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TheSecretary
StandingCommitteeonFamily andHumanServices

DearSecretary

Inquiry into Adoption of Childrenfrom Overseas

My nameis RachaciEmersonandI amanadoptiveparentwho currentlyresidesin
Queensland.I wishto commendyou onundertakingthis enquiryinto thecurrent
practiceandpolicies surroundingIntercountryAdoption. It is an immensely
worthwhileprogram,for thechildrenandfamilies involvedand forAustraliaasa
nation. Sadly, it is in astateof crisisandin critical needofreview.

My husbandandI wererecentlyallocatedtwin babydaughtersfrom Taiwan. We feel
so incrediblyblessedandprivileged,that evennowwhilewewait forpermissionto
travel andcollectthem,wefeelasif wearestill living in adream.Ourjourneyhas
takenus5 yearsfrom whenwefirstmadetheinitial phonecall, to the(then)
DepartmentofFamilies,herein Queensland.We werethencaughtup in aprocessof
assessments,medicals,andlots andlotsofself-imposededucationon whatwasto be
theculture,thatwould foreverremainapartofus. Although thisprocesswasat times
extremelyconfrontingandchallenging,wewerefully committed;aswewhole-
heartedlybelievedthat weneededto demonstratethatwewouldbe ‘what wasbestfor
thechildren’.

Overthis time, I havedevelopedathoroughknowledgeofIntercountryAdoption
policy herein QueenslandasI amnow theCoordinatorofTownsvilleIntercountry
AdoptionSupportGroup. I greatlyadmiretheeffort of MinisterMike Reynoldsand
feelencouragedby his level ofsupportandcooperationwith this issue. I welcome
theopportunityto sharemy thoughtson this issuewith yourcommittee,asI strongly
believethat aunitedapproachto intercountryadoptionprocessacrossboth
governmentandcommunitysectors,will ensureeffective,meaningfulpolicy, that
resultsin solidhappyfamilies.

1. Inconsistenciesbetweenstateandterritory approvalprocesses.
Currentandpracticesneedto changeto ensureconsistencyandefficiency. Thereare
anumberofpracticesthatneedparticularattention:-

• Queenslandneedsto abolishits currentpracticeof randomlyopeningthe
Expressionof Interest. It waspreviouslyshut for 2 years,creatingapanic
whenit finally reopened.I personallywouldpreferto seeit reopenedevery
12 monthsat adesignatedtime, to reassurecouplesthattheyhavetimeto
seriouslyconsidertheirmotivationto adopt,withoutfeelingthepressureof
havingto put in an insurance’application.

• Theyfeesvary considerablyacrossthestates. Queenslandincreasedtheir
feesandaskedcouplesto meetthecostoftheir assessment($2000
approximately)in responsetheMinister statedthis would freeup the



Departmentsresourcesandenablethemto process100-110filesperyear.
This hasneverhappened!

• Eligibility criteriasuchasmaritalstatusandlengthof time married,ageand
medicalrequirements.With regardsto medicalrequirementsnot only what
medicalconditionsareacceptedbuthow unacceptablemedicalconditionsare
dealtwith variesbetweenstates.

• Thedifferencesfor first time couplesandsubsequentadoptionsfor couples
egin statessuchasQueensland,coupleswhohavealreadyadoptedhaveto
do asmuchin termsofworkbooks,medicals,assessmentsandreviewedby
thedepartmentetcwhereasin otherstatestheworkload andrequirementsare
far less.We all recognisethatcouplesneedto beproperlyassessedhowever
amiddlegroundmustbe found.

• TheFederalGovernmentneedsto investmoreresourcesinto the
establishmentofnewagreementswith othercountries.This is theonly
viableoptionto alleviatingthecurrentcrisisthat existswithnumberof
childrendesperatelyin needofloving families andtheextensivenumberof
‘waiting’ prospectiveadoptivecouples. I reiteratethe IAFQ’s stancethat
‘Australiais puttingalot ofpressureon alimited numberof countries.There
aremanycountriesthathaveaneedandadesireto be involvedin an
Internationaladoptionprogram.Somestatesarealittle moreactivein this
areathanothershoweveroverallthis is an areathatneedsimmediate
attention’.

2. Inconsistenciesin benefitand entitlements

Themaininconsistencyhereis thematernitypaymentto parentswho havecareof
theirchildby 26 weeks.Most Intercountryadoptionsarenot processedbeforethe
child orchildrenare26 weeksold. This is extremelyunfairandmakesno logical
sense.If theGovernment’smainpriority it to considerthe ‘best needsofthechild,’
why is it that the entitlementis only availableup theageof26 weeks?Are the
familiesofolderchildrenlessworthy?

Dueto thenatureoftheprocessveryfewcouplearegrantedcustodyoftheiradoptive
childrenbeforethis age. Adoption is avery costlyprocess,weasadoptiveparents
understandthis andacceptthe substantiallegal/processingcostsinvolved. We arenot
looking for additionalgovernmenthand-outs,wesimplywantto betreatedfairly, and
expectthesameentitlementsasbiological parents.I believethis policy shouldbe
changedimmediatelyandshouldbeback-datedto whenthis legislationwas
introduced,to offer supportto thosefamilieswho havemissedout — forno valid
reason.

In conclusion,I feelstronglythat theGovernmentis veryhypocritical. We are
adoptiveparentsjumpthroughmany‘legislative hoops’to demonstratethat weare
stable,educated,well-resourced,healthy,young,and aremorethancapableto
becomeexcellentparents.We aremostlylikely going to raiseourchildrenin aloving
andsupportedenvironment,encouragingthemto grow intohealthy,educated,
productivemembersofsociety— why doesn’tthegovernmentdo moreto supportus!



If Governmentwantswhat is the“Best interestofthechild” thenit is theirturn — we
alreadydo ourbit! It’s time to:

• Immediatelydevelopprogramswith newandwilling countriese.g South
Africa, Vietnam,Chile etc.

• Developmorepracticalandrealisticpolicy, regardingage,health,ageof
children/siblinggroupsetc.

• Changetheprocessto ensurefiles aresentfaster.
• EnsurethatExpressionsofInterestareopenedregularly.
• Increasingstaffingin theseDepartmentsif necessary.
• Supportadoptiveparentsby allowing themto accessthesameentitlementsas

biologicalparents,andseriouslyconsiderfollowing theUSA’s taxbreak.

I wish you well with this initiative andamlooking forwardto experiencingsome
positiveoutcomes.

KindestRegards

RachaelEmerson


