
>>KATT CADIEUX: Welcome back to everyone. Also known as prince George BC. We 
will be coming back to our discussion and QA for our spaces of oppression and 
strategies for fighting back. Before we get started, I just want to go over a few 
housekeeping points. We are recording all these sessions. They will be able online 
for free. There is a live captioning for all panels and keynote. You will find a link for 
the captioning link as well as the caption icon on the right side of your video player 
screen.  
The live captioning will open on a separate web page where you can modify text 
size, color  
and background to fit your needs. We all have virtual peer support site from open 
heard collaborative from Lenae and Jessy. You're welcome to join them at any time. 
This can be a bit triggering topic. We do welcome your input as we discuss things 
today and your stories,  
ideas and questions. On the right section of your window, you'll see tabs for session 
QA, polls, chat and community. The chat tab is there for you to communicate with 
other participants and it's open to engaging with all conference participants and we 
will do our best to keep up on the QA. So, first we have a question, how do we put 
pressure on bylaws to support the work on anti-oppression in order to create some 
real change in their communities. If anybody wants to jump in on that.  
 
>>AMELIA MERRICK: It stands for business improvement. In prince George, we have 
to /TWO* essential. We have a chamber of commerce and a number of small 
businesses come together and lobby and advocate for resources interestingly, our 
chamber of commerce is led by a guy named Todd. One of his messages has been 
northern health. BC northern health. We need to have better wrap around care and 
mental health services. We  
know when people are looking for services in prince George, they're put on a 
waiting list for two or 3 weeks.  
One of our essentially bylaws is doing good work to advocate for long term systems 
and solutions. On the other hand, we have another bylaws called the gate way 
bylaws who have  
been, I believe, supportive of looking at more hostile architecture, conducted 
surveys, I'm in school right now so I'm a little bit of a geek around research. They're 
really looking for some hostile questions that further separate people and force us 



or encourage us to see who belongs and who doesn't belong. So certainly, I think 
that not all bylaws are the same, not all businesses are the same.  
They are try be part of solutions and long term change. How do we put pressure on 
bylaws to support the work of -- in order to support the work of anti-oppression to 
create real change in their communities. I feel like a part of it is about the 
humanizing aspect is building the human relationship, helping people to see 
Melanie and Darlene and Patrick as real people other than a nuisance who poop in 
the front stoop because there's no toilets  
/RAEUBL and one of the things we have been trying to do here in prince George is 
help us accept this is a complex problem. We're calling it a systemic. Reframing it 
away from, you are being super juvenile when you oversimplify this. Most -- there's 
an oversimplification of what is happening and we are TRYING TO say, no, this is 
complex. Let's look at all of these aspects.  
 
>>KATT CADIEUX: Thanks. Another question we have for everyone. Please jump in 
we have idea of the scope of harm that's been done to people needing affordable 
medicine with the raid of blue door last week.  
 
>>DAVE HAMM: Yeah, this is Dave. We had a meeting Vandu with the newly formed 
drug group that we initiated here. And we're asking about the impact on that 
closure. The word is that they're probably going to be back up again hopefully. But 
in the meantime, we  
explored alternatives and there is other ways for people to do that. One of our 
members Howard is highly involved with people down here that are making 
donations of these  
edibles and marijuana drops, all this things that people are needing to medicate, to 
help improve their health and so they're hopefully won't be too much of a lag or 
people  
not being able to access this stuff that's working for them. Because for the 2 years 
we had the two times a week, we had a give away done with our friend, what's his 
name again?  
Do you remember. The guys name, the weed guy that was here giving out the stuff. 
The 2 days a week. Neil. Any ways, yes, they actually started doing data and they 
showed it was supposedly helping people with their OPIATE condition and having 
their symptoms of  



withdrawal helped. So, debilitating in that and help them FUNCTION a bit better. 
Out of that, people said that actually, they got over their addiction. They didn't need 
to go get methadone. They use it as a replacement program actually with the weed 
for the  
opiates. They got to that point.  
There's many stories of that happening. Initially it went meant to be another tool to 
help people go through their situation and it turned into being replacement 
program for some people. We're trying to get how people use it that way still get 
access to it now. I hope that answers some questions.  
 
