\,r D c < ( ( 

Signature: Q\ 0 \1\ CM ~ ~ D c) u 
Where do you live? rl!o Ho \f'-".-- e__ 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another ba~ic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks cl'?se in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors - health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 

M_()_c;r !le:;jf<L (&ChOhr~ .#13j:YGooJ ') lf'ttr-e,orr , Ji;d(d-/1/ 
apl3RIJV6-JM I 

$7&. 13: ~ r:'N; IV' y- "' { Ee4G.e- ro ft._ e C-('__ ) J:.Go/ /'v'k¥ e.- C.d.i-:> 1/ ,t( J\' s 
ts c17Tef2[V Bef?rlb-#/1-/1/l--ro Jh~ {!!L/J1-e_ /Jvti:IO 

7 

I (£: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel -it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only}; Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn•t 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, ---· J Printed Name: ---J)"--1?__;~:...;."_''.....:· , __ "'>~-~\PoL-'-'-~---------------------
______.; 

Signature: -~-l ;.c;1?...:..ll'\"-" _'.s __ ....:::~!:...-w.......;....;_''-"'..:.__-----------------------

Where do you live? {V). .... , IV"."'",\\ t L') i( 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and wel.!-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel- it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends {and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health «;>r disabilities· cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being. able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, To_m Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human n~ed, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation,- more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches.closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors -health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The propose_d ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 
~ 

Printed Name: Gtt~~:S:j (; 0~\.v'l"i£'/\ 

Signature: ~ 0.,~ 
/ 

Where do you live? !A)'/ fV\~ \)€1\/£ 
Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance-ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where.do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptC!ble 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with ·disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 
/ 

Where do you live? '....l:-l~~,__.£-__j.._;.__,:_J......,-----.:~L.=...----------------

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that W()Uidba~ te_flt~ 
anCI other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointm·ents, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we may really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to gp: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Most day centers close well before 9:00 pm, and there are not enough 
shelters, day centers, and other places that support and can accommodate us being there for 
extended periods of the day or night. 

And since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want unsheltered 
individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn't allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from qusinesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 1 G-
Printed Name: {_rj ~t/ Of/(!\_ [X._/f-/ 

Signature: ~ ~ 
Wheredoyoulive? 6/;'J ~ 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Ret~erford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we may really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. ~~sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Most day centers close well before 9:00 pm, and there are not enough 
shelters, day centers, and other places that support and can accommodate us being there for 
extended periods of the day or night. 

And since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want unsheltered 
individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn•t allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: fUek~ &~ 

Signature: 12~~#_1(_ 

Where do you live? 9..:::..::::-,:...;~J.ae~~fill..!...4-------------------------
Comments/details._abol{t how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we may really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie 

I 

ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Most day centers close well before 9:00pm, and there are not enough 
shelters, day centers, and other places that support and can accommodate us being there for 
extended periods of the day or night. 

And since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want unsheltered 
individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn't allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input oppo·rtunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Signature: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we may really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Most day centers close well before 9:00 pm, and there are not enough 
shelters, day centers, and other places that support and can accommodate us being there for 
extended periods of the day or night. 

And since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want unsheltered 
individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn't allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. . 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: \-\.~ L\4""". :fuWVl'le i:;,±eK 
Signature: ltJ. b{~ v~ 

~here do you live?~~~~-~~~·~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 

· on weekends {and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate .existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elemen~s. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Where do you live? !fi}es.f Sa /e Wt 

0'\\:)h+ -+~-' 
,5-o 0 ·- ·3"8/---- o'J'O lp 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance WO!Jid affect you and/or people you know: 
~ . - ._ . -
. ( ,1) c . . {( 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and. 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown. areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive Eonsequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only}; Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
g~od weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individual~ to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn•t 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Vet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor~ Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager1 Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director1 Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief1 Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY-exist: In general1 unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence1 so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors~ so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning~ resource-sharing~ and then 
exclusion~ before further consequences may be implemented1 a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals1 showers1 day centers1 

shelters~ medical appointments~ job preparation/job search meetings] service provider offices1 etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep1 even in the daytime1 because 
ifs riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need1 and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them I and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel- it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation~ more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems~ safety risks 1 and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future] for many 
of usl there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening1 and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salemi where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs1 reduces dignity~ and doesn•t 
allow for reasonable~ compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn1t acceptable 
to criminalize existence] even if that is a result1 and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: B oro y £({-BtL v / -
Signature: ~/~ 
Where do you live? _---..:::::5:.....·-=--/ ,;..::R_::::...r;:;;__-e.__.~l~\--. ---------------------

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop _freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking"" to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad-Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exis.t: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more· public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

MC!nY people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the ~lements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel -it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk.. ·. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 ·pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends {and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00 am and 9:00 pm? 

~he proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00 pm -the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

·Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• ~roactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

~·. ~, Printed 'Name:·"__.· ~q:...~"-1--1--+~.._z..:::=....:::::......~.-___________________ _ 

:~:::~~ 
·-;~?' .. Signature: 

Where do v. 0£. 
Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or peopl.e you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00am to 9:00pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so · 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel- it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people. with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Wheredoyoulive? ~~· 
Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



. ~- . - -"• ., .. -. - . ~-. 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences' ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is ·often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic hum·an need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans-tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our Jives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvrtion Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn•t 
allow for reasonable, compassionate' existence of many people who have- no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 



-~----- -- -- --~----- -------------- -----,------

or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors - health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have ., 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

I 

Where do you live? __ ..../..1-!.fl~-~C+---L.!...!-~-------------------

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 

ho 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• . Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn•t 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 



or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors - health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

' 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, / 

Printed Name: ~l':;f:i:j; 
Signature:~Jj11_ tj,_:L_ 0( 

~ ~ 

Where do you live? 6 c o7fS ;Vl/ fs c9tC 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 
.. T Jo afiJJ-rJ' 13vt~l'f\.C?G.s f(\ -s-d~lf\-



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes people really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep a~ night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are 
closed on weekends (and some. HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon 
after breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where would unsheltered 
individuals go between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn•t allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet City Council meetings are often at 
6:00 pm -the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 
timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 
most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Address: --------------------------------------------------------------------

Comments:~ ( 

w 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more.shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends {and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors -health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
she iter from the elements. How couid we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: ---~.R.Io.lo~~b~E"-'~L-'~c~A:~...-_________________________ _ 

Signature: {16~ Ct(JA~ 

Where do you live? _Kf~~\--'7;...:::/!r~C-------------------------
Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel- it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors - health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

· having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: -~~~e~~~\~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
~ \:-\..eM~ 

Signature: ~ \ ------a~ 

Where do you live? -~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 

OU\ 
ov·t 
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TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are_ inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we may really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elem~nts as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Most day centers close well before 9:00pm, and there are not enough 
shelters, day centers, and other places that support and can accommodate us being there for 
extended periods of the day or night. 

And since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want unsheltered 
individuals to BE between 7:00 am and 9:00 pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn't allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physica·J, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name:.:.: --o::::~:.=:;~.,.L~-=:.~--l:.:...."--~.s-:::::!.:S.~~----"7'"---------------

Signature: 

Where do you live? ()aJeJf) c SE 
Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we may really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Most day centers close well before 9:00pm, and there are not enough 
shelters, day centers, and other places that support and can accommodate us being there for 
extended periods of the day or night. 

And since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want unsheltered 
individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn't allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: lnstE!ad of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a 11Win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: ~ "-'"( T '*{ td r' 

Signature: ~ ~~ 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 

inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and weli-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 

Unsheltered neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the 
streets The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel- it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress 
and mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where they can go; it will lead to physical 
health problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move 
into unsafe areas. It puts their lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only}; Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Sc:ilem, where do we want 

unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 



The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 

behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 
usual 6:00pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 
timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 
most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 

dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 

• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 
proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 

• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Comments~ G/(ft D 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

-
Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we may really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Most day centers close well before 9:00pm, and there are not enough 
shelters, day centers, and other places that support and can accommodate us being there for 
extended periods of the day or night. 

And since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want unsheltered 
individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn't allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Vet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Nam 

Signature: 
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TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel- it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? · 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn•t 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters: medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
Unsheltered neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the 
streets The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel- it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress 
and mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where they can go; it will lead to physical 
health problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move 
into unsafe areas. It puts their lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends ~and some HOAP hours are women only}; Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do we want 
unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 



The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 
usual 6:00 pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 
timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 
most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Address: --------------------------------------------------------------------

Comments: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 

• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 

• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 

public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 

shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 

inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtowR areas are 

people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 

punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 

that is often neces~ary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 

it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 

targeting unsheltered fndividuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 

who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 

Unsheltered neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the 

streets The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel- it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress 

and mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where they can go; it will lead to physical 

health problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move 

into unsafe areas. It puts their lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 

people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only}; Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinr:~er time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Sdlem, where do we want 

unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 



The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 

allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people·who have no home. It isn't acceptable 

to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 

disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 

or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 

behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 

solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 

sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 

usual 6:00pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 

schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 

timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 

most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 

dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 

more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

" Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 

• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have leg;:3l, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 

residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 

homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

-
Comments: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 

Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 

shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 

inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtowR areas are 

people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 

punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 

that is often neces!?ary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 

it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 

targeting unsheltered tndividuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 

who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 

Unsheltered neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the 

streets The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel- it will result in 'a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress 
and mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where they can go; it will lead to physical 

health problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move 

into unsafe areas. It puts their lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 

on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only}; Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of S<llem, where do we want 

unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 



The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 

allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people·who have no home. It isn't acceptable 

to criminalize existenc:e, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 

disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 

or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 

solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: f\tlany unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 

sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 

usual 6:00pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 

schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 

timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 

most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 

consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces saf~ty and 

dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 

more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

" Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 

• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 
proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 

" Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 

residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 

homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Address: 

Comments: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 

public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 

shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 

inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 

Unsheltered neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the 
streets The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel -it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress 
and mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where they can go; it will lead to physical 
health problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move 
into unsafe areas. It puts their lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only}; Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do we want 
unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00 pm7 



The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 

allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 

to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 

disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 

or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 

behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 

solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 

sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 

usual 6:00pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 

schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 

timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 

most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 

consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 

dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; .it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 

more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 

to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 

• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 

• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 

rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 

homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

I 

B-e: \} c ~ e (b'L-) lf\Cj e-r 
Signature: 

Address: _ _.:::.0--===----~.f--.J-,J\e...,_) 0-=--__!_t-1,.!...._0__:_· \l_IJ~f _________ _ 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 

shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 

inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
Unsheltered neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the 
streets The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel- it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress 
and mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where they can go; it will lead to physical 
health problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move 
into unsafe areas. It puts their lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do we want 

unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00 pm7 



The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 

allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 

or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 

sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 

usual 6:00pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 

timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 

most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 

consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 

dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 

• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 
proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 

• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Signature: 

Address: ----------------------------------------------------------------------

Comments: 17 n \\A'\ 1 _ \. 
\,:) """- W\ ~ vt. C) il1.e. .e_ Cj c; 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we may really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Most day centers close well before 9:00 pm, and there are not enough 
shelters, day centers, and other places that support and can accommodate us being there for 
extended periods of the day or night. 

And since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want unsheltered 
individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn•t allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00 pm -the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Where do you live? ---~ft~..:...~-=.::::~~!;;;l':........!':..._---------------------



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel- it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn•t 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors - health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: ~t\i\1 ~::J6 
Signature: /) --- ~ 
~heredoyoulive? -~~-~-~~~=~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
Unsheltered neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the 
streets The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress 
and mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where they can go; it will lead to physical 

· health problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move 
into unsafe areas. It puts their lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do we want 
unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 



The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable. input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 
usual 6:00pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 
timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 
most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Address: 

Comments:·--;-
l _; 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook,. Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

.. . 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences m·ay be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes people really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance 
end's up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. Unsheltered 
neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the streets. A sit/lie 
ordinance that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts unsheltered 
neighbors' lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be availabl'e in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do we want 
unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 
usual 6:00pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 
timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 
most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: r!J/ 7/:...5·· tk( ar Cal/ fYL cr IV 

Signature: ~S .ufh ~/A/LOlA/{ 

Address: _ _.;,4-_· ·..:.....'(-=-0....:..;;··3"--.!:.r_· t:=·~~t;:_,!,.l__;.(c:....=.e;....;;;...)J<._· _d_' _, _;_N_;__E ___________ _ 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 

:·- --. -- -·- -: 

• Urb_an Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 

-- ---- ----- . - -'·-· ------

• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 

and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequenc~s ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first ori warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. · 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED t.o sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep· is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordi~ance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice b!Jt to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people al'so need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel- it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts ou·r lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds ~ill be available in the long term future, for ma.ny 
·of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only}; Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do yo!J want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? · 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn•t 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
t r:riminrl '7 P i<;tPni"P P\/l=ln if th~t ic ~ ro~1 d+ ~nrl nl'\+ -:>n in+,.n+ nf +hn nrnn"''""',.l ,.,. .. ,.!:~-~~,... 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend arid possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same t~rame that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve .inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a 11Win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider th~ alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: . . 

tl26 
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TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents and 
other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other public 
rights-of-way from 7:00am to 9:00pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more pu,blic 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we may really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Most day centers close well before 9:00pm, and there are not enough 
shelters, day centers, and other places that support and can accommodate us being there for 
extended periods of the day or night. 

