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This submission does not cover my own personal case since this has previously been revealed to the Forde Inquiry. What it does cover is the future, both for former residents and their dependants. While the initial concern of the committee of inquiry must focus on the painful accounts of some of those who suffered at the hands of state and church officials, there will inevitably arise the matter of what to do about it.

Civil legal action has failed as an option for most. The statute of limitations continues to provide an insurmountable obstacle. Voluntary settlements have been few and far between and have normally involved small sums. Indeed, there remain many who would not consider legal action as the resurrection of old hurts itself constitutes the principal impediment to compensation.

The committee would best serve those formerly in care by the establishment of a compensation commission along the lines of what is known as the “Canadian Model”. As is common with matters of personal injury cases for the insurance industry, it may well be possible, and advantageous, to develop a compensation formula for monetary grants.

The second component of any compensation package pertains to lost opportunity. Corrective action could include therapy, educational assistance  and help with  quality of living such as has been offered to a limited extent by the Forde Foundation. The exact nature of the requirements will no doubt be revealed  during the course of the committee’s inquiry.

With regard to this secondary issue of lost opportunity, it must be remembered that the frequency and degree of talent in all fields of human endeavour is comparable to that occurring in society at large. It will become imperative at some stage to provide opportunities for the promotion of the fruits of those talents, particularly in the areas of literature and the performing and visual arts. Co-ordination with the Australia Council could prove advantageous.

The third, and most often neglected, component relates  to spouses and children of former residents of childrens’ homes. If a person is killed at work or by culpable or negligent accident elsewhere, it is reasonable to compensate dependents for loss of earning capacity. Similarly,  a person whose income capacity has be3en drastically reduced as a result of experiences while in the care of the state, has not been able to provide as much for his/her dependents. It is the contention of this submission that there exists also a “ second generation” effect as has been determined in the instance of holocaust survivors.

Lessons learned from the inquiry will help shape future policy strategies so, in the direct sense, current wards would not be involved with a compensation commission other than for a cash grant at the time of termination of formal care to assist   in the starting of  an independent life. This submission therefore is restricted  to “”what to do”  considerations rather than “how to do” , the latter being  best incorporated into individual state programs.

The committee will surely enter a state of shock and awe at the problems it discovers. Once it passes onto “what to do” all members of the committee should think of the person they most admire from our society and ask themselves the simple question ; “ Would he/she have achieved what he/she did if exposed to the experience of being in the care of the state in Australia as a child?”

In conclusion, I would request to meet with the committee to elaborate on these basic points during the course of its deliberations.

L.K.Blayse -  Formerly in Childrens’ Homes.

