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• Name— Ricky Brisson
• Familycircumstance— adoptivemotheroftwo children— now aged22 and24

(from ColombiaandBolivia)
• ContinuedInvolvementin intercountryadoption —25 years,AFC (Australian

Familiesfor Children) , AICAN (AustralianIntercountryAdoptionNetwork),
ACC (AustraliansCaringfor Children)

• AFC: is a memberof AICAN, NSW Committeeon AdoptionandPermanent
Care,NSW Family Services,Councilof Social ServiceofNewSouthWales

I would like to takethis opportunityof thankingmembersof the StandingCommittee
onFamily andHumanfor bringing aboutthis inquiry andhopethat theresultsofthe
inquirywill bringaboutthemuchneededreformof theprogram.

In my submissionI tried to addressthetermsofreferenceof this inquiry - regarding
inconsistenciesbetweenstatesandtherightsof intercountryadoptivefamilies vs the
rightsof local adoptivefamilies andbiological families.

But if this inquiry is aboutlisteningto communityconcernsandaddressingthe issues
andsolvingtheproblemsbeingraised— then it mustlookbeyondinconsistencies.

• Internationallycloseto 40,000childrenare adoptedeachyear
• Aicanhasbeengatheringstatisticsfrom arangeofreceivingcountrieswhich

clearlydemonstratesthatAustralianadoptfar lesschildrenthenothercountries—

thequestionis why?

Whenyou hearaboutthe largenumberofapplicantswaiting in eachstate— it is clear
thatit is notdueto lackofwilling families/ andwhenyou look atthe international
statisticsit is clearthat it is notdueto lack ofneedingchildren.

Theproblemis in theway our systemoperates:

• Thefragmentedlevel anddegreeofgovernmentinvolvement/ andthelack of
governmentcommitment(bothstateandfederal)

1) Onefederalcentralauthority
2) Eight statecentralauthorities— with theirown laws/ policies— and

conflicting interests(lookingafterchildrenandfamilies in theirown stateor
helpingchildrenfrom othercountries?)

3) Bureaucraticattitudetowardintercountryadoptions
4) Degreeof importanceaffordedto intercountryadoptionsby government

authorities(alwaysbottomofthepile!)
5) Lack ofsupportandresourcesallocatedto intercountryadoptions

I



6) Absenceofdocumentedprotocolsandprocedures— specificallywith
regardsto establishingnewprograms— with bothconventionandnon-
conventioncountries.

• TheabsenceofNGOsinvolvement

1) No accreditedofNGOs— why?
2) Lackofconsultationwith NGOs(notwithstandingtherecommendations

madeby the StandingCommitteeonTreaties)
3) Ignoringrequeststo invite AustralianNGO representationto theHague

SpecialCommissionmeetingheldthis week(oneof themain topicswas
accreditedbodies)

4) Lackofgovernmentsupportandfundingfor NGOsprovidingintercountry
adoptionservices(preor post)

5) MistrustofNGOs
6) PerceptionthatNGOsarepurelyself-interestorganisationwith no concern

for thewelfareofchildren

Establishingnewprogram— with conventionandnonconventioncountries

Australianareallowedto adoptfrom a very limited numberofcountries
Historically — all programsin existencein Australiatodayhavebeeneithernegotiated
by NGOsor initiatedby NGOsthroughpersonalinterestorpersonallinks.

TheabsenceofNGOsis definitelyaffectingthe developmentof theprogram

Statewelfaredepartmentsare notequippedto negotiateprograms

No time/ no resources/ no expertise/ nowill / no senseofurgency

China— took 6 yearsto negotiate
In 2004
Around 100 childrencameAustralia
7044— to theUSA
497— to Sweden
308 — to Norway

BOLIVIA — primeexampleof bureaucracyatwork!!