>>KATT CADIEUX: I think I missed your hand. Did you want to make a comment as 
well on the question prior and how we put pressure on the bylaws to support the 
work in anti-oppression in order to create some real change in the communities. 
 
>>DAVE HAMM: Yeah, I just thought that the idea of continually putting -- (audio cut 
out). 
 
>>KATT CADIEUX: I think we lost you. I don't know if you're having technical 
difficulties but  
you're frozen on my end. I will go back to you Dave. I will go back to that question 
so that you can make a comment and your comments on that as well. In the 
meantime, I will go to another question. Can we for everyone who is being able to 
answer, can we get our  
bylaw officers on board as alleys to put their focus from enforcement. I know this 
question. Somebody want to jump in.  
 
>>AMELIA MERRICK: I'm going to let Fiona go first. I think she's the rangers. 
 
>>KATT CADIEUX: You're muted Fiona.  
 
>>FIONA YORK: My first answer is no, but it's a little more nuance. It's so much 
about  
enforcement. It's the purpose of their job. They're fix /KHAEUTed in this idea. It's all 
about enforcement. I will say that there was one particular ranger who was actually 
somebody (indiscernible) park and there was a very short term tent city on the 



(indiscernible) park.  
He was the ranger that gave me my barring notice. I was barred for 6 months 
because I was taking a box of blankets. One of the rangers -- I ended up getting 
barred for 6 months from the park.  
This is another whole other topic. But the ranger at that time, when he was serving 
me the notice, I kept saying, why are you doing this? This is not the way to be going 
about this. He  
quit his job and moved to Victoria. Maybe they can be influenced or changed. 
Maybe there's a way to speak to people or communicate on a human level and ask 
why they're doing this. But I just think it's so (indiscernible) to the nature that it's 
difficult to do that. Another way that we're involved in tent city, the ones that were 
enforcing against RVs which is another form of encampment that was on the edges 
of (indiscernible) park.  
This was enforced by the city bylaw officers. Nearly about poverty because RVs that  
were not ensured and were not actually functioning were the ones that were not 
allowed to be on the side street where they had been for decades. They could not 
be there. Just another form of housing people were accessing was being taken 
away. I find it from those on going -- such a on standing situation and so many 
levels, I see it hard to change and it's really just built into the whole system and 
whole structure.  
 
>>AMELIA MERRICK: I might add a little bit to that. Just this week, a group of us did 
research on impacts of our stay street bylaw. There's a couple of things that 
surprised me. I was taking the data sheets and inputting them in my computer. 
There was one dude,  
Chris, no, they don't affect me. I feel safe. They didn't impact his belongings. But 
everything else, they ever fine. They had a relationship with bylaw and so, because 
he had a relationship, what he could do, what he couldn't do. He got blankets more 
often and resources more often. That tells me bylaw are human. They are human 
people. But they stick on, we got this big black swat team outfits and it changes 
something for them. So,  
I'm deeply concerned -- we got this defund the police movement that's really strong 
in Ontario. And now we're seeing more money come to bylaw. They have local 
jurisdiction. They can bully locally without that GOVERNANCE structure.  
A lot of our bylaws are former police. They have been trained by the police. It's 



huge. I think it's $2.4 million. We have 36 bylaws. I think we have way too many of 
them. I think every bylaw needs to be trained in antitrauma training. Every bylaw 
needs to be trained in reconciliation. I think they should be wearing pink T-shirts 
because I'm a white girl  
who's entitled and I feel threatened when I come across someone who's in this big 
swat team uniform. I start to panic a bit. But I've always been given power. What 
about somebody who doesn't have power. We need to radically change the way 
they look and then I might to say, we can be Al lies, I agree with Fiona, it's far more 
difficult to make them allies.  
>>FIONA YORK: They just wanted to say a word about how they feel about rangers 
coming into the camp and rangers are the bylaw officers of the park. I got Clint here 
and Shalene who will waive. Comment on how it makes them feel and speak to 
people in tent city.  
>> It all seems fraudulent regardless. It all seems like a harassment and just I guess 
checking all these (indiscernible) back to court and try to get another injunction to 
kick us out of here again. It's all smoke and mirrors. They don't care about our well 
being. They're doing checks. Can they actually find (indiscernible). Do they go in and 
see if anyone is dead  
or over dosing. I don't know. I just, they treat us better but it's still daily harassment 
in my opinion.  
 
