
Extract from Hansard 
[COUNCIL — Thursday, 20 October 2011] 

 p8471b-8472a 
Hon Alison Xamon 

 [1] 

REMOVAL OF CHILDREN FROM UNMARRIED MOTHERS — APOLOGY 

Statement 
HON ALISON XAMON (East Metropolitan) [5.40 pm]: I rose last night to speak but there were many 
members who wanted to speak and I was not able to get the call. I rise tonight to recognise that yesterday marked 
exactly one year on from the WA Parliament issuing its formal apology to those women who had been subject to 
the horror of what has now been recognised as forced adoption.  

I was one of the people who spoke in Parliament at the time, and I also issued an apology on behalf of the 
Greens. Members from all four parties spoke to the apology, expressing their sorrow and anger, and also relaying 
some of their personal experiences of what the state and the church had put these women through. What these 
women endured was possibly one of the worst things that can ever be done to someone: to forcibly take away a 
child from its mother. We heard stories of women who had been drugged, coerced, manipulated, lied to, tricked, 
bullied, harassed and also forcibly restrained. It was due to a perverse view of the world that was propagated by 
governments and churches at the time that children were better off with a traditional-type family arrangement, 
rather than with the mother who wanted to raise her own child.  

We spoke about the human cost of that decision: mothers who had since committed suicide, or continued to live 
lives of unimaginable grief and suffering, or in some cases suffer from mental illness or substance abuse—all 
due to what had happened to them. For many of these women—I acknowledge, not all—the apology was an 
important first step towards healing. Although they can never have those lost years back, and although many 
women will never be with their child again, it was such an important step to acknowledge that they had been 
deeply wronged. That is the power of an apology.  

One year on, I thought it would be good to talk about what has happened. Since the apology was issued, my 
office has been kept very busy following through with many of the issues which have continued for these 
women. I am sad to say that, one year on, there remains an ongoing concern about the lack of specialist services 
for these women and their families and for the children they were forced to give up. Simply, there is inadequate 
funding for specialist support organisations, such as Adoption Research and Counselling Inc, Adoption Jigsaw 
and ARMS WA Inc, which are doing important work that should be funded by the government more heavily.  

I would argue that the government, and probably the churches I might add, have a responsibility and a duty of 
care to provide funding for these services, and services like them, and to facilitate healing by those affected by 
forced adoption practices. The counselling and other services that are provided by these organisations are highly 
specialised. Too often women who have been subject to forced adoption are referred by well-meaning doctors 
and others to counsellors or even trained psychologists and psychiatrists who, while undoubtedly well-intended, 
are not across the very particular and specific issues raised by women who have lived through this type of 
trauma. Some women find that the first three of their Medicare-funded referrals are taken up explaining what a 
forced adoption is. I have also heard stories of women who are emerging even more traumatised than when they 
went in because they feel so completely misunderstood. It is critical that these women do not feel as though they 
are totally alone in their experience, because it only leads to the ongoing sense of powerlessness.  

The other critical area of support is assistance for people accessing records, including their own records, to 
facilitate the possibility of reunification. I am constantly receiving requests for assistance from individuals who 
feel as though it is just too hard to navigate their way through various freedom of information laws or privacy 
provisions, or even just to deal with the bureaucracy. To be honest, I am too often being asked to assist with 
matters that I cannot actually assist with. For example, I am not entitled to request or receive certain documents 
on behalf of people. I simply have no standing to do that. Sometimes people do need assistance working through 
the maze, and that is the essential role that these specialist groups can assist with. More importantly, they are 
also then equipped to follow through and deal with any additional trauma that may arise as a result of finally 
viewing these records, because sometimes the information that is available in these records is quite sensitive and 
can in itself be quite traumatic. The groups are not receiving the funding necessary to perform this role. Their 
efforts to operate as a third, intervening party, are being thwarted, which I think is utterly inappropriate and 
totally avoidable. The groups are also able to help women, adoptees and others with things such as the 
compilation of submissions to inquiries, the establishment of a memorial and, again, any issues that may arise as 
a result of going through that process.  

As I say, these groups undertake an important role, but they need more funding. They are now having to charge 
for their services, and, while some women accessing them may be able to afford it, some simply cannot. For the 
reasons I mentioned before, it is inappropriate to palm off these women to Medicare-funded psychologists rather 
than support them to be where they need to be. In any event, if anyone thinks that with 10 counselling sessions 
someone can recover from having her baby stolen, they are seriously deluded. Often these mothers need help for 
years. 
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I acknowledge that post-adoption services are available through the Department for Child Protection, and my 
comments are not intended to cast aspersions on the integrity of the people who work there. But it is bleeding 
obvious that some people will not want to access support from the very bureaucracies that sanctioned the forced 
adoption of their baby in the first place. It would be exactly the same for many of the women if it were a church-
based service. We need independent, skilled specialist service providers. We also need better access to records, 
including a nationally coordinated system, because a lot of the problems emerging in my office are of people 
who live in WA and are having trouble dealing with other states or vice versa. I note that at the commonwealth 
level the Senate inquiry has been widely welcomed. It has already received 334 submissions, and the closing 
date is 31 October. I note that the report is due to come down on 21 November.  

I thought that I would also share a comment that came to my office from a woman who was one of the adoptees 
and who has since reunited with her mother. This is a quote from her, according to my notes — 

It is unbelievable to many how drugging and being tied to a bed for weeks in order to force the 
signature of adoption could ever have been tolerated or permitted in Australia. My mother was 
particularly brave and strong enough to tell me what had happened to her. For this I am grateful and it 
was the first step in a long healing process for both of us. How painful it has been to see the affect that 
my forced removal has had on her. How difficult it was for her when I first came back into her life, no 
longer the baby that she has cried for but as a fully grown adult whom she did not know. She has 
suffered because of this and still suffers to this day and I know that having a baby stolen is something 
you never recover from.  

I want to acknowledge that the apology was a critical first step. To admit that we have wronged is a very 
important part of the process to healing. But it is only the first step. To apologise but then to not actively make 
amends I think cheapens and demeans the important act of the apology being given in the first place. We need 
time to take the second step to follow through with appropriately funded services to assist with the profound 
trauma and to assist practically with reunification where that is still possible. For some of these women, time is 
running out because they are getting older. They have already lived for too long with broken lives. I am saying 
let us get on with doing the next part, and I am calling on this government to, as the next logical post-apology 
step, provide additional and significant funds to those independent specialist services that can help and work 
with these families. 
 


