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I have been provided with 57 pages of text from 7 papers.  Five were the ones presented during the second part of this afternoon, one was from the group presenting before the break, and one was presented this morning. Some of this material is pretty condensed and closely typed in small print.  I have been given eleven minutes to comment on the implications of these for policy and practice which works out to 5 pages a minute – and it’s the end of a long day.  Here we go!
Peter Li

Peter Li’s paper is an encouraging one for a number of reasons. He pays tribute to “the marriage of policy practicality and research idealism” stemming from the Metropolis- inspired dialogue between academics and policy makers.  Had he remembered the third leg, the NGO leg of our Metropolis stool and complimented it by inclusion in his analysis, I might have liked it better.  I am reminded of the words penned by American poet Richard Clarke Cabot:

I dwell 'neath the shades of Harvard
In the State of the Sacred Cod,
Where the Lowells speak only to Cabots
And the Cabots speak only to God"

As between the academics and the policy makers, I leave you to decide which are the Lowells and which the Cabots.  
Peter’s report on Team Projects has encouraging material on how recent immigrants’ earnings are doing. But Blacks from Africa and the Caribbean are singled out as not doing as well. This raises my perennial point about the worth of all human beings and how this is not adequately measured in any society by reference only to earnings data.
The report makes reference to the encouraging federal move toward higher immigration numbers, and the also encouraging, if only so slight trend away from the economic class and toward the family class.  I am encouraged by Abdie Kazemipur’s work on social capital that moves us away from measuring immigrants’ value based on earnings. 
All these things reported by Peter Li show an expansion of our thinking, an expansion of our frame of reference that I would like to think comes at least in part from the NGO sector joining the dialogue between the Cabots and the Lowells.

Linda Ogilvie

Linda Ogilvie’s paper is a comprehensive review of the wealth of work being undertaken in the health domain, continuing through several years, and quite extraordinary. The ability of the domain to access funds beyond those of Metropolis is also extraordinary. It does lead one to wonder why this is and how it might be emulated.  The focus of the work is of course an in-Canada one.  The human subjects are here and settlement and integration issues are the drivers.  Studying immigrants as a subset of the Canadian population is always “interesting”. I hearken back to Peter Li’s paper where he cited the academic view that “the sacred pursuit of knowledge should be driven by curiosity and curiosity alone”.  While settlement and integration services are presumably impacted by this research, what, however, are the implications for immigration policy?
Linda’s paper makes reference to “the healthy immigrant effect”. Immigrants generally arrive and remain healthy, at least for awhile.  How many or what percentage of immigrants do we screen out overseas for health reasons? How much is this impacting the “healthy immigrant effect”, if at all?  Have we assessed the relevance of the notoriously stale-dated medical examination through which immigrants must go prior to coming here?  The examination is for some expensive, it won’t catch post-examination illnesses, and it is susceptible of fraud.  It is also a step that can delay efficient overseas processing and timely arrivals. Medical inadmissibility to Canada has waned in importance as Canada has changed its attitude to sick and disabled immigrants. Why therefore could not this examination be undertaken after arrival in Canada? This could be an area for new research.
Finally, Linda does not mention her related concern that was part of her involvement in the last Metropolis International.  This is the concern about the ethical implications of attracting health care professionals from developing countries that may need them more than we.  Is this a topic for the health domain, or if not, where should it repose in Canada’s manifestation of Metropolis?
Anna Kirova