>> I agree with that. I feel like they're over stepping their boundaries and they have 
no privacy and this is supposed to be like where I live and where I can have a little 
bit of a home, right, with my partner and with them harassing us every day like that, 
it doesn't feel like a home.  
 
>>KATT CADIEUX: Thank you. I just want to -- going back to focusing on the question 
about  
possible allies with officers, do you guys feel that if by chance bylaw officers were 
open to sitting down with people with the experience or generational survivors and 
heard the impacts and the stories and educated them a bit on the harms done that 
it might make a difference?  
>> Pardon my language, shit goes downhill. The ranges (indiscernible) like 
everybody else. You understand that part. They're taking orders. And they got to 
survive and have family to take care of. You understand that. So it can make a 



difference if we can sit down and have that communication. It's what the people 
(indiscernible) -- they're the ones that need to  
be set straight.  
 
>>KATT CADIEUX: Does anybody else have any comments on that question or 
should I move on to another one? I have a question here, considering arbutus 
ridge, it's one of the first gated communities in Canada, criminalization and 
individuals living in poverty.  
 
>> That's tough. But after right now, I mean, no, I don't think there's anything wrong 
with  
someone living in a gated community. They need need security and well being like 
everybody else. Stigmatize that community against houses -- I don't see having a  
community. I think it's individual, right. I'm sleeping in one myself.  
 
>>KATT CADIEUX: Thank you.  
 
>>AMELIA MERRICK: Can I speak to that.  
 
>> I was just saying commenting on that, if they have a gated community, why can't 
we have that here as well because this is a community. I have blood family but the 
people here in this community have meant so much to me and have treated me like 
family here. I don't  
know. I don't understand why we don't -- why this isn't considered a community 
with the bylaw officers come in here every day, right. I don't know.  
 
>>KATT CADIEUX: I really appreciate that. That's really important.  
 
>> It is your community, that's right.  
 
>>KATT CADIEUX: Go ahead Amelia.  
 
>>AMELIA MERRICK: I want to add a comment on how subtle it is for our cities to 
create stigma so, for instance, we got this flash new Facebook page in our city, the 
City of prince George Facebook page and just released a press release that said, 
people are stealing  



the plaques on park benches. They're sealing it so they can take it to the scrap yard. 
Do you really think the people who are stealing the stuff on the park benches are 
on our Facebook page? No, they're not on your Facebook page. Why are you telling 
people about it to create this barrier and creating suspicious across people. I think 
the ways that stigma is form /EPBTed, there's so many subtle ways it is happening 
and just like the language that our cities are using to describe people who belong 
and don't belong and what they're choosing to make it public, there's so much 
subtlety in how they're forming unnecessary stigma.  
 
>>KATT CADIEUX: I really like, having -- I see cages, cages people out, but absolutely, 
why not put a fence up so they can feel a sense of privacy or safety. This is our 
space too. We have our own fences when we have a home.  
 
>> We had a fence and it got taken down. It gave us our own space and I think even 
public like that. (Indiscernible) separated us and give us our space and their space. 
But now there seems to be a lit bit of clashing. It's yeah, I'd be happy to get our 
fence back.  
 
>>KATT CADIEUX: Are we good to move on? Has anyone had any success or 
experience approaching issues with bylaw from the perspective of the office of the 
Ombudsmen person? 
  
>> Can you repeat that question again.  
 
>>KATT CADIEUX: Has anyone had access -- not access, has anyone had any success 
or experience approaching issues with bylaw from the perspective of the office of 
the Ombudsmen person?  
 