And since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want unsheltered 
individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn•t allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the. proposed 
ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors usually are a symptom of a mental health or other disability, ...r' 

whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, or other 
disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate behaviors
disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance solves nothing, and 
ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify at the July 22nd City Council meeting. Yet we also need to eat, 
and the meeting is scheduled for the same timeframe that meals are served at Union Gospel Mission 
and Arches. And even without a schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings 
for an extended timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. 

Whether or not a sit/lie ordinance is implemented, it is crucial to enable equitable input opportunities 
so that business owners AND unsheltered individ.uals and advocates have equity to weigh in with 
thoughts and possible solutions. 

Individuals who will be most impacted by sit/lie consequences have a right to participate in these 
conversations, and I hope that our community supports and enables equitable input opportunity. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it doesn't 
allow for equitable input; it creates more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet 
basic human needs of having a place to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 

• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 
proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways to 
meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from the 
elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Name 
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July 2019 

TO: 

'~- -.:.· -- -~- - -- - .. - - -

• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 

·:·--- -· ...._ --: ... -~ ~""~--~-:--._: 

• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 
Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet thaf"basic human need. 

Many people have no choice-put to sleep outside- there are riot enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted~after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. · 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon.efter 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result. nnd not ;:m intPnt nf thP nrnnnc;:Prl nrrlin.,nrc 



---------- ---------------

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors -health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed si't/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of )ega I appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that ·more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

~~-----r~~--~-------=~~~----------------------------~--

Comments/details about how the prp~osed ordinance would affect you and/or people y 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the prop()sed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 



------------------------ -~-T-

or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors -health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Vet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



~- -----,~- --
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 

---.- - - -- . ~- ------- -·- - - ----- ~- - . -- -- -- -. -- - -- -- . -. 
~ ____ "_, ____ -~ _, 

• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 
Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 



or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Signature: 

Where do 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 

:'"· -- "'":' -:.-· -

• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 
Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, hecause 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sfeep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel -it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only}; Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn•t 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result. ;;~nd not an intPnt of thP nrnnn~Prl nrrlin::mrQ 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and lot:~g term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: D 6.& /3 h f De-&ti 
Signature: .£) wc;j.M j[) ~ 
Where do you live? ______ _.:._ ______________________ _ 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 

----.--·-- ~--- ...;....:....:.·· ··-·-· . ---~- --~--·-.---:-· - --·'-•· 

• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director,· Kristin Retherford . 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ba·n tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

"' 
Common ground: Businesses.need to be easily and ·safely accessible for their customers· to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. · 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for. consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first ori warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. · 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED t'o sleep, even in the daytime, because 
ifs riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordi~ance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice b!Jt to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human nee_d. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel- it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be avail·able in the long term future, for ma.ny 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends {and some HOAP hours are women only}; Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do yo!J want 

. unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and·9:00 pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence. even if thr:~t i" ;:I r~c:lllt ::~nrl nnt ::~n intt:mt nf thCi nrnnn~orl n.-rlin-:>r'\1"0 
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Disabilitie_s: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinan_ce does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities can-not be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same t~rame that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The--proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequen~es to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• · Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to. have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would, affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 

-~~ ~~--' -·-~-·-- ~- ---·~- -~- -,, 

• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 

- ~- ~~- -- ..! ......... 

• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ba·n tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when . 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. · 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of w~lking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED t"o sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice b!Jt to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people afso need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel- it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and· 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds ~ill be avaitable in the long term future, for ma.ny 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends {and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 



------------------------ ------------------- ---· 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same tlmetrame that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule confl.ict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The··proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more' challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: lns.tead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to. have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider th~ alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Where do you live. 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would_ affect you and/or p·eople you know: 

i 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first ori warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. · 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments; job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice bi..Jt to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people al'so need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds ~ill be avaitable in the long term future, for ma.ny 
of us, there is no plac~ to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do yoi..J want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn•t 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 



------------------------------------- ----

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disa_bilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend artd possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same t~rame that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The--proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from· the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and ~reative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to. have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a uwin" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Where do you live? ---==()::::;.....::cJ6::;....L....;;;;..:S..:....r~_.-(> ____________________ ___,......,....._-

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would_ affect you and/or peopl~ you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 

. - ~ - ~ ~ -... ·- .. 

• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Mo.ore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 

... the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers: day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/iie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both ·are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only}; Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
'unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? · 

The. proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn•t 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn'tacceptable 
to crir;ninalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance: 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 



or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors -health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavipr issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Ph:!ase consider the alternatives. 

Si~Gerely, 

Printed Name: ~rl~r~c~~~=~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
Signature: L/ ( ""-K r 
Where do you live? -----------------------------~ 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 
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July 2019 

TO: 

..,.--.:.- ....._.- . -

• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 

;•._. - --::-.,:.._.._ .• •r 

• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 

-------~-- ....;.----'--.- ·-- --·-- ---. . . . - --· 

• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 
Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus.firS:t"cm warning, resource-sharing, and then 
. exclusion, before further consequences may be imple:ri;ented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltere'd individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. t· 
Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people . 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel -it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it wil,llead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and'more people b~ing raped and assaulted after bei.ng.forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at hl~her risk. . \ ~ 

. ~ 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends {and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result. and not an intent of thf' oronn"Prl nrrlinr~nrP . · 



------ --------

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, 'cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors -health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

, .... 
Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00 pm -the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: ::+~\ ~al{\~~ 
~~ 

Signature: C~~ 
Where do you live? {)ji\."-{\..N''Ur { 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers · 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the pr;oposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be ii'np!ementP.d, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provideF offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhaust!ng. Sometimes we really\NEED to sleep, even in the day.~ime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at- night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simp_ly for trying to meet that basic human need. , 

People also need some shelter from the elements as ~nether basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time-of day is cruel and puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 p·m; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 

~ . ,, 
on weekends (and sbme HOAP hours are women Of~y)'; 'Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 

. . ' . I 

breakfast ~ntil dinnertime. Most parks close ill- the __ ev·ening,-.€1n~.Parks are only a viable option in 
good weather, Since this proposed-tJrdinance would apply to ~II ·~f Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE betwe'en 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

-- . THe proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn•t 
allow for reasonable, cqmpassionate existence of r:·;any people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an· intent of the propos~d ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a sy!llptom of a health, mental health, or other 
'· . 

disability,. whether thattdisability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
•; I •, 

·:. ....... 



--------- -------------

or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce .homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors -health or disabilities cannot be cure·d via any ordinarice. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

! • ' ') . e 

lnequita~le input opportunity: M-an~ of usha've concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by. sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve jnappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 
~~~~~~~~~~--~~~~~~=-+-~~----------------------

Signature: 

Where doy 

-Comments/details about how the propose · uld affect you and/or peo 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequen~es that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in· the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas~ It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result. and not an intent of thP nronn~Prl nrrlin:~nre:-



--------------------,.-

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: ~ 
Where do you live? ---::;f~~f-4/._.c='---"'A..~------------------------
Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance. would affect you and/or people you know: 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 

-;------""- - . ·~ ··- -- .... 
.. c-,_. -~· --'""-'-~~~~~ 

• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 
Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends {and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result. and not an intent of thP. nronoc;Prl nrrlin::~nrP 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Signature: 

Where do you live? ~ rJ3 S ~ rCIC. 
I 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 

-~~---~- -----:.~~-~ -· -·--- .... ~!"". -----

• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 
Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even Jn the daytime, because 
it,s riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only}; Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basi~ human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 



------- -------------------~------·~-- ------------.----·--- -------------~~ 

or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, a'nd ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Where do you live? __ ?~-_5/._4.;,_L£_J1A... ____________________ _ 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 

- ,... --- . __ .)_ ---· -· ·-- -- -- -~ -- - --- .,.. __ . . ~- ---

• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 
Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to_ 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting !Jnsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need_ some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks.are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn•t 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result. and not an intent of the orooosed ordinance. 



---------------- ------

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: fY\ yt1l! ~?if fl. 
Signature: (}It~ 0. 

t • ... 11--1<;-IJ.J. ( f' liK...~ 
Where do you live? t ~I~ Jr.--- pjtY!J't-

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 
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• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore ~r 14lr?~l e i>t- ~~~~ . 
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Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis .4 ~ ~~ . 
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This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00am to 9:00pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 
usual 6:00pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 
timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 
most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Address: --------------------------------------------------------------------

Comments: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 

,- ·--~ ........ ------~---~---~-----

• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00am to 9:00pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic hllman needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends {and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 



or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors - health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Vet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exi.st, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. · 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win.for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

.. E t/1 d . . -· _... ·t - -
Printed Name: /:;: r Y 0 v ,t_,L !1 l 

Sincerely, 

G· /~A/~ / Signature: _,ft,cce..~.,\,.....o'~ 

wheredoyoulive? W ber-ever 
Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 
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TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents and 
other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other public 
rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we may really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Most day centers close well before 9:00 pm, and there are not enough 
shelters, day centers, and other places that support and can accommodate us being there for 
extended periods of the day or night. 

And since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want unsheltered 
individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn•t allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



~- bi;abilities: Inappropriate behaviors usually are a symptom of a mental health or other disability, 
whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, or other 
disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate behaviors
disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance solves nothing, and 
ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify at the July 22nd City Council meeting. Yet we also need to eat, 
and the meeting is scheduled for the same timeframe that meals are served at Union Gospel Mission 
and Arches. And even without a schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings 
for an extended timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. 

Whether or not a sit/lie ordinance is implemented, it is crucial to enable equitable input opportunities 
so that business owners AND unsheltered individuals and advocates have equity to weigh in with 
thoughts and possible solutions. 

Individuals who· will be most impacted by sit/lie consequences have a right to participate in these 
conversations, and I hope that our community supports and enables equitable input opportunity. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it doesn't 
allow for equitable input; it creates more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet 
basic human needs of having a place to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 

• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 
proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

SincerelyL ~ ;d iJ1 
Name: ~ . l ~ IJL 
Address: · 



July 15' 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents and 
other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other public 
rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we may really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Most day centers close well before 9:00pm, and there are not enough 
shelters, day centers, and other places that support and can accommodate us being there for 
extended periods of the day or night. 

And since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want unsheltered 
individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn•t allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors usually are a symptom of a mental health or other disability, 
whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, or other 
disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate behaviors
disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance solves nothing, and 
ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify at the July 22nd City Council meeting. Yet we also need to eat, 
and the meeting is scheduled for the same timeframe that meals are served at Union Gospel Mission 
and Arches. And even without a schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings 
for an extended timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. 

Whether or not a sit/lie ordinance is implemented, it is crucial to enable equitable input opportunities 
so that business owners AND unsheltered individuals and advocates have equity to weigh in with 
thoughts and possible solutions. 

Individuals who will be most impacted by sit/lie consequences have a right to participate in these 
conversations, and I hope that our community supports and enables equitable input opportunity. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it doesn't 
allow for equitable input; it creates more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet 
basic human needs of having a place to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional 'inappropriate behavior issues. 

• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 
proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Sincerely, _ " ( ~- () A 
Please consider re a. lte. rnatjves.') 

Name: 1 ~- 0~J---? ~~( __ //\ 
\..~ .. ) -

....______.... 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 

• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 

shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 

inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 

Unsheltered neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the 
streets The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel- it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress 
and mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where they can go; it will lead to physical 
health problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move 
into unsafe areas. It puts their lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do we want 

unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 



The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 

allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 

behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 
usual 6:00 pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 

timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 

most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 

consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 

dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 

• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 11/ 
Address: _____..:-rfA_a-+-V__:.~.....:.,'.....r...V:: _____ __fL_kl/z.....__:=C-:::;_d~-__,_S~c:;,~/-~-~-----
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Comments: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 

public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 

shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 

inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and weli-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 

Unsheltered neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the 
streets The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel- it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress 
and mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where they can go; it will lead to physical 
health problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move 
into unsafe areas. It puts their lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only}; Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do we want 
unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 



The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 

allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 

or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 

usual 6:00pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 

timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 

most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 

consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 

dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• 
• 

• 

Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues . 
Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 
proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Comments: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we may really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Most day centers close well before 9:00 pm, and there are not enough 
shelters, day centers, and other places that support and can accommodate us being there for 
extended periods of the day or night. 

And since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem·, where do you want unsheltered 
individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn•t allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects ofexistence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: J ·fj- .57"/ e ccq--e;Y 
Signature: ~ ~ -~ 

. v~e-'7~ . 
Where do you live? j V'\ 5LPl t!-- r/J/Z 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance VI(O!Jid affect you and/or people you know: 



,, 
July 15' 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents and 
other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other public 
rights-of-way from 7:00am to 9:00pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we may really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Most day centers close well before 9:00 pm, and there are not enough 
shelters, day centers, and other places that support and can accommodate us being there for 
extended periods of the day or night. 

And since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want unsheltered 
individuals to BE between 7:00 am and 9:00 pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 

doesn't allow for reasonable, compas~ionate e.xistence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, ev if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7.:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing~ and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the <daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordi11ance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outsid·e-="'there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel- it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only}; Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



-----------~-

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilitie~. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors - health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Where do you li 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 
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. I .July 2019 
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j iTO: I I 

I 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00am to 9:00pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes people really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance 
ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. Unshe.ltered 
neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the streets. A sit/lie 
ordinance that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts unsheltered 
neighbors' lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be ~vailable in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do we want 
unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



------------ --------------~--

---~ -------------- ---- ---- ---------------

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 
usual 6:00 pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 
timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 
most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Comments: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping .or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes people really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance 
ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. Unsheltered 
neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the streets. A sit/lie 
ordinance that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts unsheltered 
neighbors' lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do we want 
unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



----~----------------------
~-- ~--- ------------

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors -health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities . 

.Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 
usual 6:00pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 
timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 
most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet-basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Comments: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for thei~ customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes people really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are 
closed on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon 
after breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where would unsheltered 
individuals go between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn't allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



--~ ~------'----~---~-. -----~----

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet City Council meetings are often at 
6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 
timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 
most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Address: --------------------------------------------------------------------

Comments: 



July 2019 

TO: 
~~~. : 

