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IRCC has chosen 10,000 applications 
for the Parent and Grandparent 
Program. This represents around 
17,000 people because applications 
can include more than one person. 
Due to the fact that the interest in 
the Parent and Grandparent Program 
greatly exceeds the yearly intake cap, 
the annual 10,000 application limit 
is necessary to ensure the backlog 

doesn’t grow again. The limit 
ensures that new applicants have the 
chance to apply, while the levels plan 
for parents and grandparents ensures 
enough are processed each year so 
that processing times are reasonable 
and the backlog is further reduced. 
It is for this reason the government 
uses the random selection process. 
Over 95,000 people completed the 
form to express their interest to 
sponsor their parent or grandparent. 
From these, 10,000 people were 
randomly selected to submit an 
application. If you received an email 
saying you’re invited to apply, 

you have 90 days from the date 
the email was sent to you to send 
your completed application using 
the 2017 application package. If 
you don’t send your application 
within the 90 days, you won’t 
be able to apply again this year. 
If you received an email saying 
you’re not invited to apply, you’ll 
have the opportunity to show your 
interest to sponsor your parent or 
grandparent again in 2018. If you 
want your parent or grandparent to 
visit you in Canada for an extended 
period of time, you also have the 
option to apply for a super visa.

With the number of visitors coming 
to Canada on the rise, Immigration, 
Refugees and Citizenship Canada is 
launching a campaign to encourage 
those who need a visa to apply 
early to avoid disappointment. In 
2016, Canada received 2,674,964 
temporary resident applications – 
a 15 percent increase from 2015, 
and it still growing in 2017.  With 
a significant number of people 
wanting to visit Canada in the 
coming months, particularly for 
#Canada 150, applying early is more 
important than ever. Immigration, 
Refugees and Citizenship Canada 
is reminding travellers to review 
Canada’s entry requirements to 
help ensure they are prepared 
for their trip ahead of time.

The Nova Scotia Express Entry 
PNP stream will reopen for the 
first time since 2015 in the coming 
weeks according to the government 
of Nova Scotia. The Nova Scotia 
Demand: Express Entry stream is 
part of the Nova Scotia Nominee 
Program (NSNP), and is one of 
two NSNP streams aligned with 
the federal government’s Express 
Entry immigration selection 
system. Express Entry is open to 
candidates in the Express Entry 
pool who also fulfil eligibility 
criteria for the stream. Successful 
applicants will receive 600 
additional Comprehensive Ranking 
System (CRS) points, leading to 
an Invitation to Apply (ITA) for 
Canadian permanent residence at 
a subsequent draw from the pool. 
Canada is aiming to bring in up to 
51,000 new permanent residents 

through the PNPs in 2017, seven 
percent more than last year. To 
be eligible, candidates must: 
•	 have	 an	 active	 profile	
registered in Immigration, 
Refugees and Citizenship 
Canada’s Express Entry system;
•	 have	at	 least	one	year	of	
skilled work experience in one of 
Nova Scotia’s target occupations;
•	 have	 at 	 least 	 a	
Canadian high school credential 
or international equivalent;
•	 prove	 language	 ability	
in English or French at Canadian 
Language Benchmark 7 or better;
•	 score 	 67 	 poin ts	
or more on the stream’s 
points assessment grid; and
•	 show	 enough	 financial	
resources to successfully 
set t le  in  Nova Scot ia .

Canada Express Entry

Data shows that Ontario, British 
Columbia, and Alberta are the 
most popular destinations for 
new immigrants that come to 
Canada through the Express Entry 
selection system. Around 33 
percent of invited candidates were 
citizens of India, showing their 
growing relationship with Canada.

M a n i t o b a :
MPNP Skilled Worker Application 
fee takes effect May 15th 2017
The MPNP will begin charging a 
non-refundable $500 fee for skilled 
workers effective 9:00 a.m. CST 
May 15, 2017. The MPNP Online 
application system will not be 
available May 14th, 2017 in order to 
complete technical changes. The next 
draw from Expression of Interest 
for skilled worker applications will 
take place after May, 15th 2017.

1st-ever mosque in Manitoba
It was approved by a unanimous 
vote by the Winkler City Council, 
for the first-ever mosque in Winkler, 
Manitoba. The Muslim association 
has already been meeting in the 
space they would like to rezone for 
the mosque. It is a single-storey 
commercial building on Mountain 
Avenue. “It’s just a facility 
where they can in fact meet as a 
community and have their prayer 
sessions both for women and men 
separately… People who are within 
the community have the freedom 
to worship as they choose.” - 
Winkler mayor Martin Harder, who 
supports the building of the mosque.

Migrant  Housing  Plan
The Manitoba Housing and 
Community Development intend 
to use their Gretna facility to help 
with the sudden influx of the many 
migrants crossing into Canada at 
Emerson. They plan on bringing 
in beds, linens, and other things 
required for basic living very shortly. 
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Canada Immigration Case law  Canada,  

Olowolaiyemo, IMMIGRATION — Refugee 

status — Procedure

IMMIGRATION — Refugee status — Procedure 

— Admissibility of new evidence — Refugee 

claimant was citizen of Nigeria who submitted 

claim for refugee protection based on his sexual 

orientation — On February 28, 2014 Refugee 

Protection Division (“RPD”) refused his claim — 

Claimant appealed to Refugee Appeal Division 

(“RAD”) and submitted as new evidence 

statutory declaration from man dated May 7, 

2014, corroborating that he was dating claimant 

in 2012 and sworn affidavit dated April 28, 2014 

of sister of claimant’s male partner in Nigeria — 

RAD found that affidavit did not meet statutory 

requirements of s. 110(4) of Immigration and 

Refugee Protection Act (Can.) since it could 

reasonably have been obtained prior to rejection 

of refugee claim and no explanation as to why 

it was not available — RAD concluded that, 

while it satisfied statutory requirements, statutory 

declaration did not meet factors set out in earlier 

case regarding acceptability of new evidence as it 

failed to provide sufficient detail on relationship 

with claimant and was not material — RAD 

refused to admit additional evidence under s. 