>> Actually no I haven't had because I don't know who that person would be that 
you approach. So I don't know of anything else, I haven't. But I find out who that 
person was, I would be happy to approach them.  
 
>>FIONA YORK: We did go to the human rights commission and BC civil liberties, 
particularly of the south park to let them know about the enforcement and  
bylaw was taking place. Let them know and alert them about the ways it was done 



in a discriminatory way. BCC did weigh in on crowd park and in terms of people 
have access to crowd park and in terms of the barring, the access restriction 
because it seems so, it's not based on any law we can see. It seems arbitrary and 
very subjective. The entire history of bar has only been implemented against 
people who is connected to tent city. It seems like a tactic that specifically used 
around tent city people who are connected and access to them, for  
them, one of the recent issues that we have been talking about is around privacy of 
information.  
So, with the rangers and other outreach workers, we've noticed that they have a 
tactic of calling peoples names very loudly and creating a map, an online app where 
they're mapping the locations of tents this the park and the names associated with 
them and they don't know what they're doing with that information. But clearly, 
there is a privacy issue with that. So we're looking to address that privacy issue and 
I know this is something that also has been experienced in prince George. But we 
are suspicious is it's being shared across different agencies. One of our residence 
was leaving the park and got arrested and the arresting officers said that they  
knew had his name.  
Addressed him by name and said they knew he had been in the park for 90 days. It 
seems like the only way they have access is shared by the rangers that are mapping 
his location. It's a real privacy issues and it crosses the agencies, human rights, 
discrimination, privacy issues, civil liberty; all of these issues are being addressed.  
>> Josh and John made suspicious.  
 
>>KATT CADIEUX: Sorry. I thought she was making a comment. I'm just going to 
throw out there, we see a lot of, people are hanging out around businesses and 
stuff too, next thing we know there's cages set up so they cannot go in cubbies or 
doorways to get shelter throughout the night. I wanted to make that point as  
well. Amelia, did you want to make a comment on that question at all? If we are 
good to move forward, there is another one. Has anyone -- wait. Addressing issues -
- this is for Fiona, addressing issues carry, how did you access the public space, 
what have you done to address the issue with access to the public spaces? And can 
you tell us about the court case.  
 
 
 



>>FIONA YORK: Actually -- I don't know much about the court case as I should 
know. (Indiscernible). I'm not sure -- other than making a decision and having more 
than that, I don't know (indiscernible).  
 
>>FIONA YORK: Clint was one of our affiant in the court case and assisted with the 
decision. We basically challenged -- we knew the park was going to try to seek an 
injunction but they also had past the two orders about people sheltering in the 
park. So before they got ahead with the with applying for injunction, we actually 
filed a petition against the order to set aside those two orders because we said 
there were discriminatory and made it impossible for people to be in public space 
and shelter in the park and had an impact on vulnerable people. So we filed that 
petition in court and then the park board, when they responded, they also filed for 
an injunction. We ended up with two court cases. We bought time and full fledge 
hearing. Took a little bit more time and we did lawyer spoke to a lot of  
people that were sheltering in the park including Clint who is here. He did assign 
affidavit about what it MEANT to him to stay in the park and seek shelter and with 
the community, how he found safety being in the park.  
Basically impact statement of what it meant to him and while he might want to 
have housing, why he needed to be able to stay in the park and (indiscernible) was 
possible and it was suitable housing, not something that was uninhabitable so they 
sued him so when the decision came down, all of those things were referenced that 
there's a community here in the park that people need to have access to suitable 
spaces, not just the number of shelter beds or mats or temporary spaces that are 
available but suitable spaces that are dignified.  
They need to be able to stay in the park in the daytime rather than taking tear tent 
down and having them seized and taken. Not being able to go appointment: All of 
that was challenged and the Clint did the organizing to tell their stories and tell 
what it meant to them and the judge responded and actually heard all of that 
information and the  
importance of the public space, the importance of being in the park, the 
importance of talking to people and consulting and something called PROCEDURAL 
fairness. We  
had to go to people staying in the park and talk to them clearly about what they 
were contemplating doing and the impact and really hear the voices and get the  
perspectives of people staying in the park and not just make a decision in courts 



