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partment of Human Services Vlctoria for our two Ethiopian adoptions.

ntact with ICAS was in December 1996. We are still involved with the department as our

sriences which we base our submission on.

n we have close friendships locally with couples who have adopted from other countries
de India & China, as well as couples who have children adopted through local adoption.
ears of our involvement in adoption in Australia the vast variances of experiences
peers has been astonishing.

'éffeziffbetow, our views on the questions posed for the Inquiry.

Any inconsistencies between state and territory approval processes for overseas
adoptions; and

Geﬁtie,r seiection.

ur first adoption which commenced in 1997 as a part of our initial assessment interview with
ppointed social worker, we were asked to select which country, age group and gender

pplying to adopt for. We selected an Ethiopian female as young as possible and went

r assessment process with this preference very clear. Our social workers final report




rl stated that she ‘recommended that the husband and wife be considered to adopt a healthy
eferably a female and as young as possible.’

thtee; year wait and distressing error with the ICAS 2 ' years into our process relating to
selection, we were allocated our precious daughter.

to our second adoption which commenced in April 2001, we were interviewed by the Acting

AS (who was the senior social worker of our first adoption), and was asked at our initial

we had a gender preference. We remarked that although we would be happy with either

‘we would again be very pleased to request a female child. With that said we were

ned by her, that if we showed a preference for a girl during our assessment, our case would
| and she would demand we attend ‘counseling’ over this issue.

that this same department worker had recently approved at least one single mother with
ical female child to adopt a baby girl. Certainly in Victoria ICAS had no problem
a consecutive second female in a family.

' recent times NSW had a policy of only approving single applicants for female children.

fnexample of the variations between state approvals and the subjectivity that is applied
wessmg individual families. If gender selection or preference is available it should be offered

Travel variations.

ime of the allocation of our first child several other babies were similarly allocated to
-other states. All our babies were very small, in crowded conditions with serious
ulating through their foster home. Two families chose to leave as soon as possible
ecatian to individually care for their baby until they were eligible to come home to Australia.

lar | 'rac;tice was and still is that parents are not to travel to their child’s country of birth until
a;’cﬁg:fals have been cleared and the child has been issued with a visa to travel to Australia.

rand respected this however considering we had knowledge that two other families with
rcumstances to us were welcome to go, and were swiftly able to begin nurturing and
their babies it seemed reasonable that we too would be able to.

ade an appointment, out of courtesy to discuss our reasoning with the Acting Head of ICAS.
told her of our plans she became enraged and threatened that if we continued ahead with
5, she would immediately call an inquiry into people traveling early and effectively

fyiﬁtﬁée the program.

pect for the program, other families and our fear of jeopardizing our future adoption plans
o cancel our early travel plans. The other families, who traveled at the time from
, and NSW, did so with no intimidation or repercussions from their departments.




Naming rights

‘ rchifldren are allocated to us, they have a given name or names depending on their
tances. With both of our children neither were named by their birth mother, both received
n names from carers in their first orphanages.

e have always felt passionate about gifting our children with names that have purpose and love
nus. In our case both our children have names that are very meaningful to our family.

, i‘ng}ﬁa:chitd is the RIGHT of every biological parent in Australia.

v a ; und 2 years ago legislation was passed making it very difficult to change a child's name
me of legalisation. Parents have to justify their desire to amend a child's name and it is at
of the judge presiding whether to approve or not.

Any mcouslstencles between the benefits and entitiements provided to families with
birth children and those provided to families who have adopted children from

chﬂd a daughter is nearly 6 years old and arrived in Australia in January 2000. Our son is
S ¢ d-and arrived in Australia in April 2002.

a&r ¢hyi§dren are Ethiopian born and both were allocated to us at 2 months old and arrived
with us at the age of around 6 months old.

ﬂa‘iéﬂﬁtyfAllowance.
Qnur,daughter arrived we immediately applied for the matemity allowance which was then

ately $850. We had to lodge the necessary documents on the day we arrived home to
ve fell within the 26 weeks criteria.

n our son arrived at the same age as our daughter, we were told by Centrelink staff that he
be eligible for the maternity payment and we should not apply. This advice caused us to
il hance of receiving this retrospectively as we were later informed we were eligible to do.

k nisation' Allowance.
fully immunized both our children within the Australian guidelines. When our second child’s

t:mz,aﬁmjpmgram was complete, we applied for the immunization allowance, which we had
for our daughter and to our surprise were rejected.

ressedfor an answer, we were told that because he had not been approved for the
allowance, he would not be eligible for the immunization allowance, even though he had
uidelines. Apparently the immunization allowance is now directly tied to the maternity
iy ,

Jue sted an appeal of our sons case, and when assessed he was ultimately approved for the
altowance but we were ineligible for the matemity allowance retrospectively.




’ 'uhifev»drphan Pension
‘ p&nsm waslis arbitrarily given to some families and not others throughout Australia.

our daughter was assessed initially for benefits, she was deemed eligible for the double
pans;en. as were several other children who arrived from Ethiopia at the same time.

ecewedme orphan pension for approximately 6 months until out of the blue our case was

 for reasons unknown. As a result we were advised she was no longer eligible for this
and it was ceased immediately. Neither her nor our circumstances had changed. When
r answers we were clearly told that this pension was not intended for intercountry

, !dren

‘ﬁyitf‘c;a_me to our attention that up until mid last year a 3-4 year old child adopted from India
e double orphan pension for the full period from armival to legalisation.

~ lyTax Benefit B

h!s ass&stance program a parent who earns less than approx. $1800 per year is entitied to
mum of $114 per fortmght until the child turns five years old. For families with biological
eans they receive the maximum benefit payable for 5 years. Adoptive families whose
them at various ages will only receive this benefit for a much shorter time.

it ble ‘sctution is for all families to receive this benefit for a period of 5 years from child
to Australia subject to meeting the other qualifying requirements.

ption costs

w : on fee costs paid to state departments in Australia, government departments or agencies
along with the additional costs for immigration, travel expenses to collect your child etc run
1ousands of dollars for all families. The costs to have a biological child are by

on to reduce the financial burden would be for the government to make all or a significant
of the costs tax deductible.

? taﬂds now, families choosing intercountry adoption to make and/or extend their families are in
s'of one department per state at most.




ng the most exhilarating and often stressful time of our lives we are at the mercy of

ies of the members of one department. If we have had difficulty or problematic

ces with staff with strong personal bias, we have no choice but to apply to them again and
1 arbitrarily treat us as they wish. Often this does not make for premium family making -