• Mayor, Chuck Bennett ·=~. 

• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes people really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are 
closed on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only}; Salvation Army has guests leave soon 
after breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where would unsheltered 
individuals go between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn't allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



---------------------------

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet City Council meetings are often at 
6:00 pm -the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 
timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 
most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: . -

Comments: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes people really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance 
ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. Unsheltered 
neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the streets. A sit/lie 
ordinance that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts unsheltered 
neighbors' lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only}; Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do we want 
unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 
usual 6:00pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 
timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 
most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 5te¥h 8D\ e___ M.& \Me\ te.-Y"S 

0 ~ Signature: 0h.~o " m • m~ 
Address: f-\O'rYL~\e.:ss l~m'f'~"3 f Porl-<) 
Comments: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another baSi~ human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more str~ss and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. · 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn•t 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



----------------------------------- -~ 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have · 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How_could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

d --~: _,..-r'i Nl I 
Printe Name: -~-"-'--t+----'lll'---'"_~_c......:....;<...'-------------------------

Signature: c<L tYv1t.... 
) 

Where do you live? _ ____._.fkrry'---'-'~k~---lo(~cv~)------------------
Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, .Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends {and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



-------- ------- --~-

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate / 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

1----~--------~~----------------------------------------------

wheredoyouliv. SdaVV\/ OOe.am q1,) 0/ 
Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 

..,... --- .. ~--·=.·· --'"'-" -"""-=··"---'" -=-.c:.:· "'--""•'---'"'"--'" -·~ -- , . -.- ~ ·'--. ·:--' 

• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 
Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
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or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors -health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves ·nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Vet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 

·dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Where do you live? ------------------------------

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we may really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Most day centers close well before 9:00 pm, and there are not enough 
shelters, day centers, and other places that support and can accommodate us being there for 
extended periods of the day or night. · 

And since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want unsheltered 
individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn't allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a sym.ptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Where do you live? _:fl...l....l<.....=::f.:........l.o.dtA=~=;:...:..:.--------------------

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are· more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being· homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we may really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Most day centers close well before 9:00pm, and there are not enough 
shelters, day centers,--and-other places that support and can accommodate us being there for 
extended periods of the day or night. 

And since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want unsheltered 
individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn't allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, c A 
Printed Name: ;< )j a_ J/l . ---, (/-< ~ JV'It f-c,_ 

~~~~~--~--~~~~~~~~~------------------------------

Signature: -~..-#/ .. _~ D~~ 
~ e> I 

Where do you live? ,l;:::=n_..___:...A..;,"l"'--7"fv--__..:;./1/}-~,...,;...:.;-4-:;;...; ..:::;.t.._.;.!..-(.C../_"',_) ·k-2;.::, /;.....:0\o::;.:A;..;;_' r..~-1 ________________________________ _ 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we may really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simf:for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as a not er,basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of y is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. ~ · 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Most day centers close well before 9:00 pm, and there are not enough 
shelters, day centers, an~ other places that support and can accommodate us being there for 
extended periods of the day or night. 

And since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want unshci'l.\ered 
individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn't allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: ~IK---

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends {and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors -health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Vet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

·.~ """'·~ 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a Jot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many · 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other. 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed NamJO&ff\,T ~ ~ 
Signature: ~uv- -- • 
Where do you live? CA[!£ 5/b~.;, 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also n~ed some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enabl~ equitable input opportunity and .creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Where do you live? ------------------------------

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only}; Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: __._ti..udiu....'l\'-Tv""'· tA"""" • .___---jle:....J"~\\~J.....,I I..~../ !..1.~1 _____________________ _ 
- I 

Signature: -1+-1-~,.~(~;LI'#J11~i?!"-J _ ...... £~.t-· """f4j;,~~;t~~.u..l __________________ _ 
~ 

Where do you live? licfll ~/.z.(S j'J\.- ff6 1<-f'r'Y 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel- it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn•t 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a·"win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: ) ~ ,-..J"-11'\, \).y_<L 'C>t ""-) 

Signatu·e: % £l.J,..., 'G-.t1b ;? 
Where do you live? \-\~'=:t. \.e ~ J ; V\ lg\e.~ I (\ v( ') ~V\ 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie.ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel -it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm'? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance .. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance_ 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces s.afety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Where do you live? ------------------------------

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place'to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends {and some HOAP hours are women only}; Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheftered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, , J ,j ~· 
1

..... , 
Printed Name: Ct;q(/PJ {)(} bS()!J 
Signature: -~ ~~ 
Where do you liv= = ==0/Y}e 
Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police thief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only}; Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn•t 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors -health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity:_ Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Signature: 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 

. that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only}; Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors -health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Signature: 

< 

Where do you live? ~~~~~.....-......J....r :..:"-=--___:::::~'A#~::...,_------------------

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry M~ore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or _laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ·ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further conseque·nces may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that'is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel -it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends {and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify.Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: l rJr~ 1l Dll--f-A_p~ 1Ylll p A- ) 

Signature: 
~...... ._.--..::: \,. 

~heredoyoulive? -~~~~~~~~~·~)~--~0~~~~~~~-t~·~.~~~~-~~~~'~)L='=t=~-~~~~~~~~~~~~-
) - \ 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance .ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel- it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn•t 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors - health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would bari tents 
and other structures from sidewalks-at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because. 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being .raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends {and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental heaith, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors - health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, ·h 
Printed Name: c~·:!......J·~lW~f.l...<.!..lf\-!.!.\'\~l""--...l...lf\,.J-),.'\j.!l.,J.D:!.......!H~~t~~W...t.!.,L.; f;{L--------------

Signature: ~ = m _ 

Where do you live? Z ~ TUfV\_.LY QQ 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 







July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel- it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the orooosed ordinancP.. 



~ ~---~------,.,.,,-•- ·--:- -- ------- -----------------------

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homel_essness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: S ~ ~ \Z-0\..)f\/l 1~ 
Signature: cQ ... d~ 
Where do you live? <4$.?~ ~HJ1.r ~ ~'-A.!-' 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or peo,ple you know: 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although'more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has gu~sts leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn•t 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



-~-------~---~~--- ------- -- ~--------- ---~---~"~~-~-

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, · 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors -health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. Hovy could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Where do you live? ------------------------------

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we may really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie · 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Most day centers close well before 9:00 pm, and there are not enough 
shelters, day centers, and other places that support and can accommodate us being there for 
extended periods of the day or night. 

And since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want unsheltered 
individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn't allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a 11Win" for all Salem resid~nts? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, ~ (I 
Printed Name: ~OJ(~ 
Signature: ~G(~ , ~ 
Where do you live? ------------------------------

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor~ Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager~ Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director~ Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief1 Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban'sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general 1 unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence~ so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors~ so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning~ resource-sharing~ and then 
exclusion~ before further consequences may be implemented1 a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals~ showers~ day centers~ 
shelters~ medical appointments~ job preparation/job search meetings~ service provider offices~ etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we may really NEED to sleep1 even in the daytime~ 
hugely because ifs riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need1 and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future1 for many 
of US1 there is no place to be. Most day centers close well before 9:00 pm 1 and there are not enough 
shelters~ day centers~ and other places that support and can accommodate us being there for 
extended periods of the day or night. 

And since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salemi where do you want unsheltered 
individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs1 reduces dignity~ and 
doesn't allow for reasonable1 compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn1t 
acceptable to criminalize existence I even if that is a result1 and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00 pm -the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: i};C~ov.!\ t~tl:VtS 
Signature: ~~-

Where do you live? o'£&iit ~ ~5Li\GAf- /\ 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we may really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Most day centers close well before 9:00pm, and there are not enough 
shelters, day centers, and other places that support and can accommodate us being there for 
extended periods of the day or night. 

And since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want unsheltered 
individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn't allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00 pm -the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we may really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Most day centers close well before 9:00 pm, and there are not enough 
shelters, day centers, and other places that support and can accommodate us being there for 
extended periods of the day or night. 

And since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want unsheltered 
individuals to BE between 7:00 am and 9:00 pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn't allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce. homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to ~nable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00am to 9:00pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel- it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors - health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Vet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, · 

Printed Name: VI' ~gc' L Srfrt-o;vS 
Signature: v~~. 
Where do you live? ~}A-I { flc <~ P A (L~~ 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel- it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn•t 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences rriay be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel- it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00 am and 9:00 pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors -health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, ~ · .--.-

Printed Name: )=-JAtl Lo (]DHN,S'hN 

Signature: § ~ 
Where do you live? ~ !J.f-tJ f-1\ l( CA'R.. 
Comm.4\s/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 

I\) . 
I 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. S<?metimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where yol:l can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors -health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:0.0 pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: -_J.,.\..::d=:=:==;......~C2~==-==-----------------z:;? 
Where do you I ive? _+..1...· -''';_;,_ __ M_~__,· ~, _c:.~·;....;o.:...........:..('_-__ C.;::.· -'~..>....:.r_re_""'_A_\_~_,___o_\1\.. __ w_~_.t\.._~.;_e_'(_'S..::::·:....:;-t-,___.,_, ____ _ 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need; and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn•t 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: p/1-U(J::> S ~C ( t_ 
Signature: 0 /71~ 
Wheredo~~-LL.=lr~~~~~~~~--~~~~~~~e~e~~4---------------------------------
Comments/details about how the proposed ordinan would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel -it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends {and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 

-

• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends {and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

lnequitabl'e input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel- it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors - health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the C,ity Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

·Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Business~s need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying tb meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where doyou want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result,' and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and. creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more . 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we may really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Most day centers close well before 9:00pm, and there are not enough 
shelters, day centers, and other places that support and can accommodate us being there for 
extended periods of the day or night. 

And since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want unsheltered 
individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn•t allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00 pm -the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a 11Win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Where do you Hve? , A(}hlgj_g ;k·d 
c:;::: 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we may really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Most day centers close well before 9:00pm, and there are not enough 
shelters, day centers, and other places that support and can accommodate us being there for 
extended periods of the day or night. 

And since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want unsheltered 
individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn't allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, _ 

Printed Name: / OL 0 Ww /) 
• 

Signature: 

- :::.::.;::::'c-· . 
Where do you live?-:zYo~ e~--__) 5 

·~ 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we may really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Most day centers close well before 9:00 pm, and there are not enough 
shelters, day centers, and other places that support and can accommodate us being there for 
extended periods of the day or night. 

And since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want unsheltered 
individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn't allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



·. / ~~+·tt b~"--pt -~ ... '•. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaEi ··r:s~-a, symptom of ~~nt~Lb~alth, or other 
disability, whether that disabili is PTS traum , addiction, ~~~on"):ognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordi oes nothing to reduce namelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00 pm -the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: f) fA)-) 0\ b 1\c. &.et:±s 

Signature: ~~'fovah-t.t:ilJ':.;;/"/ 
Where do you live? t_V ef-.J;r:ift..r.heJ=-< _ -

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. · 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with tbe intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 



or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors -health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: C' ///(r S' TO F// 1;.-/( 
, 

Signature: 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation .. Army has guests leave soon after 

• 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 



or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors -health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences 'to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Signature: 

Where do you live? :f' rJ Yl/\1"' ((2 Jr--
. ) 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we may really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Most day centers close well before 9:00pm, and there are not enough 
shelters, day centers, and other places that support and can accommodate us being there for 
extended periods of the day or night. 

And since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want unsheltered 
individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn't allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Where do you live? Q .~'i.e< -LOr 
Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor~ Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager~ Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director~ Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief~ Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general~ unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence1 so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors~ so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning~ resource-sharing1 and then 
exclusion~ before further consequences may be implemented~ a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals1 showers1 day centers1 

shelters~ medical appointments1 job preparation/job search meetings~ service provider offices1 etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we may really NEED to sleep1 even in the daytime1 

hugely because ifs riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need1 and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that bc;!sic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future~ for many 
of US1 there is no place to be. Most day centers close well before 9:00 pm1 and there are not enough 
shelters~ day centers~ and other places that support and can accommodate us being there for 
extended periods of the day or night. 

And since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salemi where do you want unsheltered 
individuals to BE, between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs1 reduces dignity1 and 
doesn't allow for reasonable~ compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn1 t 
acceptable to criminalize existence~ even if that is a result1 and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured. via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are dosed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn•t 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't a·tceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors - health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 'v!/; // f~ kkt f/, /\{Of { ( 

Signature: 11/ ~ 1/ 41wf 
Where do you live? /1-yrtC!VIfh t£f f([ 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors -health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Vet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals-are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: ~.R~ 5 ~IV--( 
------~------------~--~-------------------------------------

(\"-~- ~ Signature: l 'VV v-- ~ 
' 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



Ju!y 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 

shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 

inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtowA areas are 

people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 

and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 

that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 

shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 

it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 

targeting unsheltered tndividuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 

who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 

Unsheltered neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the 

streets The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel- it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress 

and mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where they can go; it will lead to physical 

health problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move 

into unsafe areas. It puts their lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 

good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Sc:ilem, where do we want 

unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 



The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 

allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people·who have no home. It isn't acceptable· 

. to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

·Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 

disabiiity, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 

or other disabilities . .A. sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 

behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 

solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 

sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 

usual 6:00pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 

schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 

timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 

most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 

consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
'· 

dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 

more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to·meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

" Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 

• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 

& Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 

residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 

homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Comments: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 

Mayor, Chuck Bennett· 
City Manager, StevE? Powers 
Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
Salem Police Cliief, Jerry Moore 
City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook; Jim lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00am to 9:00pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 

shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 

inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtow~ areas are 

people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 

exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 

that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 

it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 

targeting unsheltered fndividuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 

who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 

Unsheltered neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the 

streets The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel -it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress 

and mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where they can go; it will lead to physical 

health problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move 
into unsafe areas. It puts their lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 

people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only}; Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 

breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Sc:ilem, where do we want 

unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 



The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 

allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 

to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 

disabii_ity, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 

or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 

behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 

solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 

sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 

usual 6:00pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 

schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 

timeframe to attend the qity Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 

most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have# 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 

dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 

more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

.. 

.. 
Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues . 

Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 
proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 

residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 

homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name J'oyc e_ ~.Vo/U' 
Signature: --:)C)'j c__ L, ~ 0( \f\ ofj 
Address: --<?n/-ern 1 Q{Z_ 
Comments: 



Ju!y 2019 

TO: 

• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 

• City Manager, Steve Powers 

• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents · 

and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 

public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 

shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 

inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtowr-l areas are 

people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 

and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 

that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 

Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 

it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 

targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 

who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 

Unsheltered neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the 

streets The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel- it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress 

and mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where they can go; it will lead to physical 

health problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move 

into unsafe areas. It puts their lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 

people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem1 where do we want 

unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 



The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 

allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 

to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 

disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 

or other disabilities . .A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health· or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 

solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 

sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 

usual 6:00pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and .Arches. Even without a 

schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 

timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 

most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 

consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 

dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 

more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

.. 
• 

.. 

Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues . 

Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 
proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 

residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 

homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

:nnted Namg(~~~W Ole) 

::,ignature::~ 
f'21 t.- t- C I -c_ V Address: 

I 

Comments: 



July 2019 

TO: 

• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police ctiief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00am to 9:00pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 

shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 

inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtowR areas are 

people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 

and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 

punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 

that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 

it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 

targeting unsheltered tndividuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 

who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 

Unsheltered neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the 

streets The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel -it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress 
and mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where they can go; it will lead to physical 
health problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move 

into unsafe areas. It puts their lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 

good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Sc:ilem, where do we want 
unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 



The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 

allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people·who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 

disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 

or other disabilities .. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 

behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 

solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 

sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 

usual 6:00pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 

schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 

timeframe to attend the qity Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 

most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 

consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
'· 

dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 

more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

.. 
• 

Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues . 

Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportun!ty and creative, collaborative options. 
Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate: 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 

residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 

homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: f;7vfc Y 11_ c.{ f J" b -n7 0. c:e_ y. C 

Signature: ~~ -::f; ~4;, 1 
Address: 

Comments: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 

Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
City Manager, Steve Powers 
Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 

inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
Unsheltered neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the 
streets The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel- it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress 
and mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where they can go; it will lead to physical 
health problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move 
into unsafe areas. It puts their lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do we want 
unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 



The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn•t 

allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 

disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 

or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 

behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 

usual 6:00pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 

timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 

most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 

consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 

dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• 
• 

• 

Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues . 

Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 
proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Address: 

