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LAND 
ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

Goal for the 
Series:
To provide leaders with 
strategies to begin 
creating learning 
organizations where a 
race equity culture can 
flourish for staff, 
families, youth & 
children in the Child 
Welfare System
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Learning Objectives for the Series:

■ Know the context and history of racism within the child welfare system
in order to appreciate the impact that race has on decision-making
within our field

■ Understand key principles that leaders can visibly practice to set the
stage for addressing racial justice in their organizations

■ Leverage CPM behaviors to initiate conversations about racial justice
that allow for constructive discomfort, productive conflict and
courageous advocacy

■ Learn about strategies that counties and states are using to address
racial injustice in the Child Welfare system

Learning Objectives for Today’s Session:

■ Become familiar with key terms to establish a common
understanding about racial equity / inequity in the Child
Welfare system

■ Know the context and history of racism within the child
welfare system in order to appreciate the impact that race
has on decision-making within our field
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How did we get 
here?

■ Family to Family

■ California
Disproportionality
Project

■ CAPP

■ CPM

■ Listening Sessions This Photo by Unknown Author is licensed under CC BY-SA

How will we work together today?

Danger 
Zone

Learning 
Edge

Comfort 
Zone
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Suggested group agreements

■ What’s shared here stays
here, what’s learned here
leaves here

■ Listen for understanding
■ Honor the lived

experiences of others
■ Expect & accept both

discomfort & non-closure
■ What else?

FOUNDATIONAL 
CONCEPTS & 
KEY TERMS
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Underlying Assumptions

■ Although race has no basis in biology, racism is real

■ The impacts of racism are pervasive and go beyond direct
harm to only people of color

■ Transformation of our system requires elimination of
institutional and structural racism

■ The language available to us is insufficient to fully capture
the experience and impact of racism

■ “A specious classification of human beings
created by Europeans (whites) which
assigns human worth and social status
using ‘white’ as the model of humanity and
the height of human achievement for the
purpose of establishing and maintaining
privilege and power.”

– Ronald Chisom & Michael Washington; Undoing
Racism: A Philosophy of International Social
Change

■ A social construct which has no biological
basis.  An unscientific concept referring to
groups of individuals who sometimes share
similar physical characteristics.

Operational 
terms: race
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Critical Race Theory

■ Tenets/Features, as explained by Dr. Crystal
Fleming:

– Interdisciplinary

– Emphasis on law, legal policies/practices

– Storytelling (centering voices to debunk
myths about race/racism)

■ “counter-hegemonic” storytelling

– Critique of color-blindness / denial of racism

– Theorization of white supremacy

– Scholar activism

– Politically opposed by conservatives and
(neo)liberals alike

Operational terms: ethnicity

■ A group of people that shares a common ancestry, history,
or culture. May include:
– Language
– Family patterns
– Religion
– Music
– Literature
– Geographic origins
– Values

Race Ethnicity
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Operational terms: culture

The total system of values, 
beliefs, attitudes, 
traditions & standards of 
behavior that regulate life 
within a particular group of 
people.

Source: BridgesTogether.org

Operational 
terms: identity

Who a person is, or 
the qualities of a 
person or group that 
make them different 
from others.

– Cambridge English
Dictionary
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Operational terms: 
Historical Trauma

■ An event, or a set of
events, that happens to a
group of people who
share a specific identity
and that results in the
significant disruption of
traditional ways of life,
culture and identity

■ Examples include:
– Black Americans’

experiences of slavery,
Jim Crow, and
segregation

– Native Americans’
experiences of forced
removal, boarding
schools, and broken
treaties

Operational Terms: Bias

Bias:
■ Partiality that prevents

objective consideration of
an issue or situation

Cognitive Bias:
■ A systematic error in

thinking that affects the
decisions and judgments
that people make
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FOUNDATIONAL 
CONCEPTS: 
INTERSECTIONALITY

SIMPLE 
WORKING 

DEFINITION 
OF RACISM:
Race prejudice plus 

POWER
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Racism operates at 4 levels

■ Internalized (Personal)
– Within individuals
– Beliefs & biases, influenced by

culture
– Internalized oppression /

superiority

■ Interpersonal
– Between individuals
– Personal prejudice &

intentional bias in action

■ Institutional
– Within institutions & systems
– Policies & practices that maintain

discrimination / oppression

■ Structural
– Among institutions & across society
– In human services, collaboration

across systems can reinforce
racism’s impact

Just a bit more on institutional & 
structural racism …

■ Scholar john a. powell describes these levels as “structural
racialization”

■ Why?

■ “Racism” has been applied to individuals since the 1970s, so that’s
what we think of: individual actors / actions

■ “Racialization” shifts the focus: individual racists are not necessary
to produce structural outcomes
– “Instead, institutional interactions generate racialized outcomes”
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White supremacy 
culture
■ Tema Okun, Kenneth Jones, Dismantling

Racism, and many others have contributed
to a working definition

■ “Because we all live in a white supremacy
culture, these characteristics show up in the
attitudes and behavior of all of us – people
of color and white people.”

■ Outlines 15 characteristics of organizational
culture that contribute to institutional
racism

■ Also provides antidotes to these behaviors

Image credit: U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

White supremacy culture 
characteristics
■ Perfectionism

■ Sense of urgency

■ Defensiveness

■ Quantity over quality

■ Worship of the written word

■ Only one right way

■ Paternalism

■ Either/or thinking

■ Power hoarding

■ Fear of open conflict

■ Individualism

■ I’m the only one

■ Progress is bigger, more

■ Objectivity

■ Right to comfort
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HISTORICAL 
PERSPECTIVE

Image credit: Zerflin

Video: 
Exploring the 

History of 
Race & Child 

Protection

■ How does what you just
viewed compare to the
stories you were told about
the history of child welfare?
– Who were the heroes of

the stories?
– Who were the villains or

victims?

■ What pieces of the story
were new to you?
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1800 1900 2000

United States Policies that 
Codified White Supremacy

1791
US Constitution 
adopted Article 
IV defining 
people as 
property

1830

1862

1882

1924

1942

1971

Indian Removal 
Act was passed 

forcing the 
relocation of 

Southern Native 
American tribes  

1862

Emancipation 
Proclamation 
(slave owners are 
reimbursed )

Chinese 
Exclusion 
Act bans 
Chinese 
immigration

Johnson Reed Act 
Immigration of 

“Nordic” prioritized 
in immigration 

policy 

Japanese 
American 

concentration 
camps

Nixon’s War on Drugs 
disproportionately 

impacts POC

1846
Mexican-American 

War breaks out and 
annexes Northern 

Mexico  

1910
The Eugenics 
Record Office 
(ERO) 
established by 
the Carnegie 
Institution

Dred Scott v 
Sanford denies 
Blacks 
citizenship rights

In the 
People v. Hal,
the Supreme 

Court banned 
POC from 

testifying in 
court

1854

1857

Homestead 
Act  White 
Settlers offered 
Native land at 
low cost

National Housing 
Act (New Deal 
policy created 
the practice of 
redlining)

1934
1964
Republican Senators 
lead a 60 day filibuster
In an attempt to block 
the Civil Rights Bill.

1986
Congress passes Anti-
Drug Abuse Act which 

establishing 
mandatory prison 

sentences for drug 
offenses.  

1996
Clinton calls for the 

Personal Responsibility & 
Work Opportunity Act and 

uses racist portrayals of 
the poor to end AFDC  

1900

2011

1966
All 50 States 

passed legislation 
regulating child 

abuse and 
mandated 
reporting.

CHILD WELFARE TIMELINE

1909
White House 

Conference on  the 
Care of Dependent 

Children  

1912
United States 
Children’s 
Bureau is 
established 

1938
Fair Labor Standards 
Act outlawed 
child labor 

1974
Passage of the 
Child Abuse 
Prevention and 
treatment Act 
(CAPTA)

1993

1997
Passage of the 
Adoptions and 
Safe Families Act 
(ASFA) 

2008

Passage of the Child 
and Family Services 

Improvement  and 
Innovation Act (IV-E) 

The following timeline summarizes key 
federal developments in Child Welfare Policy 
from 1900 - 2011 

The 1st juvenile court 
in the US opened. 

1935
Social Security Act 
establishes Aid to 
Dependent Children
/ Child Welfare 

Services 

Passage of the 
Indian Child 
Welfare Act 
(ICWA)

1978

Passage of Family 
Preservation & 

Support Act 

1994
Passage of 
Multi-Ethnic 
Placement 
Act (MEPA) 

Passage of 
the 
Fostering 
Connections 
&  
Increasing 
Adoptions 
Act 
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Can the foundation we’ve 
been building on really 
stop being biased?

■ Not without:
– Strategies
– Tools
– Intentional efforts

■ This series is a forum for sharing
ideas (about strategies, tools,
efforts) with one another

Image credit: U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

Child Welfare is having a 
reckoning … how do we 
live into our values?

■ We’ve known about our
disproportionality problem for
decades

■ We have to change to get to
better outcomes

■ “Silence is making a
statement”
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References

■ Brave space video:
– https://truecolorsunited.org/2019

/03/28/safe-spaces-are-not-
enough-to-change-the-world/ OR

– https://youtu.be/haUz1PMseyM

■ “Exploring the History of Race & Child
Protection”:
https://vimeo.com/351422915

■ Ample resources on anti-racism at:
https://www.dismantlingracism.org

■ “A Brief History of White Privilege,
Racism & Oppression in America”:
https://drive.google.com/file/d/1Lclr
CrHgP4E8EwbaHHFhBghFyh55mHVV
/view

■ Project Implicit (Implicit Association
Test): 
https://implicit.harvard.edu/implicit/t
akeatest.html

■ Kimberlé Crenshaw defines &
describes intersectionality (video, 2
min.): https://youtu.be/ViDtnfQ9FHc
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Cultural Humility Content Glossary & Definitions 
The following terms were largely taken and reorganized from Racial Equity Tools 
comprehensive Glossary of terms.  

