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Executive Summary 

 

The Australian Christian Lobby (ACL) commends the Queensland Government for responding to the 
urgent need for policy development in the important area of Child Protection. This paper presents our 
responses to each of the Options presented in The Next Chapter in Child Protection Legislation for 
Queensland in turn. The over-arching principles guiding our recommendations and responses can be 
summarised as follows: 

1. The rights of parents to superintend the development of their children are highly regarded. 
State’s intervention is only to be undertaken within strict parameters when grounds can be 
well established for believing the safety and wellbeing of the child are in jeopardy while they 
remain with their parents. Where this is the case, the involvement of parents, family members 
and the children themselves (where their age makes this possible) in developing and agreeing 
to a plan in the best interests of the child is rightly supported. However, the paramount 
consideration in all decision making must be the long-term best interests of the child. The 
“long-term best interests of the child” must comprehend all aspects of the child’s 
development and well-being and therefore extends well beyond considerations of their 
immediate physical safety and material provision, which may in many circumstances, drive 
decision making in short-term emergency situations. 

2. Efforts to support vulnerable families who may be struggling to provide a domestic 
environment conducive to their children’s flourishing is an obvious first step. The Queensland 
Government’s elaboration of plans to outsource and facilitate programs aimed at early 
intervention and support for these families are therefore highly commendable and represent 
the best hope of avoiding the need for out of home care (OOHC) for some vulnerable children.  

o While the involvement of families wherever possible is encouraged, it is particularly 
important to support community involvement in care planning for Indigenous 
children.  

o Early intervention should be regarded as best practice. However, where early 
intervention has not taken place or has not been effective for whatever reason, the 
powers of the State to intervene to safeguard the safety of children in the short-term 
should remain unencumbered of the red-tape proposed in Option 6D. Policies must 
still allow for rapid responses to emergency situations. Even where regular 
procedures have not been followed, this should not be grounds for parents who are 
manifestly failing to provide for the safety and wellbeing of their children to contest 
the Department’s intervention. 
 

3. Where early intervention has not been successful and it proves necessary to remove children 
from their parents, strict time-limits should be set for parents to demonstrate their 
competency before permanent care arrangements are sought for the child.  

o Within this time-frame, parents should have access to the support and facilities they 
reasonably need to effect the changes necessary to support their child’s wellbeing. 

o It is also essential for these changes to be clearly enumerated and measurable targets 
communicated.  
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o The over-riding concern, however, is the well-being of the child. Children only have 
one childhood and their formative years should be spent, to the greatest extent 
possible, within a permanent, stable, loving and supportive family environment. 
Where a child’s biological parents do not or cannot make the changes necessary to 
support this, it is imperative that the disadvantage resulting from this be minimised 
for their child and that another ‘forever family’ should be found for the child as soon 
as possible.  

o Permanent parents should be vetted in the same way as adoptee parents. Although 
adoption is now possible for single people as well as same-sex and de facto couples, 
ACL contends that children entering permanent placements need a mother and a 
father where at all possible. Foster care is emergency care and in an emergency, best 
practice is at times, necessarily, overlooked. But in permanent placements there is 
greater scope to consider the best interest of the child by matching them with a family 
environment most likely to contribute to their long-term wellbeing.  

4. The Options paper makes no mention of increasing the support available to foster families, or 
of establishing pathways to permanency from foster care arrangements. Such policies have 
the potential to deliver enormous benefits to the long-term emotional stability of children in 
OOHC as well as reducing the barriers currently faced by families contemplating foster care.   

o The experience of the NSW government in outsourcing supervision of foster care to 
non-government agencies has demonstrated the benefits to the children in OOHC and 
their foster families. These benefits include increased vocational commitment and 
long-term relationships with experienced case workers who might develop a genuine 
supportive relationship with particular children over a number of years.1 

o ACL recommends adopting an “Open Adoption” policy similar to that enacted 
by the NSW Government in its 2014 “Safe Home for Life” reform package. According 
to these arrangements, the wishes and views of all parties are able to be heard and 
considered by the court and a care plan developed that prioritises the long-term well-
being of the child. Biological parents can still have contact with their children (for as 
long as both the biological parents and the child wish), without effecting the 
permanency of the adoption arrangements. Adoptive parents continue to receive the 
same departmental support offered to foster carers. 

o Foster carers report that the idea of becoming attached to the children in their 
care and having to hand them back (particularly when they are going back to 
situations that the foster carers recognise will be sub-optimal) is too much to 
bear. Couples who might consider “fostering to adopt” are not encouraged by 
the practical and bureaucratic difficulties involved in adopting as well as the 
potential for heartbreak.  