~~~~~~--~~-----=~------------------------------------------

------------------------------------------------------------------------
Comments: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 

Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
City Manager, Steve Powers 
Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 

shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 

inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and weli-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 

Unsheltered neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the 
streets The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress 
and mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where they can go; it will lead to physical 
health problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move 
into unsafe areas. It puts their lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do we want 
unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00 pm7 



The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 
usual 6:00pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 
timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 

most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep/ and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance/ to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Nam~Qat\1 
S1gnature: 

Address: ------------------------------------------------------------------------

Comments: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayqr, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we may really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Most day centers close well before 9:00 pm, and there are not enough 
shelters, day centers, and other places that support and can accommodate us being there for 
extended periods of the day or night. 

And since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want unsheltered 
individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn't allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00 pm -the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: ;1cLrr>/[y {vre-evtA..ttY7 

Signature: {..7, /' ~.........___ 
Where do you live? ........:1.....:::l:::l~~--------------------------

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. -

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we may really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Most day centers close well before 9:00pm, and there are not enough 
shelters, day centers, and other places that support and can accommodate us being there for 
extended periods of the day or night. 

And since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want unsheltered 
individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn't allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able eep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Sa em residents? And w at m1 ht that look like? 

Please consider the alternative . 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we may really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Most day centers close well before 9:00pm, and there are not enough 
shelters, day centers, and other places that support and can accommodate us being there for 
extended periods of the day or night. 

And since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want unsheltered 
individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn't allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, ;;::; /' _/ //7/7 C /1 
Printed Name: /~L /// ~ ~ ;{;;!!: 0 

Signature: ~ ~ ~ 
Wheredoyouli:7 iJ1 ~--
Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we may really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Most day centers close well before 9:00pm, and there are not enough 
shelters, day centers, and other places that support and can accommodate us being there for 
extended periods of the day or night. 

And since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want unsheltered 
individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn•t allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: ~=-.::~..-l.....;;.,..J..--~:....:::...::.......;...:.........:~l...-.J..d....L.-....:..._ _______________ _ 

. Signature: 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

·Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we may really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Most day centers close well before 9:00 pm, and there are not enough 
shelters, day centers, and other places that support and can accommodate us being there for 
extended periods of the day or night. 

And since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want unsheltered 
individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn't allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00 pm -the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. · 

:ir~~:~: 1~ame: , V1. \'h 0 4 · ~) ~ ( Vr f &v~ ~ <S 0:_ 

Signature: ~ ~~'>~-=---
'(_ 

Where do you live? lt;..4C &- (/tvt( a 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we may really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Most day centers close well before 9:00 pm, and there are not enough 
shelters, day centers, and other places that support and can accommodate us being there for 
extended periods of the day or night. 

And since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want unsheltered 
individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn't allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a ({win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: L(/ /1 L/IJJYJ EEYrJOL.V ~ 

Signature: ~ ~ 
Where do you live? ------------------------------

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 

Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
City Manager, Steve Powers 

Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 

shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 

inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 

Unsheltered neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the 
streets The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress 
and mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where they can go; it will lead to physical 
health problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move 
into unsafe areas. It puts their lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only}; Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Seilem, where do we want 

unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 



The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that Is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 
usual 6:00 pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 
timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 

most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms availabfe, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 
'., 

Sincerely, : ' 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Address: ____;_h...L.=o"-'rt;e-A::::o· ,_/lo._e...a::&~S...:...._ _________________ _ 

Comments: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking ~verywhere is exhausting. Sometimes people really NEE.D to sleep, even in the daytime, 
because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance 
ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements .as another basic human need. Unsheltered 
neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the streets. A sit/lie 
ordinance that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts unsheltered 
neighbors' lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do we want 
unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn•t 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 
usual 6:00pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 
timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 
most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• 
• 

• 

Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues . 
Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 
proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: ~~~~~-=-=:........!.-4f-------------------------

Signature: 

Comments: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals; showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 



or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal; dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, _ 
---1 '· ~-1 \ 

Printed Name: ';,\('~ ~ t~~~e )\.';: 

Signature: ~ ~ ~··· 
Wheredoyoulive. ~~s ·. r~ 
Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would b~n tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur~ 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need.' A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our live)s at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 



or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors -health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: ~he proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Where do you liv 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn•t 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 



or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors - health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Where do you live? -~H=a::.....;,_!U ...... £-=':::::;,_L_t:=:Jc_,..,5",t.-------------------
Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:0_9 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in tJle daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a via.ble option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn•t 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: lnappropria,te behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 



or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, :t1a , 
I 7__ ~ .-{Je_ 

Printed Name: ~/1._ '\{/( "' .// 1 

Signature:~ 
Where do y 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 

public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 

shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 

inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 

Unsheltered neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the 
streets The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel- it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress 
and mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where they can go; it will lead to physical 
health problems, safety ri~ks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move 
into unsafe areas. It puts their lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only}; Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do we want 

unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 



The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 
usual 6:00pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 
timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 
most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 

consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Comments: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we may really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective struct~res at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Most day centers close well before 9:00pm, and there are not enough 
shelters, day centers, and other places that support and can accommodate us being there for 
extended periods of the day or night. 

And since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want unsheltered 
individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn't allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a 11Win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

\Nhere do you live? ------------------------------

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 

. -----

• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 
Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we replly NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basfc human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? . 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



------- --------------------

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors - health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the _ 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, t'\ 'c k... n o.rf\9- fY\ ~ cCo.JJ ; ct 
Printed Name: hH\\\ I[~ jt_, ··t<eSh{Lf 

Signature: 

Where do you live? --=..§....!:fJc:..._...:..l....:e_rv">_--=·c:J~q)_.!.:.·----------------------

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck ~ennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry" Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and 'other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general/ unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas q,re 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors/ so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning/ resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion/ before further consequences may be implemented/ a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers/ day centers/ 
shelters/ medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
ifs riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to· meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation/ more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us/ there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only}; Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem/ where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable/ compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn1t acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



>, 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening! and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn•t 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors -health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yetwe already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: ,A r':9rl C4 be j[e-c_ p be_ ( an, .__ ~t{,P'/firPU[q 

Signature: amfli.~ fri£V"f~ P b{,l4,1t<-- f..AV:'ifJ-'HH~ 

Where do you live? on. ( <f h 12-r f (' Z + « 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors -health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: ,C./1-! /' t7/ C #I IJ ·-J/ Y 

Signature: 

Where do you live? ------------------------------

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TQ.: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometim~s.we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scari~r .. t®sle~p:at night~. ~l~ep)s a pasic human need, and a sit/lie ora\bance ends up 
targeting unsh~·ltere-;,.d individu~ls si~ph,7t~r trying to meet that basic hiJman ne~d. . .. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- iRere ~}e'nbtenough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles fr?m constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn•t 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homeless ness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/li~ ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Where do you live? ------------------------------

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn•t 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors -health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that ar.e more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. ,-·, __ : .. :, 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appo!ntments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical· health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only}; Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who hav·e no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinanc~. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors -health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it iS too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks-input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic hum~n needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being hom'eless? 

