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Governor’s Poverty Reduction Work Group – 10/17/2019 Minutes
Agenda, Materials, Posters, Resources and Handout’s from Meeting 20, October 17, 2019 can be found here.

Morning Welcome
The PRWG introduced themselves to each other, to ensure new members and guests knew who everyone present was. Each PRWG member also finished the sentence, “My role in advancing racial equity is _____”. 

The executive director of Living Well Kent, Shamso Issak, introduced herself to the PRWG. She explained the mission, goals and programs of Living Well Kent, where the PRWG met today. Living Well Kent’s activities include advocating and organizing around health equity and the social determinants of health in South King County, operating a greenhouse in Auburn where immigrant farmers can grow familiar foods, and a farmer’s market that sells culturally appropriate produce and foods to immigrant communities.

Preparing for the Day (Please see attached powerpoint PRWG Toolkit Centering Race Training.pptx)
Patty Lally prepared the PRWG members for the work ahead by providing a review of racial equity – the condition that would be achieved if one’s racial identity no longer predicted, in a statistical sense, how one fares. We reviewed the determinants of equity, understanding that nearly all life determinants are impacted by institutional racism. Mere awareness of racism will not help; we must take explicit and intentional steps to develop actions we can take to reduce racial inequities and improve success for all groups. 

The article “The Curb Cut Effect” in the Stanford Social Innovation Review by Angela Glover Blackwell does a good job explaining why everyone should support putting a racial equity lens at the center of anti-poverty (and other) efforts. The article can be found online here: https://ssir.org/articles/entry/the_curb_cut_effect.

Washington’s governor is aware of the effect of institutional racism and its impact on poverty. Libraries, other states, municipalities, and nonprofits are all focusing on centering race when addressing poverty, homelessness, healthcare, and other determinants of life success. 

How we articulate race within the report, so as not to hinder the reader, is important to the PRWG. We want to use honest, direct language. We know there is more work to do on the PRWG’s understanding of racial equity.

Affinity Caucusing
PRWG members broke out into racial caucuses. The white caucus reported out that they discussed how to elevate everyone by centering on race. White members want to move the report forward and absorb the risk. The PRWG discussed the POC’s concern about centering race, and asked the POC what they need from white members, since the risk to POC and people in poverty is greater than for white PRWG members. 

The POC caucus said their main focus is to figure out what PRWG can do to achieve anti-poverty outcomes. How will we write a report that will actually move the needle on poverty? What is the most effective way to get something done about poverty in Washington State? Centering race is risky but necessary. We want it to be received by the reader. We need to use strong language in the report, and say that poverty is about everybody; all groups. We must make it clear that just because we’re centering race, it doesn’t mean we haven’t considered all the mechanisms and reasons for poverty.

Affinity Report Out
· Question: What does it mean to center race?
· Being able to elevate all by centering race
· Knowing we need to center race, the risk of centering race is lower for white people so we need to be accountable to doing this work - this cannot just be opening a space for POC to talk about this - white people need to absorb the risk for these conversations
· To Claude’s question - what do you need from us as white people as this report goes forward, knowing the risk for POC and people is much greater than for white people with resources
· How will we write a report that can in fact move the needle on poverty? Appreciate that white caucus recognizes the risks for POC but interested in finding what the most effective way to address poverty
· Centering race is very risky but very necessary - but it’s the primary factor that is causing a large percentage of what poverty comes from
· We need strong language - INTERSECTIONALITY - it’s about all groups but these particular races are historically impacted at a much greater proportion which is why race has to be the focus
· We know there are going to be people who read it and deny the data - how do we work around this?
· Race has to be the focus but we have to be intentional to not deviate from the other implications of poverty
· How we center race is not black and white - it’s different shades of gray
· Once this group makes a decision on how we are going to say it - we all have to give this report the support it needs to be successful
· Data to inform smart policy
Concerns about Report 
· Utilize color / visuals per section - videos and testimonials
· Videos, multiple languages for community members
· Videographer from Senator Ingraham
· Instructions to the reader

Working Lunch - Report out by the Steering Committee related to Foster Care/CPS (PLEASE see attached STEER CMTE_Foster Care CPS_Problems and Solutions FINAL.DOCX)
Marcy reported out about the PRWG steering committee meeting regarding the effects of foster care and CPS on people in poverty which took place a few weeks ago. D’Adre Cunningham of Washington Defenders provided some framing, and SL Rao of Washington State Department of Commerce’s Office of Homeless Youth, who is working on human-centered design and incorporating the voice of youth in systems of foster care, provided framing as well. 