o The uncertainty of short-term or impermanent foster care arrangements is 
also a grave disadvantage to children in OOHC, who report a significant 
phycological difference between being fostered temporarily, compared with 
being adopted by a ‘forever family’. Adoption has the added advantage of 

                                                           

1 “Making Adoption Easier”, SBS, 4 March 2014. Available at: 
http://www.sbs.com.au/news/insight/tvepisode/making-adoption-easier 
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easing the transition to independence, because adoptive relationships are 
understood to be lifelong, rather than being dissolved when the child reaches 
18. As young adults, children in OOHC who have been adopted benefit from 
the extended support available to biological children, who are more commonly 
living with their parents into their early 20s.    

These over-arching recommendations are entirely consistent with the recommendations released in 
a recent statement of Federal Assistant Minister for Social Services and Multicultural Affairs, Zed 
Seselja. The Minister’s media release noted that of 30,000 Australian children who have been in out 
of home care for more than 2 years only 196 children were adopted in the past year: 

“We know the facts. We know going from foster care home to foster care 
home is not good for children. We know foster care should be a temporary 
solution to children in need but evidence shows overwhelmingly that 
children need stability and permanency in their lives …These children are our 
most vulnerable and they need our help. We need to make a difference in 
the lives of these thousands of children and allow them to have permanent 
homes.2  

The statement confirmed the importance for all States and Territories to prioritise the best interests 
of the child and to work collaboratively to improve permanency outcomes for children.

                                                           

2 “Adoption needs to be a priority”, Media Release, 19 December 2016. Available at: 
http://zedseselja.dss.gov.au/media-releases/adoption-needs-be-priority 



 
Child Protection in Queensland: ACL response to Options Paper 1 

 

 

 

Reponse to Options 

Option 1 – A broader purpose and strengthened principles 

The role of the state in safeguarding the wellbeing of children should rightly extend well beyond 
providing merely for their protection from harm to encompass the promotion of their long-term 
wellbeing, emotional, physical, educational, and psychological.  The suggestions in Options 1A, 1B, 1C 
and 1D, which all aim at acknowledging the state’s broader responsibilities to promote the best 
interests of the child throughout their lives, are therefore highly commendable.  

Option 2 – Addressing the disproportionate representation of Aboriginal and 
Torres Straight Islander Children 

The Victorian Children, Youth and Families Act (2005) specifies that Permanent Parental Orders for an 
Aboriginal child cannot be made unless a cultural plan has been prepared. We would submit that a 
cultural plan should be prepared for all children. For instance, a child with dark skin colour simply 
being placed with foster parents who have similar skin tone, does not take into consideration the 
cultural upbringing of the child which may be very different from the cultural background of the 
potential family. Skin colour or nationality should not be the only considerations. Cultural plans are 
important for every child. This is consistent with the policy already described on the Queensland 
Government website, which enables parents considering giving their child up for adoption to: 

express preferences about the type of adoptive family they would like their 
child to be placed with, including the religion, cultural background, age and 
lifestyle of the couple. A parent may also express their preference as to 
whether their child is placed with a single person or a couple (including a 
couple of the same sex).3 

Permanent Parental Orders should only be made for an Indigenous child to be placed with a non-
Indigenous parent if no suitable placement can be found with an Indigenous person of their mob. The 
decision should be made in accord with existing Aboriginal Child Placement Principles, and in 
consultation with the child if possible.  

ACL therefore supports Options 2A, 2C, 2D and 2E. We also support Option 2B if permanent care 
arrangements can be made within Indigenous communities without jeopardising the long-term 
stability of the child. A permanent, stable family home is essential to the emotional security of all 
children. We support the primary role of Indigenous agencies in overseeing the care of Indigenous 
children (as per Option 2E) but would recommend that, where appropriate care within the Indigenous 
community is not available, cultural contact with the Indigenous community can still be 
accommodated within the context of permanent care arrangements with non-Indigenous adoptive 

                                                           

3 https://www.qld.gov.au/community/caring-child/considering-adoption-for-your-child/ 
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parents through an “Open adoption” arrangement which includes contact with the Indigenous 
community.  

We are concerned that Indigenous children should have access to the same high-standard safety and 
long-term development outcomes available to non-Indigenous children. Considerations for contact 
with Indigenous culture and the Indigenous community should not take precedence over other 
aspects of a child’s healthy development and long-term well-being. Therefore, Indigenous agencies 
overseeing the welfare of Indigenous children need to uphold the same standards and meet the same 
criteria in meeting the needs of the children in their care that apply to non-Indigenous agencies. 