110(4) and dismissed appeal — Claimant applied 

for judicial review — Application allowed 

— RAD erred by unreasonably interpreting 

requirements of s. 110(4) and refusing to admit 

new evidence produced by claimant on that basis 

— Test in s. 110(4) is disjunctive, not conjunctive, 

and accordingly new evidence may be accepted 

by RAD either if it arose after rejection of claim 

or if it was not reasonably available or person 

could not have been expected to have presented 

it at time of rejection — It sufficed that new 

evidence met one of these elements for RAD 

to consider accepting it — Conversely, in order 

for RAD to conclude that new piece of evidence 

does not meet statutory requirements of s. 110(4), 

it must consider whether evidence fails to meet 

both conditions laid out in provision — RAD’s 

analysis ignored first part of test under s. 110(4) 

— Unreasonable for RAD to merely import, and 

automatically transplant, criteria from earlier case 

in its determination under s. 110(4) — Factors in 

case, which include consideration of newness, 

credibility, relevance and materiality of evidence, 

not necessarily applicable to admissibility of 

new evidence in context of RAD appeal — RAD 

appeal is appeal and reconsideration of RPD’s 

decision whereas PRRA officer’s role does not 

include revisiting RPD’s factual findings — Role 

of RAD on appeal materially differs from that of 

PRRA officer — Here RAD referred extensively 

to factors and relied more specifically on 

“materiality” to conclude that statutory declaration 

did not constitute “new” evidence pursuant to s. 

110(4) — RAD did not consider whether or how 

those factors should be adapted in context of new 

evidence submitted on appeal 

Visit:https://goo.gl/8hfKac  

Canada Immigration Case law  Canada,  

Shahein, v CITIZENSHIP — Qualifications — 

Residence

 CITIZENSHIP — Qualifications — Residence 

— Applicant was refused citizenship on basis 

he failed to establish that he was physically 

present in Canada for 1095 days during four years 

preceding filing of his citizenship application — 

Applicant asserted citizenship judge attempted 

to intimidate him — Applicant sought judicial 

review — Application dismissed — Decision 

was reasonable — Applicant failed to provide 

reliable evidence establishing that citizenship 

judge was biased against him — Inconsistencies 

in information applicant provided during his 

citizenship hearing raised serious concerns as to 

reliability of applicant’s evidence — Applicant 

had onus of establishing he was in Canada on days 

in question — Applicant provided inconsistent and 

unsatisfactory evidence regarding his whereabouts 

during specified time 

Visit: https://goo.gl/Bvftwb 

Canada Immigration Case law  Canada,   

Rehman, v IMMIGRATION — Judicial 

review — General

IIMMIGRATION — Judicial review — General 

— Applicant was citizen of Pakistan — Applicant 

entered Canada on study permit and attended 

college — Applicant studied both full-time and 

part-time — Applicant was not eligible to graduate 

because he failed one course — Applicant enrolled 

at different institutions and was granted diploma 

— Applicant’s study permit expired in March 

2014 and he no longer had temporary resident 

status in Canada — In July 2014, applicant applied 

for post-graduate work permit and restoration of 

temporary resident status — Immigration officer 

refused permit on basis that applicant did not 

hold valid study permit at time of application and 

had not continuously studied full-time in Canada 

as required — Applicant applied for judicial 

review — Application dismissed — Considering 

evidence before officer and applicable law, there 

was no basis for overturning officer’s decision 

— Decision was responsive to evidence and 

outcome was defensible based on facts and 

law — Applicant did not meet requirements to 

qualify for post-graduate work permit at time of 

his application — Applicant did not have valid 

study permit, as it had expired — Applicant was 

enrolled in part-time and not full-time studies 

— It was reasonable for officer to conclude that 

requirement of full-time studies applied to whole 

duration of applicant’s program — Officer’s 

decision was reasonable 

 

Visit:https://goo.gl/OU5k6l 

Canada Immigration Case law  Canada, 

Nyembua, IMMIGRATION — Judicial review 

— General

IMMIGRATION — Judicial review — General 

— Applicant was citizen of Democratic Republic 

of the Congo — Applicant’s son denounced 

corruption in Army — Son was detained and after 

applicant obtained his release went to Canada — 

Applicant was questioned on several occasions by 

security forces — Applicant sought refugee status 

which was refused by Refugee Protection Division 

(RPD) — Applicant applied for judicial review — 

Application dismissed — Applicant provided no 

indication or evidence that denunciations of his 

son stemmed from applicant’s political opinion 

— Son had deserted from Congolese Army — 

Asylum application cannot be based solely on 

membership in a family, but must be supported 

by underlying reason for persecution recognized 

by Convention — RPD’s decision was reasonable.

Visit: https://goo.gl/Mco0Nv  