Sincerely, 

Signature: 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would' affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a ba~is for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 

. that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 

<:hlrgeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors - health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Signature: 

Where do you live? ------------------------------

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people ~ 

who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel -it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many · 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn•t 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to redu"ce honielessness or inappropriate 
behaviors -health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Vet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Where do you live? ---------~-+-------------------

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie L~ung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we may really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Most day centers close well before 9:00pm, and there are not enough 
shelters, day centers, and other places that support and can accommodate us being there for 
extended periods of the day or night. 

And since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want unsheltered 
individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn't allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

1--=-~~--~~~~~----~--------------------------------------

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we· really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel -it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical he.alth 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes ~t 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00 pm -the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legat dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Printed Nam,z~~ ~11_)</ 
Sincerely, (I- (fj£. ' 
Signature:~~ 
Where do you live? ------------------------------

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we r._~ally NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities:' Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors.,. health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00 pm -the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 

· • City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 
Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to me~t that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00 am and 9:00 pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors -health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the , 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: /.U}Jrn/ A1.,t,QU}/ 

Where do you live? _L...,iHi...,;;o:...!..(Y).....!..e:::..._,.<.....L...I ·e:....::.A~S~_S'~.-__________________ _ 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends {and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn•t 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors -health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: r,~\<O)D~ J)\\ ~ (.,\ 

Signature: ~ ~ 
) 

Where do you live? ------------------------------

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends {and some HOAP hours are women only}; Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn•t 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

PrintedName: C.cy$~ £c:krsol1) 
Signature: ~ ~ . 
Where do you live? ~Q (\!\&_ \ e{,J 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
peopl"e who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel -it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only}; Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to· 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, t;{}.--: \ 
Printed Name: i::d;rd c_ ,1\J (A JD cr 
Signature: a -· -;;z-------· 
~here do you live?~~~~~~~-~~~~~·~·-----------------------~ 
Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn•t 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: =I\ S\,1 ! 2{ CA, s· W,o \ e crh t 
Signature: k A.<J.....- .;i).M..c/1 
Where do you live? \:yoV¥'1 < ;l--<._51. S 
Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel - it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends {and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: ty,A 
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July 15' 2019 

J 
TO: 

• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents and 
other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other public 
rights-of-way from 7:00am to 9:00pm throughout the entire city of Salem. The points listed below 
convey why we are strongly opposed to the proposed ordinance: 

Expanded scope: The initial Downtown Homeless Solutions Task Force seemed to be formed 
specifically because downtown businesses were dealing with some unsheltered individuals sleeping in 
their doorways, sometimes behaving inappropriately, and sometimes being in the way of customers 
having easy access to and from the shops. To have the scope suddenly become city-wide is a surprise 
that goes beyond the work, conversations, and collaborations that were initially about downtown. A 
city-wide scope is entirely different, and would warrant adequate time and opportunity for extensive 
citizen engagement, especially including the individuals who are most likely to be negatively impacted 
by the proposed ordinance. 

For the initial concerns, there is common ground! In conversations with sheltered and unsheltered 
individuals, every person has conveyed that people should not block store entrances when businesses 
are open, and behaviors need to enable people-to walk and shop freely. That common ground 
provides a basis for a collaborative approach to resolving situations that sometimes come up, and also 
aligns with the Downtown Homeless Solutions Task Force recommendation to develop a partnership 
between businesses & service providers. 

Collaboration is happening! And as a result, downtown Salem 11Room Service" teams share coffee 
and smiles with unsheltered neighbors each morning, as they also encourage the individuals to go to 
day centers, and they share about services, supports, and other resources Additionally, some service 
providers are now main contacts for the occasional times when behaviors are not criminal, yet are not 
appropriate, so those situations can often be de-escalated and resolved without involving police. 
These steps address the initial concerns and scope of the Downtown Homeless Solutions Task 
Force, and other collaborative projects to offer more supports are in the planning or development 
stage. A sit/lie ordinance isn't necessary and undermines partnership development work. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, this sit/lie ordinance creates fewer 
places for people to be, and more punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered 
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individuals to develop basic stability that is often necessary for moving forward. That result is contrarw 
to enabling hope and progress that we all wish for. • 

Basic human needs: Unsheltered neighbors consistently share that being homeless involves a LOT of 
walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job 
search meetings, service provider offices, etc. Walking everywhere is exhausting. People may really 
NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because it is riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic 
human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered neighbors simply for trying to 
meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. Unsheltered 
neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the streets. A sit/lie 
ordinance that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts unsheltered 
neighbors' lives at even higher risk. 

Disabilities: Sit/lie is often presented as another tool for law enforcement to deal with inappropriate 
behaviors, yet those behaviors are usually a symptom of a physical, mental health, or other disability 
(ie. PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, or other disabilities.) Even if 
unsheltered individuals did not have a disability initially, the stress of living in survival mode often 
causes anxiety, depression, PTSD, and trauma, so many people who are homeless experience a 
disability. 

In some cases, disability may result in some inappropriate behaviors. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing 
to reduce homelessness or those behaviors- disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. A sit/lie 
ordinance narrows the already limited options for where people can sleep or sit, and ends up 
discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Not enough places to be: Information about the proposed ordinance includes words about resources: 
"Over the past several years, due to the City CouncWs priority of addressing our communitys 
homeless/ a variety of options are available for foodJ shelter/ storage/ and other personal needs. 
Available services include Arches/ Union Gospel Mission Salvation ArmyJ parks and city benches/ or 
churches or social service agencies who allow such activity. n 

Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, even then, there won't be 
enough beds to shelter all unsheltered individuals. And since this proposed ordinance extends beyond 
downtown, to all of Salem, where do we wan·t unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 
9:00pm? 

Day center options fall way short of meeting the need. Salvation Army guests must leave after 
breakfast until dinner time; Arches' day center closes at 3:00pm; HOAP day center closes at 2:00pm. 
In the downtown area? and in the ordinance's expanded city-wide scope, the 7:00am to 9:00pm ban 
leaves many people with nowhere to go, and many individuals experience disabilities where getting 
from one place to another is a significant challenge or impossibility. 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and does 
not allow for reasonable, compassionate existence for many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



~- r~~equltable input opportunity: Many unsheltered neighbors are conveying concerns about the 
· proposed sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet many also convey that 

they need to eat, and a 6:00 pm City Council meeting is the same timeframe that meals are served at 
Union Gospel Mission and Arches. Yet even without a schedule conflict, it is too risky to leave their 
belongings for an extended time to attend the City Council meeting. 

Whether or not a sit/lie ordinance is implemented, it is crucial to enable due process of equitable 
input opportunities for citizen engagement so that business owners AND unsheltered neighbors and 
advocates have equity to weigh in with their thoughts and possible solutions. 

Individuals who will be most impacted by sit/lie consequences have a right to participate in these 
conversations, and as a community we have a responsibility to enable equitable input opportunity. 

A sit/lie ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors; it significantly reduces safety and dignity; 
it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it doesn't allow for 
equitable input; it creates more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic 
human needs of having a place to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 

• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered neighbors for any 
proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal 
appropriate rest rooms, locker space for safe storage of some belongings, and shelter from the 
elements. Wouldn't that be a "win" for all Salem residents? What might that look like? How 
could we create that more positive future instead of discrimina!ing against people with 
disabilities, and criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Name: ~~~YL..n.A,.--!!-\£atb:tE&:U· ~t::::t~,-~~L..441· ~..f.A::c::l>\~=====:~--
Address: -=2:::.....,?f~3~lo~1ASi:...r..:::;z....~:~::::·~~-:.;::::E==---J)R-=...:...-+

1 
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Ju'ly 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 

• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
•- City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, B·rad Nanke, Jackie leung, Matt Ausec, 

· Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie·ordinance that would ban tents 

and othe~ structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleep~ng or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout t~e en,tire city of Salem. . · · 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their·customersto walk and . 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when. 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

. . 

Consequences ALREADY. exist: In general, unsheltered individua.ls who stay in ~owntown areas are. 

people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they' opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors,·so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning~· resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary .for moving forward. · 

. . . \ . 
Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day _centers,. 
shelters, medical appointment's, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 

Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we may really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is. a basic human need, and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individu~ls simply for. trying to meet_that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents ar:"~d protective structures at any time of day is cruel· and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. · 

Nowhere to go: Although more ·shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 

of us, there is no place to be. Most day centers close well before 9:00 pm, alld there are no.t en,ough 
shelters, day centers, and other ·places that support and can accommodate us being there for _ 
extended periods of the day or night. · · 

And sincethis proposed ordinance would apply-to all of Salem, where do you want unsheltered · 
individuals to BE b~tween 7:00 aJT! and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn't allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is ~ result, and not an intent of the proposed 

. ordinance. 



·"'/.. • •• , 'II 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or: inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00 pm -the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belonging~ for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Cou~cil meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie co~seq_uences to safely participate i!l these conversations. -

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 

' . ' . . 

· dignity; it discriminates ~gainst people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep; and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed. sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed orqinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 

options. . . _ 
• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Pleas.e consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed .Name: 

, Signature: 

Where do you live? __ 11_&_~_.:._(0_o_fl_w_A_i_7_1____.;.rJ_t __ c;:,_~ _ ___;.,...:...o_fL _____ .qr.....7_.S;....c_. -~.-I -~---

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we may really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier, to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Most day centers close well before 9:00 pm, and there are not enough 
shelters, day centers, and other places that support and can accommodate us being there for 
extended periods of the day or night. 

And since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want unsheltered. 
individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn't allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disapility is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 

• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 

inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 

Unsheltered neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying~young on the 
streets The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel- it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress 
and mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where they can go; it will lead, to physical 

• I ) ' • '• 

health problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after~being"fbrced to move 
into unsafe areas. It puts their lives at even higher risk. ,_,. · · 1 · 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do we want 
unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 



The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 

usual 6:00pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 

timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 

most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

:::::::am~~{~ 
Address: fJ.2ft;2 /c.{~ c.zl= bL-
Comments: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them; and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
Unsheltered neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the 
streets The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel- it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress 
and mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where they can go; it will lead to physical 
health problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move 
into unsafe areas. It puts their lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do we want 
unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 



The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify Cit the City Council meeting, yet the 
usual 6:00 pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too riskyfor many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 
timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 
most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

0/C 
Comments: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• 

• 
• 
• 
• 

Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
City Manager, Steve Powers 
Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 

public rights-of-way from 7:00am to 9:00pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 

shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 

inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtow~ areas are

people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 

that is often neces~ary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 

it's riskier and scar~er to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 

targeting unsheltered fndividuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 

who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 

Unsheltered neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the 
streets The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel- it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress 
and mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where they can go; it will lead to physical 

health problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move 

into unsafe areas. It puts their lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only}; Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Sc:ilem, where do we want 

unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 



The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 

allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people·who have no home. It isn't acceptable 

to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 

disabiiity, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 

or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 

behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 

solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 

sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 

usual 6:00pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 

schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 

timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 

most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 

consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
•. 

dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 

more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 

• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
.. Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 

residents? How could we create'that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 

homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 1$ebltt:- SJa.fjYl 
Signature: ~,o/lQ_<~ 
Address: {ll (( [)21c ST s--c. 
Comments: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NE.ED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel -it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate · 
behaviors - health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: br ~ "} &.w::Qll\. 
Signature: ~ 
Wheredoyoulive?S~ r_\~\t~ ffl \)fi, fJi,'&.f/ 0& qy:pt. 
Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc . 

. Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes people really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance 
ends up targeting unsheltered individuals ·simply for trying to meet thc!t basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. Unsheltered 
neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the streets. A sit/lie 
ordinance that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts unsheltered 
neighbors' lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only}; Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do we want 
unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors -health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 
usual 6:00 pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 
timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 
most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses; advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, _)_ 5_ If 
Printed Name: ~JfolJ-/t!; 1.79- f: • A~l tJY- /V/9---S ." -_ . 
Signature:(JrJ2~J~ Y~? -~~ ~h-

!/~-- .V') Li T.. 7 hJ., .. _,(} C7 ,-
Address: :..5 6 l-7-- 7 I~~ / l ~ 0 /.:::::::-

6' ~--.v•~1_ !J)_.-;t.f?_c;?j__~ 9 7 6 U d 
Comments: t/ 



July 2019 

TO: 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 

Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
City Manager, Steve Powers 
Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 

City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 

public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 

shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 

inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtow~ areas are 

people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 

that is often neces~ary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 

it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 

targeting unsheltered ~ndividuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 

Unsheltered neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the 
streets The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel- it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress 

and mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where they can go; it will lead to physical 
health problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move 

into unsafe areas. It puts their lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do we want 

unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 



The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 

allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people·who have no home. It isn't acceptable 

to criminalize existenc;:e, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 

disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 

or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 

soives nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 

sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 

usual 6:00pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 

schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 

timeframe to attend the <:;ity Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 

most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 

dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 

more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

" 
• 

" 

Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 

Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 

residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 

homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 5C>tVit;e_ ~/'tt;cxr--
Signature: fJF~ .t{J ~/,;$~ 
.4ddre~4'?6!? ~r {2± /() Me;ccr cJR Cf75o3 

Comments: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 

Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
City Manager, Steve Powers 
Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 

Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This Jetter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 

shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 

inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 

Unsheltered neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the 
streets The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel- it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress 
and mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where they can go; it will lead to physical 
health problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move 
into unsafe areas. It puts their lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only}; Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Seilem, where do we want 
unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00 pm7 



The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 

allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 

behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 

usual 6:00pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a · 

schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 

timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 

most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 

more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• 
• 

• 

Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues . 

Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 
proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: ~rO r 

Signature: ~· 
Address: "2..-5-.5 CJ (.0 rn ( 

Comments: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 

inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 

people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the .intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier c;~nd scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 

Unsheltered neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the 
streets The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel- it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress 
and mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where they can go; it will lead to physical 

health problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move 
into unsafe areas. It puts their lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do we want 
unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 



The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 

allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 

or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 

usual 6:00pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 

schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 

timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 

most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 

dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• 
• 

• 

Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues . 
Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 
proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: ' 

Address: _.a...:::l D:....:..."J.!:...f~B_~o~r-=-+---~N=lD=--..J,..da~.~~-Cf~l ]1:__'0...,.!'-{'-------------

Comments: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 

• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 

and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes people really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance 
ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. Unsheltered 
neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the streets. A sit/lie 
ordinance that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts unsheltered 
neighbors' lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only}; Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do we want 
unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 
usual 6:00pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 
timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 
most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 
~ Sincerely, 

Printed Name: ~~-~---~-· -~~~~~~~~~-~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 
Signature: ~ <--z.-~ 

Comments: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 

shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 

inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 

people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/!ie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 

that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 

Unsheltered neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the 
streets The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel- it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress 
and mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where they can go; it will lead to physical 
health problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move 
into unsafe areas. It puts their lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do we want 

unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 



The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other-disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 

usual 6:00pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 
timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 

most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 'J:eetl.Q CDor:x:r; 
Signature: ~a ~ 
Address: / D1 0 fs6 Sfic~f 
Comments: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 

Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
City Manager, Steve Powers 
Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 

inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
Unsheltered neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the 
streets The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel- it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress 
and mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where they can go; it will lead to physical 
health problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move 
into unsafe areas. It puts their lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only}; Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Seilem, where do we want 
unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 



The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 
usual 6:00pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 
timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 

most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 

consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 

• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 
proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 

• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: e1, \\.\c \~ V\ 0\\-\ Qx=\- U. Ylj 

:::~:~~~Of= iJ~c'tf! 
Comments: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This Jetter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 

inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 

Unsheltered neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the 
streets The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel- it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress 
and mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where they can go; it will lead to physical 
heaJ!!l problems, safety risJ<s, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move 
in_to qnsafe~ar~as. It puts.thei~--lives at·even higher risk.' 

' '• 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only}; Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do we want 

unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 



The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 

or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 

behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 

usual 6:00pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 

schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 
timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 

most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 

dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 

• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 
proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 

• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Comments: 

o/( 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences AlREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie o·rdinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to me_als, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes people really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance 
ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. Unsheltered 
neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the streets. A sit/lie 
ordinance that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts unsheltered 
neighbors' lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do we want 
unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00 pm7 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 
usual 6:00pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 
timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 
most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Comments: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 

• City Manager, Steve Powers 

• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 

• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 

• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 

and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common 'ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes people really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance 
ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. Unsheltered 
neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the streets. A sit/lie 
ordinance that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts unsheltered 
neighbors' lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do we want 
unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some ba~ic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 
usual 6:00pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 
timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 
most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: ~An l od"-t N o([h._. 
I 

Signature: .~~ /UDvr;c 

Address: Lj{ 3 S ~bCAYV\ ~ 0~ .- Sotl~ 0 R 9l 3o~ 
Comments: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes people really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm and both are 
closed on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon 
after breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where would unsheltered 
individuals go between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn't allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify. Vet City Council meetings are often at 
6:00 pm -the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 
timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 
most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: Jc;olf. AJ:r .e/1 

Signature: fOJtf~u 

Address: --------------------------------------------------------------------

Comments: 



, )uly 15' 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents and 
other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other public 
rights-of-way from 7:00am to 9:00pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we may really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in ~erious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Most day centers close well before 9:00pm, and there are not enough 
shelters, day centers, and other places that support and can accommodate us being there for 
extended periods of the day or night. 

And since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want unsheltered 
individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn•t allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors usually are a symptom of a mental health or other disability, 
whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, or other 
disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate behaviors
disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance solves nothing, and 
ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify at the July 22nd City Council meeting. Yet we also need to eat, 
and the meeting is scheduled for the same timeframe that meals are served at Union Gospel Mission 
and Arches. And even without a schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings 
for an extended timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. 

Whether or not a sit/lie ordinance is implemented, it is crucial to enable equitable input opportunities 
so that business owners AND unsheltered individuals and advocates have equity to weigh in with 
thoughts and possible solutions. 

Individuals who will be most impacted by sit/lie consequences have a right to participate in these 
conversations, and I hope that our community supports and enables equitable input opportunity. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it doesn't 
allow for equitable input; it creates more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet 
basic human needs of having a place to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 

• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 
proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

1. 

2. 

3. 

Name Address 
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July 15' 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents and 
other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other public 
rights-of-way from 7:00am to 9:00pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we may really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cr.uel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Most day centers close well before 9:00pm, and there are not enough 
shelters, day centers, and other places that support and can accommodate us being there for 
extended periods of the day or night. 

And since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want unsheltered 
individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn•t allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors usually are a symptom of a mental health or other disability, 
whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, or other 
disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate behaviors
disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance solves nothing, and 
ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify at the July 22nd City Council meeting. Vet we also need to eat, 
and the meeting is scheduled for the same timeframe that meals are served at Union Gospel Mission 
and Arches. And even without a schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings 
for an extended timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. 

Whether or not a sit/lie ordinance is implemented, it is crucial to enable equitable input opportunities 
so that business owners AND unsheltered individuals and advocates have equity to weigh in with 
thoughts and possible solutions. 

Individuals who will be most impacted by sit/lie consequences have a right to participate in these 
conversations, and I hope that our community supports and enables equitable input opportunity. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it doesn't 
allow for equitable input; it creates more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet 
basic human needs of having a place to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 

• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 
proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered indiyiduals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a 11Win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Name: 

Address: 



July 15' 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents and 
other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other public 
rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we may really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Most day centers close well before 9:00 pm, and there are not enough 
shelters, day centers, and other places that support and can accommodate us being there for 
extended periods of the day or night. 

And since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want unsheltered 
individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn•t allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors usually are a symptom of a mental health or other disability, 
• whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, or other 

disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate behaviors
disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance solves nothing, and 
ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify at the July 22nd City Council meeting. Yet we also need to eat, 
and the meeting is scheduled for the same timeframe that meals are served at Union Gospel Mission 
and Arches. And even without a schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings 
for an extended timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. 

Whether or not a sit/lie ordinance is implemented, it is crucial to enable equitable'input opportunities 
so that business owners AND unsheltered individuals and advocates have equity to weigh in with 
thoughts and possible solutions. 

Individuals who will be most impacted by sit/lie consequences have a right to participate in these 
conversations, and I hope that our community supports and enables equitable input opportunity. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it doesn't 
allow for equitable input; it creates more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet 
basic human needs of having a place to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 

• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 
proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Sincerely, 

Name: 

Address: 
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TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents and 
other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other public 
rights-of-way from 7:00am to 9:00pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we may really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Most day centers close well before 9:00 pm, and there are not enough 
shelters, day centers, and other places that support and can accommodate us being there for 
extended periods of the day or night. 

And since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want unsheltered 
individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn't allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors usually are a symptom of. a mental health or other disability, 
whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, or other 
disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate behaviors -
disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance solves nothing, and 
ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify at the July 22nd City Council meeting. Yet we also need to eat, 
and the meeting is scheduled for the same timeframe that meals are served at Union Gospel Mission 
and Arches. And even without a schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings 
for an extended timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. 

Whether or not a sit/lie ordinance is implemented, it is crucial to enable equitable input opportunities 
so that business owners AND unsheltered individuals and advocates have equity to weigh in with 
thoughts and possible solutions. 

Individuals who will be most impacted by sit/lie consequences have a right to participate in these 
conversations, and I hope that our community supports and enables equitable input opportunity. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it doesn't 
allow for equitable input; it creates more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet 
basic human needs of having a place to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 

• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocate!?, AND unsheltered individuals for any 
proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• _Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, £}~ 
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July 15' 2019 _ 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents and 
other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other public 
rights-of-way from 7:00am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. The points listed below 
convey why we are strongly opposed to the proposed ordinance: 

Expanded scope: The initial Downtown Homeless Solutions Task Force seemed to be formed 
specifically because downtown businesses were dealing with some unsheltered individuals sleeping in 
their doorways, sometimes behaving inappropriately, and sometimes being in the way of customers 
having easy access to and from the shops. To have the scope suddenly become city-wide is a surprise 
that goes beyond the work, conversations, and collaborations that were initially about downtown. A 
city-wide scope is entirely different, and would warrant adequate time and opportunity for extensive 
citizen engagement, especially including the individuals who are most likely to be negatively impacted 
by the proposed ordinance. 

For the initial concerns, there is common ground! In conversations with sheltered and unsheltered 
individuals, every person has conveyed that people should not block store entrances when businesses 
are open, and behaviors need to enable people to walk and shop freely. That common ground 
provides a basis for a collaborative approach to resolving situations that sometimes come up, and also 
aligns with the Downtown Homeless Solutions Task Force recommendation to develop a partnership 
between businesses & service providers. 

Collaboration is happening! And as a result, downtown Salem "Room Service" teams share coffee 
and smiles with unsheltered neighbors each morning, as they also encourage the individuals to go to 
day centers, and they share about services, supports, and other resources Additionally, some service 
providers are now main contacts for the occasional times when behaviors are not criminal, yet are not 
appropriate, so those situations can often be de-escalated and resolved without involving police. 
These steps address the initial concerns and scope of the Downtown Homeless Solutions Task 
Force, and other collaborative projects to offer more supports are in the planning or development 
stage. A sit/lie ordinance isn't necessary and undermines partnership development work. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, this sit/lie ordinance creates fewer 
places for people to be, and more punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered 
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Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors usually are a symptom of a mental health or other disability, 
whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, or other 
disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate behaviors -
disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance solves nothing, and 
ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify at· the July 22nd City Council meeting. Yet we also need to eat, 
and the meeting is scheduled for the same timeframe that meals are served at Union Gospel Mission 
and Arches. And even without a schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings 
for an extended timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. 

Whether or not a sit/lie ordinance is implemented, it is crucial to enable equitable input opportunities 
so that business owners AND unsheltered individuals and advocates have equity to weigh in with 
thoughts and possible solutions. 

Individuals who will be most impacted by sit/lie consequences have a right to participate in these 
conversations, and I hope that our community supports and enables equitable input opportunity. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it doesn't 
allow for equitable input; it creates more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet 
basic human needs of having a place to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 

• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 
proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a 11Win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Name: Cber\es V.. i?a:\t: ~S t; (/gJv vf/J 
Address: ::5!) \1 h>CV\lr {Zc) $ b ~ SelotM Q(L cf\1fu1... 
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TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Le~is 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents and 
other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other public 
rights-of-way from 7:00am to 9:00pm throughout the entire city of Salem. The points listed below 
convey why-we are strongly opposed to the proposed ordinance: 

Expanded scope: The initial Downtown Homeless Solutions Task Force seemed to be formed 
specifically because downtown businesses were dealing with some unsheltered individuals sleeping in 
their doorways, sometimes behaving inappropriately, and sometimes being in the way of customers 
having easy access to and from the shops. To have the scope suddenly become city-wide is a surprise 
that goes beyond the work, conversations, and collaborations that were initially about downtown. A 
city-wide scope is entirely different, and would warrant adequate time and opportunity for extensive 
citizen engagement, especially including the individuals who are most likely to be negatively impacted 
by the proposed ordinance. 

