
   LIMBO TASK FORCE Minutes 

 

Members,                                                                                                                             Feb., 2017 
Children in Limbo Task Force. 
 
Dear Member,  
On Thursday February 18th, the Children in Limbo Task Force met at the legal department of 
CAST from 8:30 to 10 AM. 
 
Present: Gail Aitken, Marv Bernstein, Pat Convery, Ryna Langer, Sally Palmer, Sharon McKay, 

Wendy Hayes 

Carlos has asked that the CLTF logo be added to the World Changer Society, media as a 

supporter of his initiative. The Task Force agreed that there were not enough members present 

to make a decision and would like to hear from Carlos to get more information and make an 

informed decision.  

Sub Group Regarding Fall Symposium:  
The sub group reported on the beginning of the planning for the symposium. They are looking 
for a date in late fall. The symposium would be a full day and take place during week. Gitte is 
looking to confirm with Jewish Child and Family Services as a potential location.  
 
Timing  

 Potentially late fall 

 Wendy suggested, based on experience, that there should be a 6 – 8 week lead time for 
registrations 

Budget  

 It was suggested that after confirming location, a projected expenditure should be taken 
into account before deciding what the cost for admission should be. 

 Potential sources for outside funding: CAS foundation? Catholic CAS? The Toba 
Korenblum Foundation? Office of the Provincial Advocate re: involvement of people 
with lived experience  

Format 

 Keynote speakers  

 Workshops  

 Publications should be written by trainers and task force based on the day  
Involvement of young people with lived experience  

 It was agreed that young people with lived experience (hereafter referred to as youth) 
should be involved. 

 Youth-led or youth-partnered? What is the difference? Which is the symposium doing?  

 A youth should be involved with the planning meeting, this involved should happen as 
soon as possible to reflect the importance of lived experience throughout the planning 



process, and identify potential opportunities that may be missed by someone without. 
Wendy offered to attempt to make it to sub-group meeting until another youth could be 
identified  

 A youth should also be involved in the development and delivery of workshops, as well 
as be a keynote address  

 The sub-group will reach out to Irwin Elman about referring youth to this opportunity  

 The sub-group would also like to ask OPACY about the possibility of funding for the 
youth involvement piece  

 If youth are to be involved, then the proper supports should be in place ie. an identified 
person to consult with on the day of the event (advocate from OPACY?), financial 
support to bring a support person and a break room for youth to decompress  

 
Task Force members should identify anybody they think may be potentially interested in 
facilitating a workshop. One suggested workshop topic that came up was family group 
conferencing. 
 

Bill 89:  
Pat, Marv, and Gail attended a stakeholder consultation meeting at the Office of the Provincial 
Advocate for Children and Youth. Marv also attended a stakeholder consultation meeting at 
OACAS 
 

 The ministry is willing to consider amending its own Bill, things will be moving very 
quickly after family day 

 Bill will be tabled for second reading next week, likely to get bill passed in the spring 
with staggered implementation, 2018 rest of the bill proclaimed  

 Opportunity it there to speak to the clerk or file a brief 

 Members present agreed that it would be important to participate in hearings and to 
make a submission  

 Contact the clerk of the committee to which the bill is being referred - when will there 
be committee hearings? What are the most critical issues we want to speak to? 

 A discussion was had around the importance of retaining an independent voice  

 Marv indicated he has been speaking to the work of CLTF, including the focus on 
language, with government officials 

 Current differences in the duty to report were discussed, currently not obligated to 
report if child 16 - 18. Penalties differ between professional and public.  

 A discussion around raising the age of protection included considering the impacts of 
voluntary involvement for youth ages 16 – 18. A young person should be at the center of 
decision making, but not necessarily the decision maker. Raising the age could mean 
opening up an entry point to services delivery – should young people have the power to 
deny services? What if they are being influenced?  

 What should the Children in Limbo Task Force focus on? What is out expertise? 

 Suggested submission topic: expanding on the recommendations from Modernizing the 
language report 



 :  :Marvin pointed out, on p2 of “Modernizing the Language”, we stated “consider using 
the “Children’s “Rights Impact Assessment”  and this statement might be pursued 
before the Standing Cttee and the Impact Assessment put forth as a requirement. Also, 
Katelyn’s Principle should be made explicit. 

 When the ministry makes changes, the difference between ‘should’ and ‘shall’ will have 
a big impact on the implementation  

 It was identified that an important part of implementation is training service staff to 
inform their practice  

 
 
Next meeting:  

Thursday, March 18th at 8:30 till 10 AM at CAST, 30 Isabella Street. The subcommittee will 

meet following the meeting re. submission and hearings and the planned 

Symposium/workshop. 

Wendy Hayes 