Umbrella Term 

Cultural Humility: The ability to maintain an interpersonal stance that is other-oriented 
(or open to the other) in relation to aspects of cultural identity that are most important to 
the client [or person with whom you are working] (Hook, Davis, Owen, Worthington, & 
Utsey, 2013, p. 354). Cultural Humility is, the core component of and foundation for 
implementation of multicultural orientation (Owen, 2013).  

Umbrella Term 

Racial & Ethnic Identity: Individual or collective awareness and experience of 
being a member of a group or category based on factors such as biological 
heritage, physical appearance, cultural affiliation, early socialization, and personal 
experience (Adams, Bell & Griffin, 1997).  

Key Related Terms 

Multiculturalism: The process of learning and allying with people from 
other cultures, thereby broadening individual and/or collective ability to 
participate in a process that respects other ways of living and organizing 
society (Kivel, 2007). 

Implicit Bias/Unconscious Bias: Associations that people unknowingly 
hold. Often they are negative or positive associations attributed to a 
particular group or category. People may not be aware that those biases 
exist within themselves. Implicit biases have been shown to trump 
individuals’ stated commitments thereby producing behavior that diverges 
from the explicit attitudes that many people profess (Staats, 2013).  

Discrimination: The unequal treatment of members of a group based on 
race, gender, social class, sexual orientation, physical ability, religion and 
other categories (U.S. Equal Employment Opportunity Commission, 2013) 

Code-Switching: A linguistic term for when a speaker alternates between 
two or more languages in the context of a single conversation. This term is 
used by social scientists to describe the cognitive labor members of certain 
groups experience as they navigate how to present themselves according 
to the norms of a group they are temporarily within (Giles, 1998) 
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Indigeneity: The fact of originating or occurring naturally in a particular 
place. Social scientists also use this term to distinguish people, customs, 
and ideas that exist despite the corrosive forces of colonialism, dominant 
culture, and social, environmental and economic oppression (United 
Nations Working Group for Indigenous Peoples, 2020).  

Umbrella Term 

Critical Race Theory: A theoretical category of analysis that uses fields such as 
philosophy, history, sociology, economics and law to examine manifestations of 
race and racism. Critical Race Theorists seek to understand how victims of 
systemic racism are affected by cultural perceptions of race (Delgado & Stefancic, 
2001) 

Key Related Terms 

Intersectionality: Exposing multiple identities to clarify the ways in 
which a person or group can simultaneously experience privilege and 
oppression. "Intersectionality is simply a prism to see the interactive 
effects of various forms of discrimination and disempowerment. It looks at 
the way that racism, many times, interacts with patriarchy, heterosexism, 
classism, xenophobia — seeing that the overlapping vulnerabilities created 
by these systems actually create specific kinds of challenges (Crenshaw, 
2008). 

White Supremacy Culture: The dominant, unquestioned standards of 
behavior and ways of functioning embodied by the vast majority of 
institutions in the United States. These cultural norms operate in subtle 
ways to reinforce existing oppressive, racially constituted power structures 
that in many cases further privilege white people in society (Gulati-Partee 
& Potapchuk, 2014). 

White Fragility: A state in which even a minimum amount of racial stress 
becomes intolerable [for white people], triggering a range of defensive 
moves. These moves include outward display of emotions such as anger, 
fear, and guild, and behaviors such as argumentation, silence, and leaving 
the stress inducing situation. These behaviors, in turn, function to reinstate 
white racial equilibrium (DiAngelo, 2018) 
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Umbrella Term 

Racial Justice: The systemic, fair and equal treatment of all races, resulting in all 
of society (independent of race) possessing the same opportunities and life 
outcomes. The presence of deliberate systems and supports to achieve and sustain 
racial equity and restitution through proactive and preventative measures (Sen, 
2009). 

Key Related Terms: 

Anti-Racism: The work of actively opposing racism by advocating for 
changes in political, economic, and social life. Anti-racism claims there is 
no such thing as being ‘not racist.’ Inaction in the face of racism is, in fact, 
a form of racism (Kendi, 2019). 

Racial Equity: The condition that would be achieved if one’s racial 
identity not longer predicted how one fairs in life. Addressing racial equity 
includes the elimination of policies, practices, attitudes and cultural 
messages that reinforce differential outcomes by race (Center for 
Assessment and Policy Development, 2020). 

Reparations: Measures, policies and capital that seek to address the 
harms caused by human rights violations enacted by the state. The term 
often refers the to the harms enacted by the system of slavery in the 
Americas. Reparations can take the form of compensating for the losses 
suffered, which helps overcome some of the consequences of abuse. They 
can also be future oriented by providing rehabilitation and changing the 
underlying causes of abuse (International Center for Transitional Justice, 
2020).  

Racial Reconciliation: First, it recognizes that racism in America is both 
systemic and institutionalized, with far–reaching effects on both political 
engagement and economic opportunities for minorities. Second, 
reconciliation is engendered by empowering local communities through 
relationship- building and truth–telling. Lastly, justice is the essential 
component of the conciliatory process—justice that is best termed as 
restorative rather than retributive, while still maintaining its vital punitive 
character (Position Statement on Reconciliation, The William Winters 
Institute for Racial Reconciliation, 2007). 
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Umbrella Term 

Racial Injustice: Systemic and individual harms which in aggregate produce or 
sustain racial inequity or rulership.  

Key Related Terms 

Systemic/Structural Racism: The normalization and legitimization of 
racism that encompasses the entire system of White domination, diffused 
and infused in all aspects of society including its history, culture, politics, 
economics and entire social fabric (Potapchuk, Leiderman, Bivens & 
Major, 2005). 

Individual Racism: Beliefs, attitudes, and actions of individuals that 
support or perpetuate racism. Individual racism can be deliberate, or the 
individual may act to perpetuate or support racism without knowing that is 
what he or she is doing 

Internalized Racism: Internalized racism is the situation that occurs in a 
racist system when a racial group oppressed by racism supports the 
supremacy and dominance of the dominating group by maintaining or 
participating in the set of attitudes, behaviors, social structures and 
ideologies that undergird the dominating group's power. Respectability 
Politics is one form of internalized racism wherein members of an 
oppressed group may seek to police their fellow group members or 
perform behaviors that appeal to an oppressing group in order survive or 
gain more power and authority (Bivens, 1995). 

Privilege/White Privilege: Unquestioned and unearned set of advantages, 
entitlements, benefits and choices bestowed on people solely because they 
are white. The accumulated and interrelated advantages of white privilege 
are reflected in opportunities, life-expectancy and health outcomes, as well 
as income and wealth (McIntosh, 1988) 
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Umbrella Term 

Decolonization: Active resistance against colonial powers, and a shifting of 
power towards political, economic, educational, cultural, psychic independence 
and power that originate from a colonized and/or colonially displaced nations’ 
own culture (Ritskes, 2012). 

Key Related Terms 

Cultural Restitution: The return of resources or significant cultural 
objects to a group or nation that was dispossessed. The object is to cause 
restoration of a previous state or to address and compensate for some 
injury (Springer, 2018). 

Restorative Justice: A theory of justice that emphasizes repairing the 
harm caused by crime and conflict. It places decisions in the hands of 
those who have been most affected by a wrongdoing, and gives equal 
concern to the victim, the offender, and the surrounding community. 
Restorative responses are meant to repair harm, heal broken relationships, 
and address the underlying reasons for the offense. Restorative Justice 
emphasizes individual and collective accountability (Braithwaite, 2002). 

Transformative Justice: A political framework and approach for 
responding to violence, harm and abuse that seeks to respond to violence 
without creating more violence and/or engaging in harm reduction to 
lessen the violence. Transformative justice responses and interventions 1) 
do not rely on the state, 2) do not reinforce or perpetuate violence such as 
oppressive norms or vigilantism, and 3) actively cultivate the things we 
know prevent violence such as healing, accountability, resilience, and 
safety for all involved (Mingus, 2018). 
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Umbrella Term 

Cultural Oppression: Unjust or malicious exercise of power by one group over 
another through overt or covert practices. The systematic subjugation of one 
social group by a more powerful social group for the social, economic, and 
political benefit of the more powerful social group (Hardiman & Baily, 1997). 

Key Related Terms 

Micro-Aggression: The everyday verbal, nonverbal, and environmental 
slights, snubs, or insults, whether intentional or unintentional, which 
communicate hostile, derogatory, or negative messages to target persons 
based solely upon their marginalized group membership (Wing Sue, 
2010).  

Lateral Oppression:  Displaced oppression directed against one’s peers 
rather than adversaries.  It is a cycle of oppression and its rootes lie in 
factors such as: colonization, oppression, intergenerational trauma and the 
ongoing experiences of racism and discrimination  (Canadian Race 
Relations Foundation, 2019).   

Cultural Appropriation: Theft of cultural elements for one’s own use, 
commodification, or profit including symbols, art, language, customs, etc. 
- often without understanding, acknowledgement, or respect for its value
in the original culture (Colors of Resistance Archive, 2013).

