
   LIMBO TASK FORCE Minutes 

Members,                                                                                                                              Oct. 2015 
Children in Limbo Task Force. 
 
Dear Member,  
On Thursday October 15th , the Children in Limbo Task Force met at the legal department of 
CAST from 8:30 to 10 AM. 
 
Present: Gail Aitken, Marv Bernstein, Annemarie Carere, Pat Convery, Sheryl Ederman, Gitte 

Granofsky, Wendy Hayes, Carlos McDonald, Shelley McIntyre, Ryna Langer, Sally Palmer, Nitza 

Perlman, Nancy Steinhauer. 

Regrets:  EIizabeth Keshen, Mary McConville, Sharon McKay, Jackie Mankiewicz Smith, Kristina 

Reitmeier, Jim Wilkes. 

The Task Force, the Ministry and the Review of the Legislation: 

 We have the understanding that Policy Determination (development of policy priorities 

for the legislation) will take place this fall.  Thereafter, legislative language will become 

the focus, with a bill likely to be introduced in the spring. Considering the urgency, we 

will meet before our next scheduled meeting and formulate a response to the Ministry. 

 Please e-mail your response to the legislation to all of us, so that we can formulate a 

comprehensive response to the Ministry. 

Some of the points that we discussed: 

 Although Canada has ratified the UN Convention of the Child (CRC), and there is a 

general duty to honour international treaty ratifications and to bring internal law into 

conformity with obligations under international law, the CRC isn’t automatically 

enforceable in Canadian domestic law. This is because we have a dualist constitutional 

structure where jurisdiction over children’s matters is split between our federal and 

provincial/territorial governments. 

 Since we haven’t yet passed enabling legislation in Canada to ensure that all legislation 

in this country complies with the CRC and other international normative standards for 

children, it is important to consider a more limited sector-specific approach to 

advancing children’s rights.  For example, if the CRC were to be integrated into s. 1 of 

the Child and Family Services Act (the Declaration of Principles), every person (agencies, 

service providers, judges, tribunals and so on), who is under a legal obligation to carry 

out specific functions under the CFSA, would be bound by those same CRC principles. 

 As pointed out by Marv, and as illustrated in the Nova Scotia lower court decisions in 

the cyberbullying case of A.B. v. Bragg Communications Inc., the Canadian Charter of 



Rights and Freedoms does not, on its own, sufficiently protect a wide constellation of 

children’s rights and may even be used at times to elevate the rights of adults and the 

press, among other entities, over those that should accrue to children.  

 Regarding proposed changes (and support): adoption, fostercare, extended care and 

maintenance: As Wendy pointed out, the criteria, that a youth must attend high school 

for his or her foster family to continue to receive a per diem until he or she is 21, leaves 

out youths in group homes and youths that may be even more needy of support. It may 

also encourage delaying finishing school. There ought to be an “open door” policy for 

youth until they are 25, so that they have family back up whenever they need it, 

whether they are at school or not. There are important initiatives regarding foster care 

and adoption, but also some significant gaps. 

Laurie Monsebraaten, The Toronto Star: 

 Gayle contacted L. M. and immediately got a response back. She recently wrote an 

article in the paper regarding the new policies regarding extended foster care and 

adoption support. Gayle invited Laurie to one of our meetings, and we will repeat that 

invitation. Laurie encouraged us to “push the province to extend support so that foster 

kids can remain with their families while they attend university/college.” She will be 

writing a story about the need for more, or even more, support for adoptive parents.  

Important for the Task Force to communicate: 

 Ontario Bar Association (Shelley) 

 National Children’s Law Committee of the Canadian Bar Association (Marv) 

 Rotary Club (Shelley) 

 School Principals (Nancy) 

Twitter: 

 Wendy will educate us at the next meeting with the hope that we will learn to 

communicate in contemporary fashion. 

Workshop/s regarding Truth or Consequences: 

Feedback from a workshop arranged by Treatment Fostercare in Cobourg was 

overwhelmingly positive. This was due to Jim’s great video, but also to Jim’s sensitive 

response to questions afterwards. There is a need for ongoing information about the 

importance of “telling children and youth the story of their own lives” and of respecting 

them as CEO’s. Therefore, we will look at “recruiting” members of the Task Force to 

facilitate workshops, even just once or twice a year. Wendy volunteers to do the marketing 



and scheduling. Sheryl and Pat and, hopefully Jim, will be doing a workshop in April, if a 

proposal is accepted.  

Mentorship Programs: 

 Carlos is working on setting up a Mentorship program and suggests that we invite 

Rosimay Venancio, who has designed a similar program, to one of our meetings.  

  
Next Meeting:  November 19th at 8:30 till 10 AM! 

Gitte. 