Option 3 – A shared responsibility across government for child protection and 
wellbeing 

Wherever the wellbeing of the child can be promoted within the context of their family home and 
kinship networks, without compromising their safety, this approach should be given preference and 
supported. Services aimed at the early identification of and intervention for vulnerable families and 
at risk children are therefore essential.  ACL supports the recommendations in Options 3A, 3B, 3C and 
3D.  

Recognition of the considerable contribution to be made by non-government organisations in this 
area is particularly welcome. The suite of services offered by the Benevolent Society is exemplary of 
the vocational commitment to positive social change which is arguably most effectively delivered 
through non-government organisations. The trauma involved in family separation is not lightly 
undertaken and normally only contemplated in response to crisis situations. Where families can be 
supported to avoid such crises through early identification and support this approach is to be 
encouraged. 

Option 4 – A contemporary quality and safeguards framework 

While a review of Queensland’s investment in OOHC is welcome, ACL is concerned that the 
recommendations appear all to tend towards increasing the level of supervision, regulation,0 red-tape 
and reporting requirements for foster carers and the organisations that support them. No mention is 
made of a great many efforts that might be made to support foster carers, to address their reported 
difficulties and to encourage new foster carers to consider opening their homes to the children that 
need them. 

For those children who need long-term out of home care (OOHC), high quality, committed foster 
carers or adoptive parents are essential. This is not a role undertaken lightly and, by its very nature, 
involves additional strains on family resources in terms of time, emotional energy, parental attention, 
and finances. Not every family is able or willing to undertake this role, particularly where it is desirable 
for sibling groups to be kept together and so a number of children may need to be placed in a single 
family. The behavioural problems that often accompany children in OOHC as a result of their difficult 
personal histories requires great qualities of character, patience and understanding from foster carers 



 
Child Protection in Queensland: ACL response to Options Paper 3 

 

 

and their biological children. Unsurprisingly, there is a currently shortage of willing foster carers. 4 This 
shortage alone indicates the need to support existing foster carers and to reduce the barriers as much 
as possible for those considering foster care. Rather than adding to their burdens, the government 
should instead act to support and encourage this valuable work. 

“It's not difficult to find a damning litany of flaws in a system that struggles 
more each passing year to provide for a growing number of children with a 
decreasing number of carers. Stories of far too many placements for 
individual children; woefully ill-equipped case workers; kids in care either 
perpetrating or experiencing violence; a worrying over-representation of 
Indigenous kids; competent, experienced carers leaving a system that 
doesn't value them; and a Department lacking in consistency, setting the 
bar impossibly high for some biological families hoping for reunification, far 
too low for others.”5 

The Queensland government already recognises the challenges faced by foster carers, which include: 

x managing your own children's feelings about sharing you, their home and their lives 
x responding to children's behaviours that you may not have previously experienced 
x being able to say goodbye to children when they leave to return to their families 
x feeling confident that children will be safe when they leave your care 
x finding space in your life for yourself when so many demands will be made on your 

time and energy 
x being able to persevere when the observable changes may be small or non-existent 
x sharing the decision-making for the children placed with you.6 

At the moment, foster carers are asked to: 

x participate in an assessment process and, where relevant, complete pre-service 
training 

x complete additional specialist training to cater for a child's particular physical or 
emotional needs 

x be willing to maintain ongoing relationships between children and their families to 
support family reunification 

                                                           

4 “Taking Responsibility: A Roadmap for Queensland Child Protection”, Queensland Child Protection 
Commission of Inquiry, June 2103p, p.37. Available at 
http://www.childprotectioninquiry.qld.gov.au/__data/assets/pdf_file/0017/202625/QCPCI-FINAL-REPORT-
web-version.pdf 

5 Frances Whiting, “Between the cracks: Tale of a foster child”, CourierMail, 14 April, 2013. 
Available at: http://www.news.com.au/lifestyle/parenting/between-the-cracks-tale-of-a-foster-child/news-
story/d34fad7e3ba57b0cd31d80bb6f007b38 

6 “Why become a foster or kinship carer”, Queensland Government website. Available at: 
https://www.qld.gov.au/community/caring-child/foster-kinship-care-why-become-a-carer/ 
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x be patient and show understanding to children in their care; it is important for carers 
to be considerate of their own emotions, those of their family, and of the children 
being fostered.7 