Prejudice: A pre-judgment or unjustifiable, and usually negative, attitude 
of one type of individual or groups toward another group and its members. 
Such negative attitudes are typically based on unsupported generalizations 
(or stereotypes) that deny the right of individual members of certain 
groups to be recognized and treated as individuals with individual 
characteristics (The Institute for Democratic Renewal, 1998). 

Cultural Trauma: Cultural trauma occurs when members of a 
collectivity feel they have been subjected to a horrendous event that leaves 
indelible marks upon their group consciousness, marking their memories 
forever and changing their future identity in fundamental and irrevocable 
ways (Alexander, Eyerman, Giesen, Smelser, Sztompka, 2004). 
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Historical/ Intergenerational Trauma: The cumulative emotional harm 
of an individual or generation caused by a traumatic experience or event. 
Historical Trauma Response refers to the manifestation of emotions and 
actions that stem from this perceived trauma. Historical trauma response is 
a constellation of features associated with massive group trauma across 
generations, such as the1890 Wounded Knee Massacre and the removal of 
children to federal boarding schools. Similar traits have been identified 
among Jewish Holocaust descendants (Maria Yellow Horse Brave Heart, 
2000). 
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White Supremacy 
Culture in 
Organizations

By Dismantling Racism Works adapted by  
The Centre for Community Organizations Handout Packet Page 27
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White Supremacy 
Culture in 
Organizations

Contact COCo (the Centre for Community Organizations) 

COCo is located in  Montreal/Tiohtià:ke/Mooniyaang, Quebec. 
You can reach us at info@coco-net.org, or follow us on facebook 
at facebook.com/CentredesOrganismesCommunautaires
Instagram at coco.qc, on Twitter at @cocoqc. 

Our website, including other online tools for anti-racist 
change-making, is coco-net.org.
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This document is based primarily on a workbook developed by Tema Okun at Dismantling 
Racism Works. The content originates from that source unless otherwise stated, but has been 
edited and adapted with permission.

Sections marked with an asterisk (*) are based on Daniel Buford’s extensive research on white 
supremacy culture for the People’s Institute for Survival and Beyond.

Dismantling Racism Works & their sources 

dRworks is a group of trainers, educators and organizers working to build strong  
progressive anti-racist organizations and institutions. dRworks can be reached at  
www.dismantlingracism.org. 

Their original document builds on the work of many people and organizations, including: 
Andrea Ayvazian, Bree Carlson, Beverly Daniel Tatum, M.E. Dueker, Nancy Emond, Kenneth 
Jones, Jonn Lunsford, Sharon Martinas, Joan Olsson, David Rogers, James Williams, Sally Yee, 
Grassroots Leadership, Equity Institute Inc, the People’s Institute for Survival and Beyond, the 
Challenging White Supremacy workshop, the Lillie Allen Institute, the Western States Center, 
as well as the contributions of hundreds of participants in the dRworks Dismantling Racism 
process.

Tema Okun dedicated the workbook to her long-time colleague Kenneth Jones: “[He] helped 
me become wise about many things and kept me honest about everything else. I love you and 
miss you beyond words.”For their full bibliography, see the complete notebook for dRworks’ 
Dismantling Racism process. Selected sources:

 — Notes from People’s Institute for Survival and Beyond Workshop,  
Oakland, CA, spring 1999. 

 — Notes from Challenging White Supremacy Workshop, San Francisco, CA, spring 1999.
 — Beverly Daniel Tatum, Why Are All the Black Kids Sitting Together in the Cafeteria?  

NY: HarperCollins, 1997. 
 — Derrick Jensen, A Language Older  

Than Words. NY: Context Books, 2000. 
 — Paul Kivel, Uprooting Racism. PA:  

New Society Publishers, 1996. 
 — Anne Wilson Schaef, Living in Process.  

NY: Ballantine, 1998.

The Authors
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The Authors

This document has been adapted by the Centre for Community 
Organizations (COCo).

COCo team members Emily Yee Clare, Emil Briones, Kira Page and Philippe Angers-Trottier 
adapted and expanded the original document in 2019, with permission from the author. 

COCo’s mission is to help build a more socially just world by supporting the health and 
well-being of community organizations in Quebec. By conducting research, disseminating 
resources, providing training in organizational development, and reinforcing the links among 
Quebec’s community organizations, COCo works to promote the vitality of this province’s 
community sector. One of COCo’s focus areas is strengthening inclusion and diversity within 
the Quebec community sector, particularly around questions of racial justice. COCo’s offices 
are in Montreal, also known as Tiotia:ke, on the traditional territory of the Kanien’kehá:ka peo-
ple. This place has also been a historical meeting place for other Indigenous nations, including 
the Omàmiwinini or the Algonquin people

In adapting this document, we pulled from a number of resources on white supremacy culture, 
in particular:

 — The Neighbourhood Arts Network, Art and Equity Toolkit. Toronto, Canada, 2012.  
Their content is integrated in the generative questions posed at the end of each section. 

 — Nemesis Radical Feminist Collective,  Language of Domination, Montreal, Quebec, 2000s. 

Additional resources include:
 — Robin Di Angelo, “White Fragility”, International Journal of Critical Pedagogy, Vol. 3, 2011. 
 — CompassPoint Nonprofit Services, Aligning Leadership Structure With Individual & 

Organizational Identity: 5 Insights from Directors Sharing Power, Oakland, California, 2017.  
 — The Centre for Community Organizations & Emily Yee Clare, Diversité d’abord, Montreal, 

Canada, 2017.
 — The Centre for Community Organizations & Philippe Angers-Trottier, Learning 

Organizations, Montreal, Canada, 2018. 

You will see quotes, paraphrases and links to these works throughout the document— 
we strongly encourage you to check them out!
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Introduction

This is a list of characteristics of white supremacy 
culture that show up in our organizations. 
Organizational culture is powerful precisely because 
it is so pervasive, impacting every part of our work; 
at the same time, it is very difficult to name or 
identify. 

  COCO SAYS  — Some organizations might not 
be  familiar with the term ‘white supremacy 
culture.’ We use the following definition: White 
s upremacy culture is the idea (ideology) that 
white people and the ideas, thoughts, beliefs,  
and actions of white people are superior to 
People of Colour and their ideas, thoughts, 
beliefs, and actions. White  supremacy expresses 
itself  interpersonally as well as structurally 
(through our governments, education systems, 
food systems, etc).—

The characteristics explored in this document are 
damaging. They are used as norms and standards 
without being proactively named or chosen by the 
group, and they promote white supremacy thinking. 
Because we all live in a white supremacy culture, 
these characteristics show up in the attitudes and 
behaviours of all of us—people of colour and white 
people. Therefore, these attitudes and behaviours 
can show up in any group or organization,  whether 
it is white-led, predominantly white, people of 
 colour-led, or predominantly people of colour. Part  
of the complexity of dismantling white supremacy  
is that people of colour, though marginalized within 
a white supremacist society, might also be complicit 
in and/or actively contributing to perpetuating norms 
and behaviours that map onto a white supremacy 
culture.

  COCO SAYS  — Many organizations are 
interested in policy as a lever for organizational 
change. In our own experience as an 
organization trying to live our anti-oppressive 
values, cultural change was a precursor to 
applying an anti-oppressive or anti- racist 
lens to our policies. This has also been true 
for the organizations we support. Policy is a 
powerful tool, when used in conjunction with 
efforts at cultural change. This document has 
been an invaluable tool for us in identifying the 
characteristics of organizational culture that  
are implicitly or explicitly white supremacist. —

One reason to list characteristics of white 
supremacy culture is to point out how organizations 
that unconsciously use these characteristics as 
their norms and standards make it difficult, if not 
impossible, to open the door to other cultural norms 
and standards. As a result, many organizations 
that claim to be multicultural in fact require new 
participants to adapt or conform to already existing 
(i.e. white supremacy culture) cultural norms. Being 
able to identify and name the cultural norms and 
standards the group wants is a critical step in 
building a truly multicultural organization.

  COCO SAYS  — We want to note that these 
chara cteristics should be applied contextually. 
For example while 'worship of the written 
word' is a characteristic of white supremacy 
in organizations, not  documenting any of your 
work can also present a problem for challenging 
patterns of inequity. —
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How to Use  
this Document

We hope that this document can be a spark for conversations 
about racism in organizations. Given the large amount of content, 
we know that it may be overwhelming to imagine using it as a 
 facilitation tool. 

One of the best ways we have found is to use the document in 
smaller chunks. You can choose a couple of sections at random or 
based on observations of the organizational culture. Talk together 
about how the characteristics listed apply to your organization  
and ask:

 — How do these cultural features exist in our organization  
or group? How are they hurting us, if they are? How do  
the descriptions mirror our experience or not? 

 — Is there a difference in how people of colour in the group 
experience these cultural beliefs and how white people do? 
What could we learn from that? 

 — What steps could we take to change these features in a  
day-to-day way? What solutions could the antidotes offer us?  
Are we ready and willing to do that?

Not all organizations are ready for this conversation. However,  
for those that are, our experience is that these kinds of 
conversations can be rich and invigorating. They allow us to 
explore the day-to-day experience of working together and offer  
a path to imagining and implementing a different way of being.
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Perfectionism*
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 — In a perfectionist culture:
 — mistakes are seen as personal, i.e. they reflect badly on the person making them  

as opposed to being seen for what they are—mistakes;
 — there is little appreciation expressed for the work that others are doing. When 

appreciation is expressed, it is directed at those who already receive the most credit;
 — it is more common to point out how the person or their work is inadequate. Moreover, 

it is common to talk to others about the inadequacies of a person or their work without 
ever talking directly to the person in question;

 — making a mistake is confused with being a mistake. Doing wrong is confused with 
being wrong;

 — there is little time, energy, or money put into reflecting as a group and identifying 
lessons learned that could improve practice—in other words, little or no learning  
from mistakes;

 — there is a lot of splitting hairs/nitpicking. People bring up every imperfection in others’ 
contributions or find exceptions to generalized observations that are offered.