without even considering or consulting people who are going to be impacted by it.  
They have to do their research rather than relying on third party information about 
the number of spaces and beds and what housing was there. Over and over, there  
was this claim there was enough spaces but it was third head information. The park 
board was relying on without actually checking to make sure that was correct and 
whether those basis were suitable. And meanwhile, residence and people staying in 
the park were saying no, there's a reason why I'm not finding housing. There's a 
reason why I'm not accepting that. There's a reason why I can't stay in the place 
that was offered to me. That  
really got heard in this decision.  
 
>> She knows more about it than I do. I'm just one small voice around here. There's 
a whole bunch of people that put in the same kind of affidavits like that did. There's 
so much, that's all I can do is support. (Indiscernible). All I know is when the 
decision came down (indiscernible). All I know from the court case is just blown 
away that it went the way it  
did.  
 
>>KATT CADIEUX: Thank you so much.  
 
>>AMELIA MERRICK: I know, I think it's really interesting hearing and following 
what's happening in Vancouver with crab street and moccasin flats. I think we see 
many similarities in that the city, the bylaw, they had some very basic information 
that fills  
out the 9 to 5 but Clint, you're there 24/7. We have local knowledge. How do we get 
that knowledge together and present it in a way that the judge can make good 
sense of it. One of the struggles and challenges that we also have is that many 
nonprofit organizations might have an opinion but they have been silenced 
because of their funding arrangements or because of the precariousness by which 
they operate.  
 
I think it's interesting that it often grassroots to that have the ability to listen and to 
speak and so, I throw that out there as a concern as well. We know there are people 
who have knowledge and could contribute, but many from what I experience, many 
of the nonprofits, the shelters, daytime FACILITies, they will not speak in the court. 



They are silenced and  
then, but to find the means to get our voices to talk the real story, the real, what 
happens at 11:00 p.m., how do we make sure that we can constantly do that. It is a 
challenge.  
 
>>KATT CADIEUX: Absolutely it is. I have a question. From my experience, tent cities 
are  
encampments are very of oppressive: But what do you feel the needed necessities -
- if a tent city like you said, or a sense of community is safe and like a good space, 
what do you think would be needed? Washrooms, hygiene, food. Every human 
needs to survive. I want to point out on that. I know with myself and my experience 
of what I've seen and experienced, none of that is offered.  
 
>> We're fortunate at crab park. We have a lot of access and donations and 
(indiscernible).  
(Indiscernible). That's another reason that crab park (indiscernible) this allowed to 
exist. It's important for me to stay here and other people stay here. I think that 
most entities don't work out this way. So far so good. Let's hope we can keep it 
running this way. We are getting things coming our way (indiscernible). So, we got 
water and enclosed bathrooms. Things are getting even better. Little by little, you're 
right, most tent cities don't roll this way. We're pretty fortunate in that sense, right.  
 
>>KATT CADIEUX: That's what has helped it  
build a sense of community. That is important.  
>> Absolutely, yeah.  
>>FIONA YORK: So often that's provided by the community. Now after the court 
victory, it's so important for people to charge their phones and have access to 
information. That's just a standard given right in so many situations, but it's really 
overlooked when people are in public spaces and the running water which again, 
it's like really shocking that, I IMAGINE  
this is one of the very few parks in Vancouver that didn't have running water for 
many many months and only got turned on for a month in the summer after the 
heat wave and recently got turned off so there's potable running water and 
washrooms as Clint said that are enclosed and not these open air washrooms with 
no privacy. Really not humane or usable in any way.  



So much of the support has always come from the community in terms of 
resources and food security, donations, survival gear. It has been provided by the 
support of community  
and resources. And I did see one question in the chat about how to sort of fight 
against hostile architecture and make spaces -- accessible. I think a couple of things 
that spring to mind, things like every park should have showers. There's a couple 
parks maybe one or two in Vancouver that have showers, why can't all of them 
have access to showers.  
 
