source from which it comes.
3. Records access
Survivor groups also vary in relation to what records they are able to access and the means,
and costs, of such access. Harmonisation of such access is urgently needed. The situation
in Victoria is complicated by the multiplicity of agencies (and individuals) who had the
right to arrange adoptions in the past, not all of which will have maintained adequate
records. Where adoptions were arranged through organisations that also offered out-ofhome care, details of their records holdings and access provisions are available through the
Find & Connect web resource. However, as the web resource is not funded to cover forced
adoption, information about other organisations is not always covered. The National
Archives site that was funded to provide similar information for survivors of forced
adoption does not appear to have the capacity to have the regular updates that Find &
Connect is able to provide. While the State Government does not have control over these
services, it does have responsibility for the Freedom of Information, Privacy and Adoption
legislation that impacts on the ways in which survivors can access their records and is in a
position to make this as uncomplicated and less costly as possible. It is also in a position to
facilitate the means by which survivors can annotate their records to more accurately
reflect their understanding of the circumstances of the adoption.
4. Contemporary adoption
It is important that the committee does not succumb to the temptation to confine the
problems associated with forced adoption to the past given the pressure on state
governments to return to adoption as a child protection measure. As was the case in the
past, adoption’s greatest advantages are also the source of its identified risks. Early
advocates of legal adoption argued that they needed to have secure possession of the child,
and to be free from ongoing intrusion into their family life. The promise of a clean break
encourages the ‘happy ever after’ narrative that has proved so persuasive when contrasted
with images of children ‘languishing’ in institutions or in abusive homes. However, as the
many stories heard during the Senate inquiry into former forced adoptions showed, this
very certainty provides no protection for children whose adoption did not match this
optimistic narrative, nor to the parents whose children have been removed. Whenever
adoption has been promoted in the past, the demand from people seeking children has
always led to those charged with satisfying this pressure to remove children from their
parents using increasingly questionable justifications, including pre-emptive removals
from young mothers, rather than resourcing programs designed to enable children to
remain with their families. Yet there is little evidence to suggest that such authorities are
any better now than they were in the past of evaluating the relative parenting skills of the
two parties involved.
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