 — Perfectionist organizations are very good at identifying what’s wrong, but have little ability 
to identify, name, and appreciate what’s right.

 — Perfectionist culture is often internalized by individuals. In other words, the perfectionist 
fails to appreciate their own good work, often pointing out their faults or ‘failures.’ Fixating 
on inadequacies and mistakes rather than learning from them, the person works with a 
harsh and constant inner critic and this is reinforced by the organizational culture.

 — Perfectionist workplaces struggle with:
 — a poisonous level of stress and anxiety, self-blame, difficulty with teamwork, avoidance 

of feedback and reflection, and significant indecision; 
 — holistic and systems thinking that might allow them to innovate or solve the root cause 

of issues.

 — Perfectionism is closely linked to a culture of blame. It relies on guilt, fear and shame  
as motivators for work, which contributes significantly to employee burnout and stress.

A Perfectionist  
Culture
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  COCO SAYS  — Our own research has shown that the requirement for 'perfect' work in 
organizations is often applied unequally on the basis of race. For example, racialized 
employees are held to a higher standard, while white employees are allowed to 
experiment, mess up, learn and improve. 'Mistakes' by racialized employees are seen as 
representative of their value as a staff member overall, and even of their racial group, while 
white employees are given the 'benefit of the doubt.'  
Our research has also documented a pattern where racialized employees are punished 
for things that would not even qualify as mistakes, or are being held accountable to 
expectations that were never made clear to them. The most common example we hear 
is that a racialized employee is assumed to be responsible for leading diversity or anti-
racism efforts in an organization, often without that ever having been made clear in the job 
posting or the job description. They are then blamed for the failures or conflicts that arise 
from those initiatives (or the lack of them). You can find more about this in COCo’s report, 
Diversité d’abord. — 

Antidotes

 + Emphasize a culture of appreciation, where the organization  
takes time to ensure that people’s work and efforts are valued; 

 + Develop a 'learning organization,' where it is expected that 
everyone will make mistakes and that those mistakes offer 
opportunities for growth; 

 + When things go wrong, don’t automatically search for someone  
to blame or assume there is someone at fault;

 + Foster an environment where people can recognize that mistakes 
sometimes lead to positive results. Develop an ability to fail and 
transform from those failures; 

 + Separate the person from the mistake. When offering feedback, 
always speak to the things that went well before offering criticism; 

 + Ask people to include specific suggestions for how to do things 
differently when they offer critical feedback; 

 + Realize that being your own worst critic does not actually improve 
the work. It often contributes to low morale for everyone and does 
not help you or the group learn from mistakes;

 + Develop other sources of motivation in your organization such as 
a shared vision and a commitment to personal and organizational 
learning.
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 — “If it’s not in a memo, it doesn’t exist.” Written 
communication is overvalued above all other 
forms of communication that organizations rely 
on for their functioning;

 — The organization does not take into account 
or value other ways in which information 
gets shared, potentially losing out on valuable 
information or skewing its meaning along the 
way; 

 — Those with strong documentation and 
writing skills are more highly valued, even in 
organizations where the ability to relate to  
others (via methods other than the written  
word) is key to the mission;

 — The organization undervalues or dismisses 
the emotion, tone and relational impact of 
communication since much of this is lost or  
de-emphasized in written communication; 

 — There exists a culture of low trust and 
micromanagement (e.g. using unreasonable 
demands of documentation as a way to surveil 
an employee); 

 — The multitude of ways individuals integrate  
and process information (i.e. not just reading) 
are dismissed or ignored; 

 — Often based on an erroneous belief that 
institutional memory is largely communicated  
in writing.

  COCO SAYS  — In our own research, we have 
also seen the 'worship of the written word' 
applied  unevenly on the basis of race. For 
example, staff of colour are held to a standard 
of compliance with written policy, while white 
staff are given more leeway and understanding 
in interpreting or following the same policies. An 
example we often use is a racialized employee 
being written up for dress code violations – a 
policy that no one else in the organization even 
knew existed, and which was certainly not 
applied to white employees. We have started to 
call this a 'weaponization' of policy. 

 However, in our experience consulting with 
non profits, we have also seen the mirror image 
of ' worship of the written word' causing issues 
of  power and inequity. For example, if there 
is almost no documentation of organizational 
history, process, or policy, the people who have 
been there the longest can maintain their power 
over decision-making and within collaborative 
work because they gatekeep access to key 
information. The lack of documentation can  
also contribute to the recurrence of problematic 
patterns in an organization.  —

Worship of the 
Written Word

Questions to ask yourself

 — Are the documents in our 
organization relevant and 
meaningful to the people they  
are meant to guide and support? 

 — Are key written documents 
reviewed and updated as our 
organization and community 
evolves? 

 — Does our organization solely 
rely on policies and procedures 
when trying to resolve conflicts 
or  pro blems? What other reflexes 
can we develop when faced 
with challen ging problems, 
uneven expectations, and 
miscommunication? 

 — Are people given the time to read 
important documents, and also 
to engage with and ask questions 
about them?
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 — The belief that there is one right way to do things. Once people are introduced to ‘the right 
way,’ they will willingly adopt it;

 — When someone does not adapt or change, then something is wrong with them (and there 
is nothing wrong with those who are expecting that change or conformity in the first 
place). Think, for instance, of the missionary who does not see value in the culture of other 
communities;

 — Causes significant barriers to change, agility, innovation, and teamwork; 
 — Creates a sense of exclusion and isolation for people who are not comfortable or at ease 

with ‘the right way;'
 — Often involves stubbornness and dogmatism: a position is final and not up for discussion, 

even in fairly low-stakes decisions and conversations.

Antidotes

 + Accept that there are many ways to get to the same goal and  
be open to alternative routes; 

 + Once the group has made a decision to take a particular path 
to achieving a goal, honour that decision and see what can be 
learned from that way (even and especially if it is not the way 
you would have chosen);

 + Notice when people do things differently and how those 
different ways might improve your approach; 

 + Keep an eye out for the tendency in a group or a person to keep 
pushing the same point over and over out of a belief that there is 
only one right way—and then name it; 

 + When working with communities from a different culture 
(whether individually or organizationally), be clear on what you 
have still to learn about their ways of doing;

 + Never assume that you or your organization know what is 
best for other communities. Humility is essential in developing 
meaningful relationships with communities whose cultural 
background is different from yours or your organization’s.

Only One  
Right Way
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Only One  
Right Way

Questions to ask yourself

One antidote to the issues gathered in this section is to cultivate 
flexibility and adaptability in your organization. Here are some key 
questions to help your organization reflect:

 — What kind of training or preparation might be needed to support 
staff and/or participants in negotiating change or being open to 
difference?

 — What needs to happen in order to accommodate a range of 
learning styles, living conditions, or life responsibilities on our 
team?

 — In what concrete ways are team members and the  
organization encouraged to explore other ways of being, 
knowing, and doing?

 — Are individuals supported to learn from their mistakes? What 
happens when mistakes or challenges occur? What are our first 
reflexes?

 — In what ways is a culture of learning and creativity fostered and 
embedded in the organization's structure? When and how do we 
try to reflect on our work and imagine different ways of doing? 

 — How are outside stakeholders involved in the planning, outreach, 
implementation, and evaluation of projects, programs, or 
organizations? 

 — What techniques are used to regularly check-in with colleagues 
and outside stakeholders about needs, processes, and goals? 

 — How are differences in ability, skill level, income, language, 
location, perspective, etc. accommodated to ensure that all 
potential participants are able to take part? 

 — When unexpected issues or developments occur, how will  
they be addressed or responded to? 
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 — Things are either/or: good/bad, right/wrong, with us/against us. There is reduced capacity 
for recognizing multiple or co-existing truths and complexity. Lots of sentences start with 
“but;" 

 — Closely linked to perfectionism. Perfectionists tend to aspire to a singular view or end goal, 
which makes it difficult to learn from mistakes, take feedback, and deal productively with 
those who do not agree;

 — Incapacitates an individual’s or organization’s ability to deal with complexity. The resulting 
analysis is usually superficial and not holistic (e.g. believing that poverty is simply the result 
of a lack of education);

 — Creates conflict and increases a sense of urgency. People feel they have to make 
decisions to do either this or that, with no time or encouragement to consider alternatives, 
particularly those requiring more time or resources;

 — Often used by those with a clear agenda or goal to push those who are still thinking or 
reflecting to make a choice between ‘a’ or ‘b’ instead of acknowledging a need to come  
up with more options.

Antidotes

 + Notice when people use ‘either/or’ language and replace it  
with ‘both/and’ language;

 + When you feel stuck in an either/or situation, push to come 
up with more than two alternatives. If you feel you are stuck 
between two bad decisions and can’t see a way out, try telling 
your team: “I believe there is a third solution. What we need to 
do is figure out what it is;"

 + Notice when people are oversimplifying complex issues, 
particularly when the stakes seem high or an urgent decision 
needs to be made. Slow it down and encourage people to do  
a deeper analysis; 

 + When people are faced with an urgent decision, take a pause 
and give people some breathing room to think creatively.  
When possible, avoid making decisions under extreme pressure;

 + Equip your team with the tools to think in more complex and 
nuanced ways (e.g. mind maps, relationship maps, and other 
forms of systems mapping).