There are people who don't have access to showers everywhere and every part of 
the city  
that should use those showers and washrooms that are -- everyone needs to 
charge their phone all the time. People are always scrambling for battery packs and 
chargers and access to power. People taking home chargers every night, lanterns, 
things like that. So  
just those things that seem simple but if they can be provided in every park and 
other public spaces, I think it would make it much more, just support of survival and 
day-to-day comfort and ability to access so many other resources and services. If 
people who are homeless rather than being stigmatized. They can plug in their 
phone and have a shower. Be able to work and go to their housing appointment or 
see the doctor.  
 
>>KATT CADIEUX: Touching on that, thank you. I will just read the question and that 
you were touching on. And if there's anything else anybody wants to say or 
anything you would like to. I have definitely noticed antihomelessness architecture 
downtown. From removing  
glass panes and rain guards so people cannot sit under them to raising the glass off 
the ground in but shelters, what are some grass roots solutions to create safe 
space from the elements that is more human and hygiene services without 
triggering bylaw police enforcement, reflecting on how OPS grew from grass roots. 
Dave, you want to make  
a comment.  
 
>>DAVE HAMM: I'm going back to the very first part of my presentation where the 
section 7  



prohibits the Government -- this charter overrides any city bylaw. That being said, 
bylaws are bylaws. But if you're security, your liberty and your life are threatened, 
then the charter is there for you and you should override any bylaw. So if you need 
to have a structure to make sure that your life isn't threatened and you get to be 
free still and your security, then  
that's what you have, the charger chapter 7 is clear on that. It overrides any bylaws. 
I don't know if that is something that can be used when we're being threatened 
with these bylaws. If there's some way to, again, have something maybe 
immediately to give to these people that are trying to enforce them. Hey, you're 
probably going against my charter rights and what's your name, what's your badge 
number, whatever. I don't know if that viable option or not.  
 
>>KATT CADIEUX: Anybody else want to make a comment on some suggestions that 
could help -- go ahead. >> I was going to say, other than what he just mentioned 
(indiscernible). Things we could do. It's a really good question. Every little bit counts. 
What could we use to make it -- -- it's already down on us. We need to put our 
heads together. (Indiscernible).  
 
>>AMELIA MERRICK: When I think about that, like you, I'm like, what is there left 
because everything in prince George is caged. We don't have showers that are in 
our moccasin flats. One of the toilets was removed. The garbage bin was removed. 
All of this illegally. It really is a stumper. I think one of the guys I was speaking to the 
other day, he was saying, they  
caged in absolutely everything so the only chase we have is to go to a shelter where 
we know that shelters don't fit for everyone. There's lots of reasons why shelters 
don't fit for everyone. Again my will, have I to go to the shelter so I don't die and I 
get angry. I heard from shelter providers, the level of anger has shot up.  
Maybe because people don't want to be there. I wonder what is the role of shelters 
to speak up and forcing people in is causing more harm within the shelter system 
than less  
harm if there were safe, humane, hygienic ways. Self-governance. People need to 
make decisions about their lives. When and where they want to wake up. How do 
we let people speak.  
 
>>KATT CADIEUX: Absolutely. I agree with you. Go ahead.  



 
>>DAVE HAMM: Dave I'm saying, maybe we need to really challenge these bylaws 
very where with the charter. Do a charter against our human rights. Maybe a class 
action, I don't know. Something where if our life, liberty and security are 
threatened, okay, that's a no  
no. That's against our charter 7 rights. This charter, it's like an infant document. It's 
not that old. And there's been so much in there that has not been actually looked at 
and the lens put on situations, using the charter, right.  
There's always every day New Mexico new cases coming, in situations where the 
charter is actually able to be enacted and invoked and used because it's there for a 
reason. We just have to explore it more. We need to start using our rights that are 
given to us already legally that start doing it on that platform perhaps. It's already 
been done. You won your case for the crab park to be there but what about, your 
security and your liberty and the standard of living and life, right. All those things 
have to be added in order for /EUS to be, so you're not threatened. You know what 
I mean. You're not threatened with dying and violence being done against you. It's 
the Government's responsibility to look after its citizen.  
 