Turning now to our more recent presenters, we first have Anna Kirova.  There is interesting work being done within the Education Domain, as her report discloses.  The studies tend to be local, or regional, and with a limited focus.  This is in no way a negative comment, merely an observation.  Good work is happening, and giving rise to enhanced understanding and practical applications.  I wonder how broadly this experience is being shared or implemented. 
The thing I see lacking is a federal buy-in. Are the problems of immigrant children and adults as they relate to education systems, being forced to be handled primarily by schools and school boards?  Is the provincial role inhibited by the funding divide around immigration as between Ottawa and the province?  Is the federal role inhibited by the constitutional division of powers that gives education to the province?  As good work is done, and Anna’s report shows this, how is this impacting federal settlement and integration policy? 
My own experience suggests big gaps between what would be good to have available to immigrants when it comes to education, and what is actually available.  Are we bringing people here only to waste them through lack of appropriate educational opportunities? It seems to me there is an overarching policy piece that is missing, and that someone needs to look at from a research perspective.
Lloyd Wong
Lloyd Wong has provided me with a 12-page document in ten-point in his report from the Social and Cultural Domain. It is a very comprehensive report and my first observation is that for scholars affiliated with Metropolis this is a very popular domain. The work of ten is reported on in the body of Lloyd’s report as funded by PCERII. Other work by research affiliates that was externally funded is listed in the final six pages of his report, and all I can say is “wow!”
The Social and Cultural Domain has identified eight areas as desirable for future research. It’s a good list and I’m sure it is not exhaustive.  Lloyd locates the list squarely within federal policy priorities, so I am sure it will command attention as graduate students look for topics.

The work by Noorfarah Merali caught my attention. This is about “Understandings of Spousal Sponsorships in South Asian International Arranged Marriages”.  The focus appears to be on Canadian males who import their brides, and in the light of recent news stories, I wondered if it might be well to look at Canadian women who import their husbands.  The news stories I refer to have to do with Canadian women accompanying their imported husbands back to South Asia for a visit and dieing under suspicious circumstances soon after arrival. 
It occurred to me as I read the report that so much of our research is perforce focused narrowly. We focus on a particular school or community, or perhaps three schools or four communities, or perhaps on a selected ethnic group or three or four. There is practicality and inevitability in this.  How do we extrapolate from the particular to the general within the context of Metropolis and of Canada? Does anyone develop a policy paper of broad application, or do we leave it to the imprecise world of inference and common sense?
Joseph Garcea
I think that Joe Garcea’s type is even smaller than ten-point.  His report on the Citizenship and Political Domain is a thoroughgoing report on what’s happening, and what’s happening is interesting as you have heard today. It’s not in Joe’s report, where he mentions “regionalization”, and it didn’t happen under the aegis of the Prairie Centre, but CIC did fund and with a lot of help from my friends I wrote the work on regionalization entitled “Attracting & Retaining Immigrants; a Tool Box of Ideas for Smaller Centres.” It appeared in November and is on the government’s “integration-net” web site.  Brochures that describe this work are available at this meeting.
I see in the work of this domain a continuation of the in-Canada emphasis that I find so prevalent across Metropolis.  I don’t criticize this. It’s all good.  But I do wonder how we get outside this box, or which domain gets us outside this box, to look at where Canada’s immigration policy is going, where it might or ought to go, how we get there, what time frames we should plan within.  As we focus on all the trees of our many research projects (and you’ve heard me on these themes at other Planning sessions) who is focusing on the forest?  Joe, your domain might be the best place.

Then there are the ethical, perhaps even philosophical issues, and there are so many, that some of us are starting to talk about.  Which domain gets these?  Is this Political Domain the place to house them, or should there be another?  
Terry Carson and Lucy De Fabrizio

I must confess that I loved the report by Terry Carson and Lucy De Fabrizio.  I read every word of it – it was so well written – and I found myself identifying with the researchers, school and university, and the responders. My only comments are:  keep doing what you’re doing; this is highly relevant research and so far I think you’re “bang-on” the mark, and I look forward to the next installment.  Your conclusions and recommendations will have important implications.
Daniel Lai
What I received from Daniel Lai was only his power point slides as you saw them today, so I could draw few conclusions in advance as I prepared for this.  I think this work will have important policy relevance because we appear to be moving into an era where attempts will be made to do what we call “regionalize” immigration – work to get immigrants into smaller communities.  Given the likely sources of future immigrants, the issues around cultural awareness in smaller communities, and how to support and protect their ethnic minorities, will be highly relevant.
In his verbal presentation today, Daniel commented that immigrants frequently have more education than their jobs require, and that in consequence there is “wastage” of their education.  I would put another spin on this. I would separate the value of education from its merely job-relevant aspects, and just note that the fundamental purpose of an education is to create an educated person.
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