Either/Or  
Thinking*
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  COCO SAYS  — To us, 'either/or' thinking is very related to an organization’s ability (or 
inability) to think in terms of systems and manage complexity. 
“Systems thinking is a way for teams and individuals to look for changes that will give 
 long-term improvements rather than the quick fix that eventually fails but is reapplied over 
and over…In essence, systems thinking provides an approach for managing complexity. 
It is a tool to help decision makers understand the cause-and-effect relationships among 
data, information, and people.” – David Crookes —

Either/Or  
Thinking*
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Concentration 
of Power
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 — There is little value placed on sharing power. Power is understood to be limited, with only so much to go 
around;

 — Those with power feel threatened when anyone suggests changes to how things could or should be done 
in the organization. Leaders perceive suggestions for change as a criticism of their leadership and fail to 
recognize this response as part of power hoarding; 

 — Those with power assume they have the best interests of the organization at heart and assume ill intent from 
those wanting change, characterizing the changemakers as uninformed (stupid), emotional or inexperienced; 

 — Ideas of leadership are rooted in a culture of 'leader worship,' conceiving of leaders as saviours and/or 
heroes; 

 — Power hoarding often requires secrecy. Those with power control what, when and with whom the 
information is shared; opaqueness in decision-making and schisms within the organization can cause 
additional problems.

Behaviours to notice

 — The Nemesis Radical Feminist Collective’s document Language of 
Domination: had a lot to say about power hoarding! They described the 
following behaviours as part of power hoarding. 

 — Deposed kingship: attaching oneself to formal positions of power and giving 
them more importance than they are actually worth. Continuing to hold on to 
and identify with those positions after they have left them;

 — Speaking for others: making your own opinions the voice of some collective 
to give them more weight, i.e. “many of us think that;” 

 — Keys to the City: controlling the circulation of information, almost jealously 
keeping key information of the group in a small set of hands—or one set of 
hands—for one’s own use and profit;

 — Master of Ceremonies: taking actual physical control to direct the group. 
Continually taking key responsibilities before others have the chance to;

 — Playing mommy: over protecting and infantilizing others. Typical phrase: 
“Now, does one of the new…(e.g. women of colour) have something to add  
to this?;"

 — Restating: repeating in your own words what someone (usually a woman)  
has just said in a way that is perfectly clear. Interrupting the conclusion of  
an intervention to recuperate it for your own ends;

 — Focus Transfer: avoiding the question by bringing the subject of discussion 
back to issues that you have mastery of, in order to look smart and 
knowledgeable about the issue.

Power  
Hoarding
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Questions to ask yourself

Here are some questions to help deepen your ability to share  
power in your organization:

 — Can my relationship with others be classified as either ‘giving’ 
or ‘taking’? Or is there a two-way exchange of knowledge and 
resources? 

 — Do my actions demonstrate respect for the people and places  
I am working with? 

 — In hierarchical organizations, what are the structures that act 
as checks and balances for those in formal positions of power? 
How are conflicts of interest defined, identified, and addressed?

 — In non-hierarchical organizations, how are informal power 
dynamics (e.g. seniority, social privilege, employment status) 
defined, identified, and addressed?

Antidotes

 + Embed shared power in the organization’s values statement,  
its structures and policies, and its day-to-day operations; 

 + Instil a culture of good leadership understood as supporting  
the development of others’ leadership skills. Relatedly, such  
a culture necessarily abandons the idea of 'hero leaders;'

 + Cultivate leadership ideals that incorporate an understanding 
of the inevitability of change. Challenges to leadership are 
important for the health of the team and the organization; 

 + Resist and challenge competitiveness. Prioritize cooperation 
and collaboration. This helps shift the implicit assumptions  
about leaders and leadership that can prevent power sharing 
from occurring.
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Things to think about

In 2017, consulting group Compass Point NonProfit Services 
published a paper on insights from 5 organizations that had moved 
towards shared directorship. The organizations had differences 
in how they were unpacking and distributing the single executive 
role: there were variations on 'co-directorship,' and some had 
even broader committee or collective structures they were 
experimenting with. 

From their report: “Community United Against Violence came to 
the realization that internal leadership composition and structure 
is directly linked to external impact. According to Lidia Salazar, 
‘We were noticing that our programmatic work wasn’t reaching 
marginalized communities. So, in our transition, we also changed 
our mission to center black and brown people, people of color. 
Then, in turn, it made sense to have a leadership model that 
reflected this in order to reach these communities and in order to 
make informed decisions for the organization.’ These evolutions 
of leadership structure are breaking down the false distinction 
between the organizations’ external organizational identity and 
their internal practices.”

Power  
Hoarding
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 — Paternalism is the policy or practice of people in positions of authority restricting the 
freedom and responsibilities of those subordinate to them in the subordinates' supposed 
best interest;

 — In a paternalistic organization, decision-making is clear to those with power and unclear  
to those without it;

 — Those with power think they are capable of making decisions for and in the interests of 
those without power, often without meaningfully consulting the people being affected;

 — Those with power often don’t think it is important or necessary to understand the 
viewpoint or experience of those for whom they are making decisions;

 — There is often a lot of 'speaking in capital letters'—that is, presenting opinions and solutions 
like they are the final word on the matter, an attitude that is reinforced by tone and body 
language; 

 — Direct condescension and infantilization of others, particularly people who are new to the 
group (e.g. “you’ll definitely need my help in order to get that task done”); 

 — Those without power in the organization might tacitly accept their powerlessness and/or 
fear the very real repercussions of challenging those with power;

 — People without power understand that they do not have it and understand who does. 
Those without power do not really know how decisions get made; they are, however, 
completely familiar with the impacts of these decisions.

Antidotes

 + Cultivate transparency and open dialogue around decision-
making practices. Ensure that everyone has a part in important 
decisions;  

 + Make sure everyone knows and understands their level of 
responsibility and authority in the organization;

 + Meaningfully include those who are impacted by a decision  
in the decision-making process; 

 + Be as transparent as possible about the reasons for any 
decisions being made without the input or against the input of 
people involved. Distinguish between appropriate confidentiality 
and discretion around sensitive information and an expedient 
lack of transparency.

Paternalism
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Paternalism

Questions to ask yourself

Questions for organizational leaders about decision-making: 

 — Do I share my motivations, processes, and structures with 
others? How do I let others in on my processes and decisions?

 — Who gets to be a part of decision-making? Who am I willing to 
share ownership with? 

 — How are team members involved in the planning, outreach, 
implementation, and evaluation of projects, programs, or 
organizations?
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 — The organization spends significant time and energy trying to protect power as it exists 
and covering up abuses of power;

 — The structure and procedures of the organization are optimized to protect the 
organization as is and to prohibit or dissuade growth and change; 

 — Criticism of those with power is viewed as threatening, inappropriate, or rude;
 — People respond to new or challenging ideas with defensiveness, making it difficult to raise 

these ideas. People are not listening to each other or helping each other feel heard;
 — A lot of energy in the organization is spent working around particular defensive individuals 

(often those with power). Ensuring that their feelings are not hurt is prioritized over 
thinking and working through important changes that need to be made for people with 
less power; 

 — White people spend energy defending against charges of racism instead of examining 
how racism might actually be happening and how their behaviours could be adding to 
organizational racism;

 — Lashing out, wherein people seeking emotional control adopt a defensive attitude and 
respond to any opinion contrary to their own as a personal attack, may occur; 

 — Organizations rooted in defensiveness can unwittingly encourage the role of a solution-
giver: those who give a response or solution before others have had a chance to 
contribute to the exchange, or before the problem has been given adequate time and 
consideration.

Defensiveness

Things to think about

Defensiveness is connected to the idea of 'white fragility.’ On this 
topic, Robin DiAngelo writes: 

“White people in North America live in a social environment that 
protects and insulates them from race-based stress. This insulated 
environment of racial protection builds white expectations for racial 
comfort while at the same time lowering the ability to tolerate racial 
stress, leading to what I refer to as White Fragility…This results in a 
socially-sanctioned array of counter-moves against the perceived 
source of the discomfort, including: penalization; retaliation; 
isolation; ostracization; and refusal to continue engagement.”
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Antidotes

 + Understand that structural mechanisms cannot in and of themselves  
facilitate or prevent abuse;

 + Recognize the link between defensiveness and fear (e.g. fear of losing  
power, losing face, losing comfort, losing privilege). Name defensiveness 
when it is a problem; 

 + Foster a culture of self-reflexivity in which people are supported and 
challenged to work on their own defensiveness;

 + Develop an organizational culture of caring and direct critical feedback—
people are frequently capable of handling more than others expect, 
especially when there is a foundation of trust and care; 

 + Discuss the ways in which defensiveness and resistance to new ideas  
get in the way of the organization’s mission.

Defensiveness

Questions to ask yourself

“Relationship building is such a huge piece of what we do. Everything comes 
back to transparency—being really clear about ourselves and what we do in the 
community. We’re coming in as outsiders, so we’re being really really respectful 
that it’s their space. We’re being honest about our services and what we are 
able to provide. Being open to feedback, being approachable.”

 — Art Starts, Neighbourhood Arts Network Art and Equity Toolkit 

“Self-reflection happens organically and collectively amongst the staff. We 
get together every two weeks and report to one another. This helps to set the 
direction of where we’re going. I really like the performance reviews—it provides 
an opportunity to reflect and think about your goals. We are regularly visiting 
our programming sites and touching down about programs with the program 
managers. We talk about how needs have changed and what needs have come 
up, the success of the programs, and anything we can change. This happens 
at the end of every summer, the end of the year, and in the spring after winter 
programming is finished.” 