Review and Discussion of Revised Recommendations (Please see attached strategies_section_DRAFT_v2.docx)
The writing group members currently include:

Lori, Drayton, Juanita, Claude, Maria, Marisol, Daisy, Babs, Jan, Sharon, Carol, Jorji, Amy, Roxanne, Patty

Carol provided the PRWG with a brief, preliminary draft of the strategy section of the report. A few things to keep in mind about where we are in the process: This is very “draft-y”. It is the start of the consolidation process of the 160 recommendations from all of our meetings. In September we broke out into groups to remove redundancies and add what is missing. Interns Amy and Roxanne incorporated that consolidation work. 

Patty showed an example of a group that captured recommendations from listening sessions. Eu-wanda and Marcy, for example, have listening group comments from individuals living in poverty that they might be able to share in order to ensure these voices are included in the report. These would give readers an idea of the impact of the lived experience of poverty in Washington State.

Highlight pieces that are intergenerational to forward to the Advisory Group (LUPRO). 

There’s an opportunity to take the first four recommendations and weave them into other organizations and state agencies’ strategic plans. The Department of Health is doing this, as they were greatly impacted by hearing the PRWG Steering Committee members speak. 

The steering committee said, regarding access to family planning, they’d like it to be there, and the writing group said it would be in the continuum of care (COC) section. The COC section, which is currently section 4, is particularly large and therefore difficult to organize and write. If PRWG members do not see something they want there, please bring it up immediately. 

One comment from the PRWG is that this report needs more visuals and color. 

Also, consider the way we’ve prioritized the recommendations, as readers may think we have prioritized them. The writing committee needs to consider how we’re listing each item. We are going to state that there is no hierarchy inherent in the lists. 

Members wondered how people will receive/access the report – what are the delivery methods. First, it will be delivered to the governor in a meeting. Dianne Klontz said they’d discussed it briefly, and will consider who needs to receive it on legislative task force and cabinet agencies. They hope to have a dissemination plan by November. The leadership team will do this.

Senator Dhingra wanted to connect a videographer to the steering committee. Carol said the best person to talk to is Lori, and Carol could connect them together.

The PRWG discussed the memo “Proposal for Education and Outreach of 10-Year Plan Due in December”, and the ways in which PRWG group members can help disseminate the report. We need to have videos and the report in multiple languages. There will be a communication strategy plan and an education/outreach plan, thought that may not have been written yet. Dianne anticipates that will be drafted soon. 

It might be appropriate to have the state agencies give the PRWG a statement about legislative requests to the Governor based on PRWG recommendations. We have discussed which recommendations would be the ‘low-hanging fruit’, but we kept those discussions at bay to ensure we elicited all the best strategies to bring families out of poverty. We wanted to get the most effective ideas on the table, and now we are starting to have political discussions of the recommendations. That is a second step. The first step is to generate the best report possible.

We want this report to move the needle. We want to put the recommendation through an editing and refinement process to ensure we’ve captured the most impactful ones possible. We should then take the recommendations out to the community to gather feedback. Translation may be a huge challenge, and one way to address that is for native speakers to provide interpretation when we go out to the community. We then ask, “Did we hear you? Did we get it right? What is missing? What is really important?” We must use that to perfect our recommendations. 

Patty reviewed the LASA report she developed in Los Angeles. In that experience, the ad hoc committee overwhelmingly rejected the report because it wasn’t urgent, lacked advocacy and didn’t represent their voice. They kept the data. They formed a writing committee and tweaked the report to a large degree. 

We should talk about the systems that created these racial, poverty, and income disparities. There were structural policy decisions that led to this. For example, welfare reform was based on racist assumptions about family makeup, so it should not be shocking to us that black and native women are treated differently from white and Asian women. Red lining in housing segregation caused a lack of ability to build and transfer wealth within families of color. We need to say this explicitly. We must state explicitly that poverty was put into place by hurtful policies; we need to undo poverty with new policies.
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