For the initial concerns, there is common ground! In conversations with sheltered and unsheltered 
individuals, every person has conveyed that people should not block store entrances when businesses 
are open, and behaviors need to enable people to walk and shop freely. That common ground 
provides a basis for a collaborative approach to resolving situations that sometimes come up, and also 
aligns with the Downtown Homeless Solutions Task Force recommendation to develop a partnership 
between businesses & service providers. 

Collaboration is happening! And as a result, downtown Salem "Room Service" teams share coffee 
and smiles with unsheltered neighbors each morning, as they also encourage the individuals to go to 
day centers, and they share about services, supports, and other resources Additionally, some service 
providers are now main contacts for the occasional times when behaviors are not criminal, yet are not 
appropriate, so those situations can often be de-escalated and resolved without involving police. 
These steps address the initial concerns and scope of the Downtown Homeless Solutions Task 
Force, and other collaborative projects to offer more supports are in the planning or development 
stage. A sit/lie ordinance isn't necessary and undermines partnership development work. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, this sit/lie ordinance creates fewer 
places for people to be, and more punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered 



individuals to develop basic stability that is often necessary for moving forward. That result is contra{y 
to enabling hope and progress that we all wish for. 

Basic human needs: Unsheltered neighbors consistently share that being homeless involves a LOT of 
walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job 
search meetings, service provider offices, etc. Walking everywhere is exhausting. People may really 
NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because it is riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic 
human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered neighbors simply for trying to 
meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. Unsheltered 
neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the streets. A sit/lie 
ordinance that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts unsheltered 
neighbors' lives at even higher risk. 

Disabilities: Sit/lie is often presented as another tool for law enforcement to deal with inappropriate 
behaviors, yet those behaviors are usually a symptom of a physical, mental health, or other disability 
(ie. PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, or other disabilities.) Even if 
unsheltered individuals did not have a disability initially, the stress of living in survival mode often 
causes anxiety, depression, PTSD, and trauma, so many people who are homeless experience a 
disability. 

In some cases, disability may result in some inappropriate behaviors. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing 
to reduce homelessness or those behaviors -disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. A sit/lie 
ordinance narrows the already limited options for where people can sleep or sit, and ends up 
discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Not enough places to be: Information about the proposed ordinance includes words about resources: 
"Over the past several years, due to the City Council's priority of addressing our community's 
homeless, a variety of options are available for food, shelter, storage, and other personal needs. 
Available services include Arches, Union Gospel Mission, Salvation Army, parks and city benches, or 
churches or social service agencies who allow such activity." 

Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, even then, there won't be 
enough beds to shelter all unsheltered individuals. And since this proposed ordinance extends beyond 
downtown, to all of Salem, where do we want unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 
9:00pm? 

Day center options fall way short of meeting the need. Salvation Army guests must leave after 
breakfast until dinner time; Arches' day center closes at 3:00pm; HOAP day center closes at 2:00pm. 
In the downtown area, and in the ordinance's expanded city-wide scope, the 7:00am to 9:00pm ban 
leaves many people with nowhere to·go, and many individuals experience disabilities where getting 
from one place to another is a significant challenge or impossibility. 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and does 
not allow for reasonable, compassionate existence for many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered neighbors are conveying concerns about the 
proposed sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet many also convey that 
they need to eat1 and a 6:00pm City Council meeting is the same timeframe that meals are served at 
Union Gospel Mission and Arches. Yet even without a schedule conflict/ it is too risky to leave their 
belongings for an extended time to attend the City Council meeting. 

Whether or not a sit/lie ordinance is implemented/ it is crucial to enable due process of equitable 
input opportunities for citizen engagement so that business owners AND unsheltered neighbors and 
advocates have equity to weigh in with their thoughts and possible solutions. 

Individuals who will be most impacted by sit/lie consequences have a right to participate in these 
conversations/ and as a community we have a responsibility to enable equitable input opportunity. 

A sit/lie ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors; it significantly reduces safety and dignity; 
it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it doesn1t allow for 
equitable input; it creates more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic 
human needs of having a place to exist1 sleep/ and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance/ what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 

• Proactively sought input from businesses/ advocates1 AND unsheltered neighbors for any 
proposed ordinances/ to enable equitable input opportunity and creative/ collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal1 dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be1 being able to sleep1 availability of legal 
appropriate rest rooms1 locker space for safe storage of some belongings/ and shelter from the 
elements. Wouldn 1t that be a "win 11 for all Salem residents? What might that look like? How 
could we create that more positive future instead of discriminating against people with 
disabilities/ and criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely/~~ 

~ . -"'? 
Name: J:::-e; r I Vv, I £.- )- J: V 

( 

Address: Lf rS? ~ -[ h r uS b 
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.. ·~ July 15' 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents and 
other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other public 
rights-of-way from 7:00am to 9:00pm throughout the entire city of Salem. The points listed below 
convey why we are strongly opposed to the proposed ordinance: 

Expanded scope: The initial Downtown Homeless Solutions Task Force seemed to be formed 
specifically because downtown businesses were dealing with some unsheltered individuals sleeping in 
their doorways, sometimes behaving inappropriately, and sometimes being in the way of customers 
having easy access to and from the shops. To have the scope suddenly become city-wide is a surprise 
that goes beyond the work, conversations, and collaborations that were initially about downtown. A 
city-wide scope is entirely different, and would warrant adequate time and opportunity for extensive 
citizen engagement, especially including the individuals who are most likely to be negatively impacted 
by the proposed ordinance. 

For the initial concerns, there is common ground! In conversations with sheltered and unsheltered 
individuals, every person has conveyed that people should not block store entrances when businesses 
are open, and behaviors need to enable people to walk and shop freely. That common ground 
provides a basis for a collaborative approach to resolving situations that sometimes come up, and also 
aligns with the Downtown Homeless Solutions Task Force recommendation to develop a partnership 
between businesses & service providers. 

Collaboration is happening! And as a result, downtown Salem 11Room Service~~ teams share coffee 
and smiles with unsheltered neighbors each morning, as they also encourage the individuals to go to 
day centers, and they share about services, supports, and other resources Additionally, some service 
providers are now main contacts for the occasional times when behaviors are not criminal, yet are not 
appropriate, so those situations can often be de-escalated and resolved without involving police. 
These steps address the initial concerns and scope of the Downtown Homeless Solutions Task 
Force, and other collaborative projects to offer more supports are in the planning or development 
stage. A sit/lie ordinance isn't necessary and undermines partnership development work. 

' 
Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, this sit/lie ordinance creates fewer 
places for people to be, and more punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered 



' 
individuals to develop basic stability that is often necessary for moving forward. That result is contrary'~ 
to enabling hope and progress that we all wish for. 

Basic human needs: Unsheltered neighbors consistently share that being homeless involves a LOT of 
walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job 
search meetings, service provider offices, etc. Walking everywhere is exhausting. People may really 
NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because it is riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic 
human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered neighbors simply for trying to 
meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. Unsheltered 
neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the streets. A sit/lie 
ordinance that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts unsheltered 
neighbors' lives at even higher risk. 

Disabilities: Sit/lie is often presented as another tool for law enforcement to deal with inappropriate 
behaviors, yet those behaviors are usually a symptom of a physical, mental health, or other disability 
(ie. PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, or other disabilities.} Even if 
unsheltered individuals did not have a disability initially, the stress of living in survival mode often 
causes anxiety, depression, PTSD, and trauma, so many people who are homeless experience a 
disability. 

In some cases, disability may result in some inappropriate behaviors. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing 
to reduce homelessness or those behaviors- disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. A sit/lie 
ordinance narrows the already limited options for where people can sleep or sit, and ends up 
discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Not enough places to be: Information about the proposed ordinance includes words about resources: 
"Over the past several years, due to the City Council's priority of addressing our community's 
homeless, a variety of options are available for food, shelter, storage, and other personal needs. 
Available services include Arches, Union Gospel Mission, Salvation Army, parks and city benches, or 
churches or social service agencies who allow such activity." 

Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, even then, there won't be 
enough beds to shelter all unsheltered individuals. And since this proposed ordinance extends beyond 
downtown, to all of Salem, where do we want unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 
9:00pm? 

Day center options fall way short of meeting the need. Salvation Army guests must leave after 
breakfast until dinner time; Arches' day center closes at 3:00pm; HOAP day center closes at 2:00pm. 
In the downtown area, and in the ordinance's expanded city-wide scope, the 7:00am to 9:00pm ban 
leaves many people with nowhere to go, and many individuals experience disabilities where getting 
from one place to another is a significant challenge or impossibility. 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and does 
not allow for reasonable, compassionate existence for many people who have no hofTle. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



...... 

if.ln~quitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered neighbors are conveying concerns about the 
proposed sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet many also convey that 
they need to eat, and a 6:00 pm City Council meeting is the same timeframe that meals are served at 
Union Gospel Mission and Arches. Yet even without a schedule conflict, it is too risky to leave their 
belongings for an extended time to attend the City Council meeting. 

Whether or not a sit/lie ordinance is implemented, it is crucial to enable due process of equitable 
input opportunities for citizen engagement so that business owners AND unsheltered neighbors and 
advocates have equity to weigh in with their thoughts and possible solutions. 

Individuals who will be most impacted by sit/lie consequences have a right to participate in these 
conversations, and as a community we have a responsibility to enable equitable input opportunity. 

A sit/lie ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors; it significantly reduces safety and dignity; 
it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it doesn't allow for 
equitable input; it creates more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic 
human needs of having a place to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 

• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered neighbors for any 
proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal 
appropriate rest rooms, locker space for safe storage of some belongings, and shelter from the 
elements. Wouldn't that be a "win" for all Salem residents? What might that look like? How 
could we create that more positive future instead of discriminating against people with 
disabilities, and criminalizing being homeless? 

::::::e::."::t=native~ 

Name: ~ hA -x at111 r ff 
Address: i:/our: Jb1LrJ.~A Ja. Ale 





July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes people really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are 
closed on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon 
after breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where would unsheltered 
individuals go between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn't allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. · 



Disabilities: . :appropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, ·.vf· .:ther that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disc :ilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessn~ss or inappropriate 
behaviors- f·:=aith or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothir :;, <md ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

lncquitab:e. ;pc:t opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
siL; iie md: 1;, cc anri would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet City Council meetings are often at 
6:CO pm - th •. si:lme timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule cor: :ict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 
tir;:eframe tc Jti:enc! the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 
m ··~t ;n1 "~ct ·J !;y s:t"/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Sl .. Hi,::,. ; . : ;:•or:.Jsed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
cc ,se:c.;ul:ilC( l,. irr,;J!ement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 

di,'.niLv; iL dis ,·ir. 1inates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
m· re ch: :!er e ;me ~jardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
tc :.:. ' ~c ;. ;d : :we shelter from the elements. 

/>.. . 1 , · s :;a c. of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• · ·-:-oL· l'' ~d :· 1rther collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues . 

Si · ·· 

Print, 

Com1 

. ) · ac /C ·V s ·ught input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 
·~ lp( :.~r: orr inances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 

·0 

sh · rt and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
·1r: •si · human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 

· '"' , ·1t: isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

·;si ·· he 1lternatives. 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director~ Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes people really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet' that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human n~ed. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are 
closed on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon 
after breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where would unsheltered 
individuals go between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn't allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet City Council meetings are often at 
6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 
timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 
most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Signature: 

Comments: 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk. and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes people really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are 
closed on weekends {and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon 
after breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where would unsheltered 
individuals go between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn't allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 
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Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet City Council meetings are often at 
6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 
timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 
most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

PrintedName: J<'Athl-tV\.L L tJea.l 

Signature: ~ f.1iR_aJ._, 

Address: 4 (Jl/0 ~ f. cJ :5 E-tf-3'15 t:tRu., 

Comments: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we may really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Most day centers close well before 9:00pm, and there are not enough 
shelters, day centers, and other places that support and can accommodate us being there for 
extended periods of the day or night. 

And since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want unsheltered 
individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn•t allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 

Where do you live? __ (1_8_~_/0;_;-o;..._·fl.&j_fVY__,_ ....... )_'"~_· t\S_t~~S::......;..t\""-L.u.;:;..;.· ·__,'IL-;t O;;_~_---_q...L..,;1:....::;:3;,_D....L.j ______ _ 

Comments/details about how the proposed ordinance would affect you and/or people you know: 



July 2019 

TO: 
,. Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
•· City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad:Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance th.at would ban tents _ 
and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way ftom 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered indiviquals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police alre·ady can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences m~y be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARD.ER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

_Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we may really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night.-Sieep is a basic human rieed, and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic hi..! man need. 