 — Art Starts, Neighbourhood Arts Network Art and Equity Toolkit 
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Right to 
Comfort
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 — The belief that those with power have a right to emotional and psychological comfort.  
This belief is broadly related to another characteristic to be discussed, the valuing of ‘logic’ 
over emotion;

 — Scapegoating those who cause discomfort. For instance, people of colour who risk calling 
attention to organizational racism often become the subject of scrutiny rather than those 
who are complicit in perpetuating oppressive dynamics within the organization;

 — Holding onto views wherein individual acts of unfairness against white people are 
conflated with or placed within the same analysis as systemic and structural racism that 
targets people of colour.

Antidotes

 + Understand that discomfort is at the root of all growth and 
learning—its presence is often signalling the need for deep self-
reflection; 

 + Welcome discomfort as much as you can; 
 + Deepen your political analysis of racism and its intersections 

with other axes of oppression;
 + Personalize your reflections on racism and systemic oppression, 

rather than remaining within theoretical and hypothetical ways 
of thinking. These personal reflections can make for difficult 
work, but they strengthen analysis and help one see lived 
experiences and emotions as they fit into a larger picture.

Right to Comfort
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 — People in power avoid conflict and 
disagreement; 

 — When someone raises an issue that causes 
discomfort, the response is to interrogate the 
person who highlighted the problem instead of 
interrogating the problem itself;

 — Politeness is used to deny people the space to 
feel and to be themselves. For instance, when an 
employee is angered by racist acts committed 

Antidotes

 + Role-play ways to handle conflict before conflict happens;
 + Distinguish between being impolite and bringing up difficult issues.  

Learn to hold truth-telling conversations as a team and help each  
other feel heard in these moments;

 + Unlearn attitudes around 'acceptable' ways of calling attention to  
painful truths. Make space for emotions and think expansively about  
how problems are flagged in the organization; 

 + Once a conflict is resolved, take the opportunity to revisit it at a later  
point and consider how it might have been handled differently.

Fear of  
Open Conflict

Questions to ask yourself

 — How is feedback used to assess and improve programs and activities? 
 — If unexpected issues or developments occur how will they be addressed  
or responded to?

 — What techniques are used to regularly check-in with colleagues 
 and community members about needs, processes, and goals?

 — What are the unconscious beliefs that I or my organization hold that  
create and sustain our fear of open conflict?

 — How can I, or my organization, find ways to help manage my/our  
fear of open conflict, other than avoiding conflict altogether?

 — To what extent do I or the organization have space for people to  
be themselves?

 — What are the ways in which self-reflexivity, trust, and openness  
to being challenged are fostered in the collective culture?

against them, they are expected to mute their 
emotional reaction in the name of politeness  
and cordiality;

 — Raising difficult issues is equated with being 
impolite, rude, or out of line. People in power 
might use this as a way to maintain control and 
silence those who challenge the organizational 
status quo.
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Individualism*
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 — Individuals have little experience or comfort working as part of a team;
 —  People often believe that problems and challenges are best handled alone. An individual 

might feel solely responsible, or there is an environment that generally lacks mutual 
support; 

 — In hierarchical organizations, accountability is thought of in terms of top-down 
relationships and is rarely oriented from the bottom on up. This can apply both to lateral 
relationships as well as in relation to the community the organization serves; 

 — Recognition is often done on an individual basis. Those in positions of power (both formal 
and informal) often get most or all of the credit, thus invisibilizing other contributors;

 — Leads to isolation;
 — Competition is more highly valued than cooperation. Where cooperation is valued, little 

time and few resources are devoted to developing these skills;
 — Individualistic organizational culture creates a lack of accountability as the group values 

those who can get things done on their own without supervision or guidance; 
 — In individualistic organizations, people’speople can be aggressive or reactive to persons 

whose group membership is important to them ; for example, a person of colour in white 
majority organization who offers their perspective as a racialized individual might be met 
with discomfort, defensiveness, or denial as a way to silence or invisibilize how race and 
racism operate within the organization;

  COCO SAYS  — To us, individualism is strongly linked to the meritocracy myth. Meritocracy 
is the idea that power, privilege, and wealth are afforded to those who have earned it on 
the basis of individual achievement, hard work, and/or inherent superiority. Operating 
within this rationale is the belief that those who are disenfranchised, powerless, and/or 
marginalized are as such due to a personal failure, a refusal to work hard, and/or inherent 
inferiority. The belief in meritocracy handily erases structural inequality, that has a real 
impact on people’s power and position today. —

Individualism
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 — The belief that if something is going to be done right, I have to do it. Connected to the 
organizational characteristic of individualism; 

 — Individuals with this belief often have little or no ability to trust and delegate work to 
others—those on the receiving end of this lack of trust have difficulty feeling respected 
and valued; 

 — Linked to a culture of perfectionism and disempowerment;
 — This belief can contribute significantly to burnout and resentment in organizations given 

individuals’ reduced capacity to ask for help and share the work, to be open to other 
perspectives or ways of doing, and to trust others’ abilities.

I’m The Only One

Behaviours to notice

The Nemesis Radical Feminist Collective’s document Language  
of Domination also adds that objectivity can also relate to: 

 — Hogging the show: speaking too often, for too long, and too 
loudly;

 — Seeking the spotlight: using all sorts of strategies, drama, and 
set ups to attract a maximum amount of attention to yourself  
and your ideas;

 — Frequent 'self-listening': formulating a response after the first 
few sentences of someone speaking, not listening to anything 
from that point on, and leaping in at the first pause.
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Antidotes

 + Embed teamwork and collaboration in the organization’s values, 
structures, policies and ways of doing; 

 + Ensure that the organization is working toward shared goals 
and that people have a collective will to learn from mistakes 
together. Understand growth and success to be a matter of 
collective, rather than individual, achievement;

 + Foster a culture of mutual support where people feel safe 
bringing problems to the group;

 + Use team meetings as a place to solve problems and break 
workplace isolation, not just as a place to report activities;

 + Articulate that collaboration is a key skill you need in yourself 
and your team, and evaluate people based on their ability to 
work as part of a team (and other ‘soft skills’) and to accomplish 
shared goals.Make sure that recognition is given to all those 
who participate in an effort, not just the leaders or most public 
person;

Questions to ask yourself

 — What are my relationships to the people, places, and ideas 
involved in this project? Who are the different people, and 
what are the different perspectives, that are necessary for the 
success of this task, project, or mission? What skills, resources, 
and initiatives already exist in the team? Am I seeking out 
existing team knowledge and expertise? 

 — How am I/are we perceived by others with whom I/we 
collaborate? How does this affect the work I am/we are 
engaged in? How do I/we acknowledge and address 
unequal power dynamics within a relationship? What kinds 
of accommodations or changes do I/we need to make in 
order to form relationships that are more equitable and more 
collaborative? 

 — How am I integrating our learning into the work as it moves 
forward?

 — How are we supporting our staff and volunteers to reflect, 
learn and improve their abilities to work as a team?
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Progress is 
Bigger/More*
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 — The belief that success and progress is synonymous with 'bigger' and 'more' is rooted in 
capitalism;

 — Progress is understood as organizational expansion (e.g. adding staff or projects) or the 
ability to serve more people, regardless of how well the community is being served;

 — This attitude gives little to no consideration for the cost associated with expansion. For 
example, growth might also mean:

 — increased control over your organization by funders or other external stakeholders; 
 — the exploitation, exclusion, or underserving of the community as focus shifts to 

quantity over quality;
 — the burnout of staff and volunteers treated as a necessary evil in the name of 

unchecked growth.

Progress is  
Bigger/More

Things to think about

Vandana Shiva writes: “An obsession with growth has eclipsed 
our concern for sustainability, justice and human dignity. But 
people are not disposable—the value of life lies outside economic 
development.”  

How does this apply to our organizations? What are the costs 
to the people in our organization when we are always seeking 
growth? Are there different kinds of growth? What kind of  
growth do we want to have?
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Antidotes

 + Take the time to think about the vision you have for your 
organization in 25, 50, or even 100 years—not just the upcoming 
season or your five-year strategic plan. Foster 'seventh 
generation thinking' by asking how the actions of the group now 
will affect people seven generations from now;

 + Make sure that any cost-benefit analysis includes all (i.e. 
human) costs, not just financial ones. Human costs may include, 
for example, the impacts on morale, credibility, and use of 
resources;

 + Include process goals in your planning, such as how you want  
to do your work, not just what you want to do; 

 + Ask the people you work with to evaluate how growth and 
change management affects them.

Questions to ask yourself

 — Do the projects being pursued have meaning for our wider 
community? 

 — Does their relevance extend beyond the moment of engagement 
and connect with longer term priorities and goals?  

 — How are our activities woven into community life and existing 
community activities? 

 — How are community priorities being integrated into our projects?
 — Does the organization work to challenge 'work-over-people' 
culture? Is the well being of our staff and volunteers important 
to us? Do we invest time, energy, resources and reflection in 
assuring this well being? 

 — Is it really our desire to grow as an organization? Could we be 
more precise about our desire and vision for our organization—
for example, is our desire actually to be continually learning, or 
continually improving? Instead of growing as an organization, has 
there been a consideration for strengthening partnerships with 
organizations who have resonant missions and values?