 
>>KATT CADIEUX: (Indiscernible) to make a strong provincial report and I think 
that's what you were talking about. Everything, all of it, all together and then put it 
all in a report and bring that forward and use that charter and fight for rights of 
people. Does anybody else have a comment on that before I move on to another 
question?  
 
>>FIONA YORK: I with you going to comment, Amelia was talking about shelters. I 
spoke to something recently who said he often access to shelter system in the 
emergency shelters but he had so many experiences, going back to that system and 
the reinforcement of that  
system. It's around housing and staff and entitlement. He had many experiences 
where he was being kicked out of the shelters and he had a recent experience 
where it was one of the coldest nights of the year. He was told he had to move his 
mat near the desk. It didn't even make any sense. He was evicted and police 
presence. It was freezing cold. He went to a parking garage. He saw a poster said 
come to the safety of the shelters and gave a list. It was so ironic that this 



assumption that shelters and housing and what's being provided by  
Governments is so safe yet here he was the coldest night of the year in a parking 
garage being evicted from a shelter. People find safety in community themselves 
and provide it for themselves so much more than being provided by Governments 
and bylaw.  
 
>>AMELIA MERRICK: I would like to ask on that note, we talked earlier about what 
could happen with bylaws so they're more human, I'm curious, is there a code of 
conduct in shelters already. I don't know this, you should be treated in a certain 
way. I know each  
agency has something but I feel like that's a powerful instrument that helps people 
to know, there are all of these hierarchal power imbalances that is happening.  
Having a clear code of conduct. I love Dave, these are your civil liberties. This is 
what your right is when you go inside. This is how, if your rights are denied, this is 
what we can do. This is the recourse.  
 
>> That's awesome. Shelters are like open custody (indiscernible) centers. That's 
what most  
shelters are run like. Be bedtime is bedtime. You can't do this. You can't do this. It's 
like a rehab center. People are going to be angry and pissed off and fight each 
other. (Indiscernible).  
 
>>DAVE HAMM: We're focusing on how the shelter, supportive housing on the 
street cycle is always happening, right. And why is it there? It's created to make 
money. It's such an amount of money there and we're looking at the history of 
when it became more profitable  
to do this sheltering, supportive housing, back on the street, in the jail, whatever 
model as opposed to making housing. Housing that is actually real. People in 
housing now and most of the time, they're not treated as tenants. They're coerced 
and blackmailed to make them  
comments where they don't have tennant rights. So they're not treated -- they don't 
have the right as a tenant. They're treated like clients. They cycle them through 
again and again, all the time, people are going through these things and /A*S all 
money making for all of  
these involved in that system.  



So that will be talked about later on in the afternoon by our Delilah and Flora. They 
will be talking more about the housing end of how all this whole. It's just there so 
they have jobs and big paying jobs and making, you know, double dipping. Signing 
two people in for the same space. So many instances, these are not proper ways of 
doing business out there. It shouldn't be business. It should be about people's lives.  
 
>> Seems like there's a lot of people that are getting rich on people's suffering. 
(Indiscernible).  
 
>>KATT CADIEUX: Absolutely agree with you 100%. I'm glad you made the points. 
It's the truth. It's the ugly truth and I think it's important that it gets out there. I 
know in my experience in stories, I've heard just talking about shelters. I don't think 
that a  
lot of funders or organizations really know the truth of what happened in shelters 
and how people are treated discriminated.  
 
>>DAVE HAMM: We're going out and getting stories from people within the shelters 
and within the supportive housing model and this new complex care model that is 
now being put out there, you know, once again, another title for some more 
oppressive, tell you how to live, legislation and that, so, yeah, we're going to get 
right from the horses math, we're going to be getting that talk and we're going to 
talk to the people that are actually employed there at these places also.  
A lot of people are not comfortable with the way things are and how they're being 
directed, just do your job. We'll look after these things about helping them get this 
and that. You just here like a jail keeper, a key turner, a rule enforcer and you can't 
get any personal interaction with the people. With the clients and they're talking 
about them as people, they're a commodity. Thank you.  
 