People also need some· shelter from the elements as another basic human nee·d. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in seriOlJS 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Most day centers close well before 9:00 pm, and there are not enough 
shelters, day centers, and other places that support and can accommodate us being there for 
extended periods of the day or night. 

And since this proposed 'ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want unsheltered 
individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn't a !low for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no horne. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existente, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with. disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: ·Many of us have concerns. about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm-: the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. And even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our bel.ongings. for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be mosfimpacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet 'we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals. for any 

proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term·options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human ne.eds of having a place to be, being able to sleep, and have shelter from 
the elements. Isn't that a "win" for all Salem residents? And what might that look like? 

Please consider th'e alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: . . ·~ v.) ~ 
~heredoyoul~e? ~-~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~-
Comments/details about how th~ proposed ordinance would a'ffect you and/or people you know:, 
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\ July 15' 2019 . 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents and 
other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other public 
rights-of-way from 7:00am to 9:00pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors happen. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we may really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, 
hugely because it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie 
ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. A sit/lie ordinance 
that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts our lives in serious 
jeopardy. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Most day centers close well before 9:00 pm, and there are not enough 
shelters, day centers, and other places that support and can accommodate us being there for 
extended periods of the day or night. 

And since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want unsheltered 
individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and 
doesn•t allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 
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individuals to develop basic stability that is often necessary for moving forward. That result is contrary 
to enabling hope and progress that we all wish for. 

Basic human needs: Unsheltered neighbors consistently share that being homeless involves a LOT of 
walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job 
search meetings, service provider offices, etc. Walking everywhere is exhausting. People may really 
NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because it is riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic 
human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up targeting unsheltered neighbors simply for trying to 
meet that basic human need. 

People also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. Unsheltered 
neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the streets. A sit/lie 
ordinance that bans tents and protective structures at any time of day is cruel and puts unsheltered 
neighbors' lives at even higher risk. 

Disabilities: Sit/lie is often presented as another tool for law enforcement to deal with inappropriate 
behaviors, yet those behaviors are usually a symptom of a physical, mental health, or other disability 
(ie. PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, or other disabilities.) Even if 
unsheltered individuals did not have a disability initially, the stress of living in survival mode often 
causes anxiety, depression, PTSD, and trauma, so many people who are homeless experience a 
disability. 

In some cases, disability may result in some inappropriate behaviors .. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing 
to reduce homelessness or those behaviors- disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. A sit/lie 
ordinance narrows the already limited options for where people can sleep or sit, and ends up 
discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Not enough places to be: Information about the proposed ordinance includes words about resources: 
''Over the past several years, due to the City Council's priority of addressing our community's 
homeless, a variety of options are available fQr food, shelter, storage, and other personal needs. 
Available services include Arches, Union Gospel Mission, Salvation Army, parks and city benches, or 
churches or social service agencies who allow such activity." 

Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, even then, there won't be 
enough beds to shelter all unsheltered individuals. And since this proposed ordinance extends beyond 
downtown, to all of Salem, where do we want unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00 am and 
~:00 pm? 

Day center options fall way short of meeting the need. Salvation Army guests must leave after 
breakfast until dinner time; Arches' day center closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP day center closes at 2:00 pm. 
In the downtown area, and in the ordinance's expanded city-wide scope, the 7:00 am to 9:00 pm ban 
leaves many people with nowhere to go, and many individuals experience disabilities where getting 
from one place to another is a significant challenge or impossibility. 

The proposed sit/lie ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and does 
not allow for reasonable, compassionate existence for many people who have no home. It isn't 
acceptable to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed 
ordinance. 



~ ~ lne.quitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered neighbors are conveying concerns about the 
proposed sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet many also convey that 
they need to eat, and a 6:00 pm City Council meeting is the same timeframe that meals are served at 
Union Gospel Mission and Arches. Yet even without a schedule conflict, it is too risky to leave their 
belongings for an extended time to attend the City Council meeting. 

Whether or not a sit/lie ordinance is implemented, it is crucial to enable due process of equitable 
input opportunities for citizen engagement so that business owners AND unsheltered neighbors and 
advocates have equity to weigh in with their thoughts and possible solutions. 

Individuals who will be most impacted by sit/lie consequences have a right to participate in these 
conversations, and as a community we have a responsibility to enable equitable input opportunity. 

A sit/lie ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors; it significantly reduces safety and dignity; 
it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it doesn't allow for 
equitable input; it creates more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic 
human needs of having a place to exist, sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternative: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encouraged further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 

• Proactively sought input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered neighbors for any 
proposed ordinances, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative 
options. 

• Identified short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 
to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal 
appropriate rest rooms, locker space for safe storage of some belongings, and shelter from the 
elements. Wouldn't that be a "win" for all Salem residents? What might that look like? How 
could we create that more positive future instead of discriminating against people with 
disabilities, and criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, ~ {JJ~ 

Name: _S...:::...~M~(J:~,:,~-j]{~. ~W~et;;,J..l( to......:::ll~/C~.....--. ___________ _ 

Address:~~~~~~-~~~~· ~~~~ ~~~~;~~~~~~~~~~/ ~~~~~2~~~~~~ 
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July 2019 

TO: 
• Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
• City Manager, Steve Powers 
• Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
• Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
• City Council members: Cai"a Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 

Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 
inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 
people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion,· before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Bas}c)fu n nee : Bei g omel involv a LOT a I king- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 

, shftt(r,~, m ic pp.O'Jnt ent~o pre . r ionj'.ob earch etings, vice. p ider ice etc. 
:W,~~~ipg ev r r 1s e ha ttin1 . So et1 es e r ally fE to sle l even .n e d m , cayse 
i/s ri.~kier sc r'er to I epa ni t. Slee ·sa sic uma nee , a d a · /li inance en ..tip 
ta g(eting unshel ered individuals simply for tryin 

Many. people have no choice but to sleep outside- there are not enough shelter:·;beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 
The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel -it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress and 
mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where you can go; it will lead to physical health 
problems! safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after ~eing forced to move into 
unsafe areas. It puts our lives at higher risk. 

NoWhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
of us, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00 pm; HOAP closes at 2:00 pm ana both are closed 
on weekends {and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do you want 
unsheltered individuals to BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 

The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn•t 
allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 



Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 
or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 
behaviors -health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 
solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many of us have concerns about the proposed sit/lie ordinance and 
would like to attend and possibly testify. Yet we also need to eat, and City Council meetings are often 
at 6:00pm- the same timeframe that meals are served at UGM and Arches. Yet even without a 
schedule conflict, it is too risky for many of us to leave our belongings for an extended timeframe to 
attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be most impacted 
by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses, advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for legal, dignified ways to meet basic human needs of 

having a place to be, being able to sleep, availability of legal appropriate rest rooms, and 
shelter from the elements. How could we create that more positive future instead of 
criminalizing being homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 

Printed Name: 

Signature: 



July 2019 

TO: 
• 
• 
• 
• 
• 

Mayor, Chuck Bennett 
City Manager, Steve Powers 

Urban Development Director, Kristin Retherford 
Salem Police Chief, Jerry Moore 
City Council members: Cara Kaser, Tom Andersen, Brad Nanke, Jackie Leung, Matt Ausec, 
Chris Hoy, Sally Cook, Jim Lewis 

This letter is to convey strong opposition to the proposed sit/lie ordinance that would ban tents 

and other structures from sidewalks at all hours, and ban sleeping or laying on sidewalks and other 
public rights-of-way from 7:00 am to 9:00 pm throughout the entire city of Salem. 

Common ground: Businesses need to be easily and safely accessible for their customers to walk and 
shop freely. That common ground provides a basis for collaboration about what to do when 

inappropriate behaviors occur. 

Consequences ALREADY exist: In general, unsheltered individuals who stay in downtown areas are 

people who are more vulnerable for theft and violence, so they opt for places that are more public 
and well-lit so they might be safer. Police already can act when there are inappropriate behaviors, so 
the means for consequences already exists. 

Even with the intent for a sit/lie ordinance to focus first on warning, resource-sharing, and then 
exclusion, before further consequences may be implemented, a sit/lie ordinance creates more 
punitive consequences that will make it HARDER for unsheltered individuals to develop basic stability 
that is often necessary for moving forward. 

Basic human needs: Being homeless involves a LOT of walking- to get to meals, showers, day centers, 
shelters, medical appointments, job preparation/job search meetings, service provider offices, etc. 
Walking everywhere is exhausting. Sometimes we really NEED to sleep, even in the daytime, because 
it's riskier and scarier to sleep at night. Sleep is a basic human need, and a sit/lie ordinance ends up 
targeting unsheltered individuals simply for trying to meet that basic human need. 

Many people have no choice but to sleep outside -there are not enough shelter beds for the people 
who need them, and people also need some shelter from the elements as another basic human need. 

Unsheltered neighbors' lives are already at higher risk, with more likelihood of dying young on the 
streets The proposed sit/lie ordinance is cruel- it will result in a lot of sleep deprivation, more stress 
and mental health struggles from constantly not knowing where they can go; it will lead to physical 
health problems, safety risks, and more people being raped and assaulted after being forced to move 
into unsafe areas. It puts their lives at even higher risk. 

Nowhere to go: Although more shelters and beds will be available in the long term future, for many 
people, there is no place to be. Arches closes at 3:00pm; HOAP closes at 2:00pm and both are closed 
on weekends (and some HOAP hours are women only); Salvation Army has guests leave soon after 
breakfast until dinner time. Most parks close in the evening, and parks are only a viable option in 
good weather. Since this proposed ordinance would apply to all of Salem, where do we want 

unsheltered individuals BE between 7:00am and 9:00pm? 



The proposed ordinance disables access to some basic human needs, reduces dignity, and doesn't 

allow for reasonable, compassionate existence of many people who have no home. It isn't acceptable 
to criminalize existence, even if that is a result, and not an intent of the proposed ordinance. 

Disabilities: Inappropriate behaviors often are a symptom of a health, mental health, or other 
disability, whether that disability is PTSD, trauma, addiction, anxiety, depression, cognitive, physical, 

or other disabilities. A sit/lie ordinance does nothing to reduce homelessness or inappropriate 

behaviors- health or disabilities cannot be cured via any ordinance. The proposed sit/lie ordinance 

solves nothing, and ends up discriminating against many people with disabilities. 

Inequitable input opportunity: Many unsheltered individuals have concerns about the proposed 
sit/lie ordinance and would like to attend and possibly testify at the City Council meeting, yet the 

usual 6:00pm timeframe is a time conflict with dinner served at UGM and Arches. Even without a 

schedule conflict, it is too risky for many individuals to leave their belongings for an extended 

timeframe to attend the City Council meeting. There needs to be a way for Individuals who will be 

most impacted by sit/lie consequences to safely participate in these conversations. 

Summary: The proposed ordinance cannot resolve inappropriate behaviors, yet we already have 
consequences to implement as needed. The proposed ordinance significantly reduces safety and 
dignity; it discriminates against people with disabilities; it criminalizes aspects of existence; it creates 
more challenge and hardship for unsheltered individuals to meet basic human needs of having a place 
to exis( sleep, and have shelter from the elements. 

Alternatives: Instead of the proposed sit/lie ordinance, what if the city: 

• Encourages further collaboration to resolve occasional inappropriate behavior issues. 
• Proactively seeks input from businesses,~advocates, AND unsheltered individuals for the 

proposed ordinance, to enable equitable input opportunity and creative, collaborative options. 
• Identifies short and long term options for unsheltered individuals to have legal, dignified ways 

to meet basic human needs of having a place to be, being able to sleep, have legal appropriate 
rest rooms available, and shelter from the elements. Could that be a win for all Salem 
residents? How could we create that more positive future instead of criminalizing being 
homeless? 

Please consider the alternatives. 

Sincerely, 
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Amy Johnson

From: noreply@cityofsalem.net on behalf of kalinyancy@gmail.com
Sent: Monday, November 25, 2019 4:34 AM
To: citycouncil
Subject: Contact City Council
Attachments: ATT00001.bin

Your 
Name 

Kalin Yancy 

Your 
Email 

kalinyancy@gmail.com 

Your 
Phone 

9712408326 

Street  3262 Randel Ct SE 

City  Salem 

State  OR 

Zip  97302 

Message 

RE: Sidewalk & Public Spaces Ordinance As a lifelong resident of Salem who enjoys the privilege of having a 
home, I protest this ordinance in the strongest terms. Sweeping the issue of homelessness under the rug is 
not a solution. Making life even harder for homeless people in order to make privileged people feel "safer" 
and "welcomed" is an unacceptable and morally bankrupt trade. If businesses and business organizations 
want to address the problems they see with the visible presence of homeless people in their vicinities, they 
should be left no option but to address the real issues of homelessness through immediate and substantial 
cooperation with advocacy groups. 

 
This email was generated by the dynamic web forms contact us form on 11/25/2019. 
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