 — For those who work with youth, how are they engaged at various 
levels of the organization? Are these engagement techniques 
aligned with the values of the organization and are they structured 
in a way which makes sense for the organization?
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 — The belief that people can be (and can choose to be) objective or ‘neutral’ in their 
viewpoints and analyses;

 — The belief that emotions are inherently destructive, irrational, and that they should not play 
a role in decision-making or group processes;

 — Invalidating or punishing people who show emotion;
 — Requiring people to think in a linear or ‘logical’ fashion and ignoring, invalidating or being 

frustrated by those who think in other ways;

Objectivity*

Behaviours to notice

The Nemesis Radical Feminist Collective’s document Language 
of Domination also adds that objectivity can also relate to: 

 — Invisibilizing marginalized folks: pretending that racism, 
classism, homophobia, ableism, etc. do not exist in our more 
'evolved' groups. Saying things like: “As feminists, we understand 
oppression, so this isn’t a problem between us;”

 — Avoiding feeling and emotion: intellectualize, joke, or passively 
resist at any point where it is time to exchange personal feelings; 

 — Taking certain voices more seriously than others: always giving 
more weight and authority to certain people’s perspectives; 
checking out when women/poc are speaking.

  COCO SAYS  — We can see an attachment to 'objectivity' arising in organizations when 
they turn to policy/procedure instead of doing relationship repair between people. 
Structural organizational problems are often a cause of conflict and should be addressed 
as part of resolving conflicts and ensuring they don’t reoccur. However, if people are 
hurting and being hurt in the organization, the first move by the organization should be to 
address the emotional, personal, and people elements of a conflict or dispute.  —
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Antidotes

 + Realize that everybody has a worldview and that these 
worldviews inform the way they understand things;

 + Work to expand your perspectives on what is counted as 
'legitimate knowledge' versus what is dismissed. Validate 
emotional/affective, experiential, and ancestral knowledges as 
legitimate and powerful that are able to work in tandem with 
other knowledge forms to create expansive understanding and 
thinking;  

 + Realize this means you, too. It might be easy to detect another 
person’s dismissiveness or rigidity, but we all have to check 
ourselves and notice when we engage in this kind of narrow 
thinking; 

 + Challenge yourself to sit with discomfort when people are 
expressing themselves in ways which are not familiar to you. 
Continue to listen; 

 + Respect that everybody has a valid and useful perspective, and 
it is the job of the collective to understand what that perspective 
is—even and perhaps especially through discomfort and/or 
disagreement.

Questions to ask yourself

Questions for your team to valorize the subjective experiences of 
each member: 

 — What are some of the physical, social, economic, emotional, 
psychological, and spiritual experiences of the people involved? 

 — What experiences are people bringing with them? 
 — How do personal experiences shape involvement and support  
of the activity? 

 — Have there been reflections on the impact of anti-oppressive 
initiatives and equity work on those of marginalized identities  
and experiences? For example: is the organization taking steps  
to properly centre the voices of Indigenous, Black, and People  
of Colour in anti-racist organizational changes?
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 — All the time and money resources of an organization are directed toward producing 
measurable outcomes;

 — Things that can be measured are more highly valued than things that cannot. The 
organization’s impact is assessed in terms of measurable figures (e.g. event attendance 
numbers, newsletter circulation reach, and money spent) instead of by indicators that are 
less easily measured (e.g. quality of relationships, democratic decision-making, and ability 
to constructively deal with conflict);

 — There is little or no:
 — value attached to process; 
 — comfort with emotion and feelings; 
 — capacity for handling complexity; 
 — effort to capture qualitative and experiential information.

 — Process may be sacrificed in favour of efficiency or 'getting things done.' For example, 
when there is a conflict between content (the agenda of the meeting) and process 
(people’s need to be heard or engaged), content will 'win.' That is, you may get through the 
agenda, but if due attention has not been paid to people’s need to be heard, the decisions 
taken are likely to be undermined and/or disregarded.

Quantity over Quality*

Antidotes

 + Include process or quality goals in your planning, and look for 
ways to measure them (e.g. if you have a goal of inclusivity, think 
about key indicators you can measure to assess whether than 
goal has been achieved);

 + Make sure your organization has a values statement or some 
other anchor that expresses how the group wants to do its 
work. Consider this a living document, one that people ought to 
use in their day-to-day work; 

 + Learn to recognize those times when you need to get off the 
agenda in order to address people’s underlying concerns.
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Questions to ask yourself

 — What are the long-term impacts on the people working on this 
project? 

 — What are the long-term impacts on community members or 
community spaces?  

 — What can we do to support our staff and volunteers? 
 — Do staff have adequate training for the work they are doing? Are 
practices around feedback built on care and constructiveness?

 — Does our organization have structures to ensure that people’s 
working conditions are considered and improved upon on a 
regular basis?

 — Does our organization have a culture that supports our employees 
and allows their needs to be considered and improved upon on  
a regular basis?

 — Are equity initiatives moving beyond 'diversity hires?’ Does the 
organization consider reflecting on and shifting culture and 
structure to align all levels of the organization?

Handout Packet Page 64



39

 — A constant sense of urgency makes it difficult to take time to be inclusive, encourage 
democratic and/or thoughtful decision-making, to plan long-term, or to consider 
consequences;

 — A constant sense of urgency frequently results in sacrificing potential allies for quick 
or highly visible results. For example, an organization might sacrifice the interests of 
communities of colour in order to win victories for white people (who are seen as the 
default or norm community and therefore 'more valuable'); 

 — This dynamic is often reinforced by funding proposals that promise too much work for  
too little money, and by funders who expect too much for too little.

Antidotes

 + Learn to make practical work plans that set up people for 
success; 

 + Write realistic funding proposals with realistic time frames;
 + Understand that things take longer than anyone usually expects. 

Leadership should build in flexibility and suppleness during 
times when urgency seems to pervade the workflow and/or 
workplace culture;

 + Discuss what it means to set goals around anti-racism,  
anti-colonialism, and other forms of resistance to structural 
oppression. Dedicate time to support individual and 
organizational learning, and collectively herald structural 
changes that give rise to inclusion and diversity;

 + Take the time needed to learn from past experiences and find a 
feasible, consistent method for documenting and/or preserving 
these learnings; 

 + Realize that rushing decisions takes more time in the long run. 
Inevitably, people who didn’t get a chance to voice their thoughts 
and feelings will at best resent and at worst undermine the 
decision because they were left unheard;

 + Be clear about how you will make good decisions in an 
atmosphere of urgency.

Sense of Urgency
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Questions to ask yourself

 — How much time is available for relationships to deepen and  
for trust to be built?

 — Has there been deep reflection and careful planning around 
timelines for projects and deadlines?

 — Has the organization taken the time to conduct meaningful 
consultations with team members and/or the community?

 — Are there mechanisms for regular feedback at reasonable 
intervals?
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Learning 
Organizations: 
An Antidote 
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COCo has been increasingly interested in the concept of Learning Organizations (LOs), 
and the idea’s relevance for nonprofit organizations. As we were deepening our own 
understanding of this framework, it became apparent to us that the ideas central to being a 
learning organization may also serve as powerful antidotes to many characteristics of a white 
supremacy culture in organizations. After going over the broad strokes of our research on 
LOs, perhaps you’ll come to the same conclusion—we would love to hear your thoughts!  

In brief, a Learning Organization can been understood “as one that is characterized 
by continuous learning for continuous improvement, and by the capacity to transform 
itself” (Watkins and Marsick, 2003). A learning organization sees learning as a significant 
organizational goal. It finds ways to facilitate learning at all levels, drawing on different forms 
of knowledge in order to not only face change, but to thrive with it.

Our own research identified four elements of a learning organization. These elements are:

 — A structure that supports learning, characterized by few formal hierarchical levels. It 
prioritizes teamwork and gives a high amount of autonomy to staff members and teams. 
This facilitates open communication throughout the organization, encourages risk-taking 
and innovation, and allows the organization to remain flexible.

 — A learning climate that cultivates a feeling of trust and safety throughout the organization, 
that demonstrates an appreciation and facilitation of learning, and ensures the process of 
learning is a pleasant and safe one for all. Such a climate makes learning from mistakes 
and failures easier, acknowledges that individuals learn in different ways, and underlines 
that learning at all levels is of strategic importance for the organization.

 — A social take on learning, acknowledging that meaningful and transformational learning 
usually comes unexpectedly, while working and interacting with others. As such, LOs seek 
to create and multiply the appropriate contexts and containers for informal learning to 
happen.

 — A capacity to navigate complexity, allowing the organization to imagine, prototype, apply 
and evaluate novel, ecological and durable ways of addressing change and organizational 
challenges.
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Learning Organizations invite us to implement a number of practices that are similar to the 
antidotes to white supremacy culture contained in this document. LOs ask:

 — How can we distribute power differently in the organization so that it is shared more 
diffusely across the organization?

 — How can we be open to learning on the job, making mistakes, and trying new things?
 — How can we have a climate or culture that makes it easy for people to learn and change?
 — How can we make sure we value and understand the importance of the informal 

interactions and conversations that are part of our organization?
 — How can we help ourselves learn to talk about very complex issues, especially where we 

have very little shared experience? 
 — How can we make visible and value different forms of knowledge within our organization?
 — How can we make time to reflect on our ways of doing and thinking?

