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February 1, 2022 

 

SENT BY EMAIL ONLY 

 

 

To Whom It May Concern: 

 

 

Re:  Anti-Racism Data Legislation Engagement 

Report from Richmond Poverty Reduction Coalition 
 

On behalf of the Richmond Poverty Reduction Coalition (RPRC) I am pleased to provide a final report 

on the above noted project. The RPRC is ‘a coalition of individuals and service agencies working 

together to reduce poverty and the effects of poverty through research, projects, and public education.’ 

Our membership includes individuals as well as 10 organizations providing services and programs to 

hundreds of Richmond residents.  

 

Project Method: 

 
The RPRC regularly employs a ‘conversation circle’ method to engage Richmond residents on issues 

that are important to them. The method ensures a safe and non-judgemental place where people feel 

comfortable to share their ideas and views. The purpose of the topic conversation circles was to engage 

certain  groups so we could hear and record their stories and ideas about collecting race-based data. The 

groups selected are organizational members and/ or allies of the RPRC with intersectionality around 

low-income, disability, mental health, other health challenges, or waged labour. 

 
The RPRC leadership selected four RPRC members to act as volunteer group facilitators. Two leaders 

(Ella Huang and De Whalen) were the project co-leads and provided orientation and ongoing advice 

and support to the facilitators as they planned and executed their work. 

 
The co-leads provided a Facilitators Orientation session on January 4th to review purpose, intent and 

focus of the engagement. We concluded that we wanted to hear from Richmond residents about their 

stories and insight into the collection, safety, use, and access of community race-based data in BC. The 

goal is to help identify where gaps and barriers exist for racialized communities.  
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The conversation circle participants were as follows: 

 

• Richmond Centre for Disability (7 participants) 

• Richmond Mental Health Consumer & Friends Society (5 participants) 

• Heart of Richmond AIDS Society (3 participants), and 

• Unite Here Local 40 (8 participants) 

 

Facilitators spent 10 hours each on orientation, recruitment, preparation, and delivery of the project. 

The co-leads offered the same time in in-kind services to guide and advise the facilitators and provide 

the conversation circle reports. The budget of $2,000 was spent on honoraria for the facilitators and 23 

participants. A modest administrative fee was kept on hand by the RPRC. 

 
 

Summary of Conversation Circles Engagement 

 

Geographic and Race-Based Categories 

 

 Participants generally agreed that they do not mind being asked these questions but most felt 

the race-based categories they have experienced (Asian, Caucasian, Black) do not account for 

the realities of Canadians, eg. Filipino Chinese, Kenyan African, Malaysian Chinese, 

Pakistani South Asian. This also applies to geographic categories (eg. Asia, Europe, Africa). 

 

 Participants would like to fully describe how they identify themselves. Rather than ‘tick the 

box’ they would like to ‘tick any box that fits’ or answer an open-ended question. The one-

answer-only approach leads people to answer ‘none of the above’ because they identify more 

fully than is allowed. 

 

Self -Identity 

 

 Some participants said they would proud to self-identify with their country of origin, country 

of birth, culture, ethnicity, and religious practice, as these features are not always readily 

visible. One group saw language as an important identifier, ie. if you ‘look Chinese’ but don’t 

speak it. Some groups did not see these categories as important to data collection on self-

identity.  

 

 FYI, recent events in Richmond such as anti-Asian graffiti, anti-Muslim slurs, and Anti-

Jewish rhetoric are concerning and some participants would like to see public education on 

what is acceptable in Canada and what will not be tolerated.  

 

 Self-identifying with their sexual orientation was seen by most as a non-issue.  

 

Collection of Raced-Based Data 

 

 When data is collected, it should be of benefit to the community and not do harm 

 Specific benefits would include, data to assist non-profits and local governments in planning 

and delivering services (health, education, social services, human rights, labour rights) 

 Everyone was concerned with confidentiality and anonymity, and that data should be 

collected on a community-of-interest basis, not on an individual basis 

 Data cannot be sold to private interests or corporations 

 Data should be secure and not ‘hackable’ 
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 People need absolute trust in the entity (government, etc) collecting and storing the data 

 People need to know the exact purpose of the data collection (eg. improve health services, 

education) and be apprised of the outcome of the data collection 

 Do not keep asking for the same data, share what the government already has 

 Ensure the data collection process is enshrined in legislation so a different/ new government 

cannot change the usage of the data 

 

The foregoing is a summary of the results of our four conversation circles. We would encourage the 

consultants receiving this final report to also review the individual conversation circle reports. There 

are nuances in each circle that should be recognized and recorded. 

 

Please also see attached to this final report submission: 

 

• Four final reports in the ‘reporting template’ requested 

• Examples of a conversation circle Invitation Poster and Agenda, and 

• Facilitators’ Orientation slide deck 

 

 
Sincerely, 

 

 
 

Deirdre Whalen 

President, RPRC 

 

cc.  RPRC Directors 

 Ella Huang, RCD 

Lystra G. Sam, DPM consultant 
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