 
The difficulties reported by foster carers are indicative of where the government could improve the 
experiences of people willing to undertake this vital work. The Queensland Government’s own surveys 
report the following answers of foster carers who were asked what they found to be the most 
challenging aspects of being a carer: 

x “Having to fight and argue over every little thing, in order to do what was in the best 
interests of the children. Dealing with a very young and extremely inexperienced CSO 
who made everything more challenging than it needed to be. Having no help or 
support.” 

x “Frustration – I made a dentist’s appointment for him (he had lost his front teeth in a 
previous placement, and, as a teenage boy, his appearance was so important) and 
when the dentist rang and said they could get him in early because of a cancelation, 
we took him and he wound up getting a filling as he had a cavity. We got into strife 
about this because we hadn't sought permission for him to have an injection. 
(numbing of the gum).”8 

 
  
These testimonies illustrate the problems for foster care families having to deal with the high levels of 
bureaucracy currently surrounding children in OOHC, as well as the frustrations inherent in having to 
deal with multiple, often inexperienced case workers, who are not familiar with the children of the 
families looking after them. The former NSW Community Services Minister, Pru Goward, specifically 
cited the greater vocational commitment available from non-government organisations as the 
motivation for outsourcing support for foster carers in NSW.9   

Obviously proper oversight and screening of foster carers is vital where the safety of children in OOHC 
is the paramount and most pressing consideration. There are ways for the State to uphold its duty to 
care for vulnerable children without imposing overly-burdensome supervision on the families willing 
to welcome them.  

It is therefore concerning to see that suggestions for strengthening the safeguards framework is not 
balanced by any measures to support, encourage and value foster carers by addressing the 
numerous concerns that foster carers have clearly communicated. 

                                                           

7 “How to become a foster or kinship carer”, Queensland Government website. Available at: 
https://www.qld.gov.au/community/caring-child/foster-kinship-care-how-to-become-a-carer/ 

8 Carer Exit Survey Brisbane Region 2015–2016, Foster Care Queensland, 2016, p. 28. Available at: 
http://www.fcq.com.au/images/stories/1._Carer_Exit_Interview_Department_Report_-_Brisbane_2016.pdf 

9 “Making Adoption Easier”, SBS, 4 March 2014. Available at: 
http://www.sbs.com.au/news/insight/tvepisode/making-adoption-easier 
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Option 5 – Meaningful participation by children in decision making 

Recommendations enabling children’s own views and preferences, informed by suitable legal advice, 
to be heard by the court are welcome. These wishes, however, should not constrain the authority of 
the court to make decisions necessary to safeguard the child’s best long-term interests. Any legislation 
in this area must allow for the fact that children’s ability to consider the impacts of their decisions on 
the course of their lives is limited by their inexperience and can be clouded by deep emotional loyalty 
to parents, even when those parents have been abusive or have failed to protect them. Therefore, the 
court’s understanding of a child’s long-term best interests may differ from the child’s perspective and 
the court’s decisions, within the guidelines already established, should be given precedence. 

Option 6 – Child Wellbeing 

ACL commends the suggestion that the Department develop its capacity to support vulnerable families 
through an assessment and service support response, rather than simply acting when the situation is 
severe enough to trigger an official investigation. Support for family change is desirable because it 
may avert the need to remove children from their families and may secure the best outcomes for 
children in the long-term. The capacity of the Department to respond in this way should certainly be 
enlarged and a framework established for governmental responsibilities in this area.  

However, Option 6D is potentially concerning. There are bound to be situations in which vulnerable 
families have not been identified in time for the children in these families to benefit from early 
intervention measures. In cases where the department has not (through circumstance or system-
failure) been able to take “all reasonable efforts to provide support to the child and their family”, it 
may still be necessary for the Children’s Court to award a child protection order. The short-term safety 
and long-term well-being of the child must be paramount. The wording of Option 6D, which requires 
the Department to satisfy certain preconditions before the Court can act, may be impractical in many 
circumstances. Regulation in this area should not presume the perfect ability of the department to 
respond appropriately and in a timely manner in all circumstances but must be robust to practical 
situations. The ability of the Court to remove a child from immediate danger must not be impeded by 
regulation requiring a sequence of departmental processes to have been observed before this can 
take place. 