01 STRUCTURE  
adopting an 
organizational structure 
that supports learning

02 CLIMATE
cultivating an organizational 
climate that facilitates learning

04 SOCIAL LEARNING
understanding learning as a 
social, mostly informal process03 NAVIGATING COMPLEXITY

developing a capacity to 
address complex challenges, 
and adapt

The nonprofit 
Learning 

Organization
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1800 1900 2000

United States Policies that 
Codified White Supremacy

1791
US Constitution 
adopted Article 
IV defining 
people as 
property

1830

1862

1882

1924

1942

1971

Indian Removal 
Act was passed 

forcing the 
relocation of 

Southern Native 
American tribes  

1862

Emancipation 
Proclamation 
(slave owners are 
reimbursed )

Chinese 
Exclusion 
Act bans 
Chinese 
immigration

Johnson Reed Act 
Immigration of 

“Nordic” prioritized 
in immigration 

policy 

Japanese 
American 

concentration 
camps

Nixon’s War on Drugs 
disproportionately 

impacts POC

1846
Mexican-American 

War breaks out and 
annexes Northern 

Mexico  

1910
The Eugenics 
Record Office 
(ERO) 
established by 
the Carnegie 
Institution

Dred Scott v 
Sanford denies 
Blacks 
citizenship rights

In the 
People v. Hal, 
the Supreme 

Court banned 
POC from 

testifying in 
court

1854

1857

Homestead 
Act  White 
Settlers offered 
Native land at 
low cost

National Housing 
Act (New Deal 
policy created 
the practice of 
redlining)

1934
1964
Republican Senators 
lead a 60 day filibuster
In an attempt to block 
the Civil Rights Bill.

1986
Congress passes Anti-
Drug Abuse Act which 

establishing 
mandatory prison 

sentences for drug 
offenses.   

1996
Clinton calls for the 

Personal Responsibility & 
Work Opportunity Act and 

uses racist portrayals of 
the poor to end AFDC  



1900

2011

1966
All 50 States 

passed legislation 
regulating child 

abuse and 
mandated 
reporting.

CHILD WELFARE TIMELINE

1909
White House 

Conference on  the 
Care of Dependent 

Children  

1912
United States 
Children’s 
Bureau is 
established 

1938
Fair Labor Standards 
Act outlawed 
child labor 

1974
Passage of the 
Child Abuse 
Prevention and 
treatment Act 
(CAPTA)

1993

1997
Passage of the 
Adoptions and 
Safe Families Act 
(ASFA) 

2008

Passage of the Child 
and Family Services 

Improvement  and 
Innovation Act (IV-E) 

The following timeline summarizes key 
federal developments in Child Welfare Policy 
from 1900 - 2011 

The 1st juvenile court 
in the US opened. 

1935
Social Security Act 
establishes Aid to 
Dependent Children
/ Child Welfare 
Services 

Passage of the 
Indian Child 
Welfare Act 
(ICWA)

1978

Passage of Family 
Preservation & 

Support Act 

1994
Passage of 
Multi-Ethnic 
Placement 
Act (MEPA) 

Passage of 
the 
Fostering 
Connections 
&  
Increasing 
Adoptions 
Act 
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United States Policies that 
Codified White Supremacy: 
The First Three Years of the Trump Administration

JANUARY 2017 - AUGUST 2019

2017

1/24/2017: Recently Inaugurated President Trump reverses Obama-era hold on 
Dakota Access Pipeline which was to pass through the Standing Rock Sioux 
Reservation, and was opposed by 200 North American Indian Nations.

1/25/2017: President Trump issues an executive order re-establishing the “Secure 
Communities” deportation program (discontinued under President Obama) which 
allows Immigration & Customs Enforcement (ICE) to use law enforcement data to 
identify individuals residing in the US without legal permission.

1/31/2017: Ajit Pai, Chairman of the Federal Communication Commission (FCC), 
releases a legal brief indicating the FCC will no longer enforce price caps on phone 
rates for prisoners, disproportionately affecting people of color.

1/27/2017: President Trump issues Executive Order 13769 suspending refugee 
admissions into the United States for 120 days and denying entry for any reason to 
citizens fo Iraq, Iran, Libya, Somalia, Sudan, Syria and Yemen, therby fulfilling his 
campaign promise to impose a “Muslim ban.”

2/20/2017: Department of Health & Human Services (DHHS) Director John Kelly 
creates the Victims of Immigration Crime Enforcement (VOICE) office to gather 
information about crimes committed by “aliens routinely victimizing US citizens.”

8/2/2017: Trump endorses the Reform American Immigration for Strong Employment 
Act (RAISE) introduced by Senator Tom Cotton (AK) and Senator David Perdue (GA). 
The Bill was structured to reduce the number of family members a legal citizen 
could sponsor.

8/31/2017: Treasury Secretary Steve Mnuchin shelves plan to replace President 
Andrew Jackson on the $20 bill with Harriet Tubman

8/28/2017: DHS Acting Director Elaine Duke approves the construction of the new 
southern border wall, bypassing 14 environmental regulations and the Native 
American Grave Protection and Repatriation Act.
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2017

9/5/2017: Acting DHHS Director Elaine Duke ends Deferred Action for Childhood 
Arrivals (DACA), a policy that deferred the deportation of approximately 800,000 
immigrants who arrived in the United States as children.

11/20/2017: The Department of Justice (DOJ) announces the allocation of 
$98 million as incentives for local law enforcements’ cooperation with ICE, and 
through reporting undocumented immigrants. The allocations are in direct response 
to the growing number of self-proclaimed “Sanctuary Cities.”

12/12/2017: Arthur Gary of the DOJ writes a letter to the head of the Commerce 
Department’s Census Bureau making a case for adding a citizenship question to the 
2020 census survey.

2018

1/4/2018: Attorney General Jeff Sessions rescinds policies of non-interference with 
marijuana-friendly state laws, leading federal prosecutors to crack down on 
marijuana-related crimes disproportionately impacting the cases of people of color.

1/11/2018: DHHS Deputy Administrator Brian Neale announces new guidelines that 
allow states to impose work requirements for Medicaid recipients.

2/20/2018: The DHHS family separation policy at border crossings is reported to be 
underway.

3/6/2018: The DOJ files suit against the state of California over sanctuary policies 
that limit the use of state resources to enforce federal immigration laws.

3/12/2018: The Department of Education proposes a repeal of “Rethinking 
Discipline,” a 2014 set of guidelines that were created to promote racial equity in 
how students are disciplined and to address the “School to Prison Pipeline.”

5/10/2018: The Department of Housing & Urban Development (HUD) retracts a 2013 
rule that helped Americans file disparate impact claims against lenders and insurers.

5/11/2018: President Trump established a commission on election fraud. (The 
commission was disbanded without a single finding of voter fraud.)

6/20/2018: President Trump issues an executive order to terminate family 
separation which (the result of his “zero tolerance” policies).
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2018

6/26/2018: The Supreme Court upholds the Muslim Ban by a five-to-four vote with 
Justice Neil Gorsuch voting with the majority.

7/3/2018: The Departments of Education & of Justice, in a joint letter, announce 
that they are to rescind Obama administration policies that provided universities 
with guidelines for upholding affirmative action.

7/27/2018: Over 700 children remain separated from their families despite the 
passing of July 26 deadline.

8/19/2018: The DOJ files a brief with the US Supreme Court arguing that Title VII of 
the Civil Rights Act of 1964 does not prohibit discrimination against transgender 
people. On August 23 DOJ releases a similar brief regarding discrimination of gay, 
lesbian, and bisexual people.

10/21/2018: The DHHS asserts a new definition under Title IX that defines sex as 
“either male or female, unchangeable, and determined by the genitals that a person 
is born with.”

12/22/2018: The United States Federal Government commences a shutdown over a 
budgetary stalemate in the legislature over the funding of the President's proposed 
Southern border wall. It proved to be the longest shutdown in American History (25 
days) ending on January 25, 2019.

2019

1/4/2019: The Guardian reports that Trump Administration has stopped cooperating 
with United Nations investigators over potential human rights violations in the 
United States.

2/15/2019: President Trump declares a national emergency on the Southern border 
in an attempt to fund the border wall that had been rejected by Congress.

3/11/2019: The Trump Administration releases its Fiscal Year 2020 budget proposal 
which includes an $8.6 billion request for a southern border wall and major cuts to 
Medicaid, Medicare, Social Security, and SNAP.

4/17/2019: The HUD Department proposes a rule that would restrict housing 
assistance for families with mixed-citizenship status. HUD analysts demonstrate that 
the proposal could lead to 55,000 children becoming homeless.
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2019

4/19/2019: The DHHS plans to reverse a federal requirement that child welfare 
agencies collect data regarding the sexual orientation and gender identity of 
children/youth, resource families, and guardians.

5/2/2019: The DHHS announces a new policy that allows health workers to cite 
religious or moral objections to deny care to patients.

5/24/2019 The DHHS announces policies that limit non-discrimination protections of 
the Affordable Care Act, thereby allowing health care providers to deny care to 
marginalized communities.

6/12/2019:The Trump Administration asserts executive privilege to block 
congressional access to documents related to the 2020 Census, specifically those 
pertaining to the addition of the untested citizenship question.

8/19/2019: The DOJ files a brief with the US Supreme Court arguing that the Trump 
administration acted lawfully when it rescinded the DACA program in September 
2017.

8/21/2019: Homeland Security Secretary Kevin McAleenan announces end to the 
Flores settlement agreement which ensures constitutional protections for children in 
immigrant detention facilities, thereby allowing ICE to hold immigrant children 
indefinitely in prison-like conditions.

REFERENCES: 

http://democracyincolor.com/recordofracism

https://civilrights.org/trump-rollbacks/#2018

Document researched and compiled by Elizabeth Wroughton, MSW, for the Alameda 
County Equity & Inclusion Fellowship, Fall 2019
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