>>KATT CADIEUX: What do you think is missing in our housing sector to support 
folks being successfully housed? Is it an openness that is needed or is there 
something housing providers could do to be more appealing for folks shelters 
outside.  
 
>> I think a good point is, same with shelters, when we get -- once a door is closed 
behind us when we walk into a /SHERLT, the general public, they forget about the 



people out here, and living out here in the tents. As soon as we walk into one of 
these places, we're swept under the rug and it's not their problem anymore. It's not 
their concern. They've done their  
good deed for the day or donated their $0.25 or whatever. So I think that's a huge 
point. People need to see the truth and what's going on. Every body from 
(indiscernible) society, people building new homes, people have these vacant 
properties, it can be used to  
house people. Vacant property everywhere. It's all about transparency I think.  
 
>>DAVE HAMM: I believe there has to be a level of accountability and when people 
are going out, they're advocating and helping people get placed in housing. When 
they show them the housing, they talk about the housing, that housing has to be 
safe. It has  
to be adequate. It has to be a standard of of expectancy of descent housing. Not 
some place that's going to -- there's lateral violent always expected and just every 
day, (indiscernible) normal. Cleanliness. No black mold. No bed bugs. I believe these 
people out there advocating and housing people, that they have to look at the 
places they're putting people into. It's up to imagine, Government, or somebody 
that these places that  
are being offered, they have to live up to a standard.  
Otherwise, why would you put somebody in that place. I don't think they would be 
doing that. I don't think she should be placing people in inadequate housing. That 
means we have to bring these people, the slum lords, accountable and meet that 
level that needs to be met. Otherwise, people aren't going to want to go in there. 
They don't want to stay in crab park and as opposed to some place where there's 
violent or squaler.  
 
>>AMELIA MERRICK: I will also add to that. I think there needs to be voices of 
people that are going to live there. I had so many people come to me, you know, 
I'm asked to be on this committee because of my lived experience but they don't 
listen to me. What am I supposed to do here. Fuck this, if you're going to ask people 
for lived experience, you to listen and create an environment and they need to have 
the power to say what's important. So, yeah.  
 
>>KATT CADIEUX: Thank you. I think that -- did you want to make a quick comment 



on that Dave before we wrap up for lunch. Awesome.  
 
>> The truth and transparency, to make people accountable and the truth has to 
come out and people has to see it. It's the only way they'll be held accountable if 
everybody gets to see what's really going on. I think that's the hardest part. To get 
the truth out there and get our sides shown.  
 
>>DAVE HAMM: Just one more comment. Pivot did municipality tour and got 
information on the reality of public space. Out of that came a stigma auditing tool. 
It's part of that report. If people and Meenakshi help people hook up with that. It's a 
tool that can be  
used by everyone. Us included. I always make sure that how we're talking about 
thing, with people and situations and our wording and even just how sometimes we 
don't even  
realize how stigmatizing it can be. It can make somebody feel not part of. It's the 
tool that should be used by Government, service providers, everybody, any 
corporation. Anybody that has any kind of dealings with people than they need to 
be able to make sure that  
everybody feels the same as no stigma. Nothing attached to who they are being 
judged.  
 
>>KATT CADIEUX: Thank you so much. This has been a great panel. A great 
discussion. I think we've made some great points. And I hope that for the audience, 
it is brought up some thoughts and feelings and hopes to sit with you for a little bit 
and focus on some  
change and maybe how we can do better and that was our morning for basis of 
oppression and strategies for fighting back. Thank you very much and we will be 
back returning at 1:00 p.m. so we'll be having lunch break and yes, please come 
back at 1:00 p.m. to join us for best practices.  
 
>>DAVE HAMM: During the break, there's going to be some video I believe, 
entertainment about the street sweep campaign and stuff. It will be worth 
watching. Hang in there for lunch and keep streaming. Thank you.  
 
>>KATT CADIEUX: Thank you everyone. Have a good lunch and we'll see you at 1:00 



p.m..  
(Lunch break).  
 