Option 7 – Working with Families with Parental Agreement 

The recognition given to the role played by non-governmental organisations in delivering social 
services is welcome. ACL also supports an approach which prioritises early intervention where 
possible, and promotes the ability of social services to work with the agreement of families to offer 
support, rather than waiting until a crisis occurs. Options 7A, 7B, 7C and 7D are all sound.  However, 
elements of Option 7E and 7F are concerning. As long as adequate provision has been made for the 
support of families (as in the provisions for Options 7A, 7B, 7C and 7D), there should be no occasion 
for extending the period of uncertainty faced by the child, which Option 7E clearly has in view. 

The issues being faced by families may be increasingly complex but children only have one childhood 
and their formative years should not be spent ricocheting between temporary foster carers and 
parents who may never be able to offer them the supportive, stable, environment they need to 
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support their healthy emotional, phycological and educational development. Children need a path to 
permanency. We therefore strongly disagree with Option 7E. Elements of Option 7F are also 
potentially concerning, particularly the explanation that limits departmental directions to parents 
working to keep their children to directions that are “reasonable, taking into consideration the 
parent’s living arrangements, employment, family and other responsibilities.”10 There may be 
circumstances in which a parent cannot “reasonably” be expected to make the changes necessary to 
offer a safe home to their child. The interpretation of this would need to ensure that the minimum 
standards essential to securing the best interests of the child are not compromised by the secondary 
consideration of the parent’s difficulties in achieving these standards. 

Option 8 – Parental Responsibility 

If a definition of parental responsibility can be introduced that incorporates the need to support a 
child’s long-term well-being and development, this would be consistent with the recommended policy 
approach which encompasses wider aims than merely safeguarding children from immediate harm. 

Option 9 – Collaborative Case Planning  

ACL supports Option 9. Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander community-controlled entities are more 
likely to understand the cultural needs for Indigenous children and to be able to locate suitable carers 
within the extended kinship networks recognised in these communities. As mentioned previously, the 
delegation of responsibilities for developing, implementing, monitoring and reviewing case plans for 
children in OOHC is welcome for the greater vocational commitment and longevity of case workers 
these organisations can offer. 

Option 10 – Meaningful Participation by Families in Decision Making 

ACL supports the recommendations in Options 10A, 10B and 10C. Such participation should obviously 
include the views of the child themselves and their adopted families or permanent carers. 

Option 11 – Information Sharing 

Where information sharing is necessary to support the greater involvement of non-governmental 
organisations, this should be facilitated and red-tape reduced. It is understood that non-government 
organisations would be required to protect the privacy of the families they are working with, just as 
the government would. 

                                                           

10 “The Next Chapter in Child Protection Legislation for Queensland”, Options Paper, Department of 
Communities, Child Safety and Disability Services, October 2016, p. 27. Available at 
https://www.communities.qld.gov.au/resources/childsafety/about-us/legislation/review-child-protection-
act-options-paper.pdf 
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Option 12 – Permanency Outcomes for Children 

ACL recommends that Queensland’s approach to “parental responsibility”, discussed under Option 8, 
should mirror, as closely as possible, the approach taken by NSW in its introduction of “Open 
Adoption”. The NSW “Safe Home for Life” reform package, introduced in October 2014, recognises 
the “value of long-term stability for children in care, making children’s futures safer and secure.” 

"In open adoption the child retains links with their birth family and other significant 
people in their lives where it is in their best interests. The new laws increase the 
involvement of birth parents in choosing the type of family they would like for their 
child and in the development of an adoption plan.11 

Queensland’s foster carers currently operate under a system of care that expects them to care for 
vulnerable children, while tying one hand behind their back. They give needy children care, but cannot 
make any promises to them about their future, and cannot make any important decisions for them. 
We urgently need paths to permanency that are in the child’s best interest. There is currently no 
simultaneous planning in the legislation. Only after repeated re-unification attempts might there 
finally be an alternative plan developed for a child.  

In Queensland, children in foster care are repeatedly rolled on into further care, while the department 
continues to look for, and leave the door open for, family. This results in relentless re-unification. 12 
Permanency should be detailed out as in NSW and Victorian legislation. A child should have the 
permanency that is in their best interests. Permanency should be the plan for each child. Non-
permanency should be the exception.  

We suggest changing the language from guardianship orders to Permanent Parental Orders. Opt-in 
support should be provided for Permanent Parental Orders, such as is in current adoption support. 
Families should be able to reach out for support whenever they need it.  

Timeframes for permanency need to be defined in legislation limits, otherwise workloads and cultural 
norms will override. It is too easy to have rolling short-term orders. Current legislation is too open to 
interpretation and is not in the best interests of the child.  

The benefits of permanency planning for the emotional stability of children are obvious and 
amply borne out by the testimony of many, many children who have been passed from one 
foster family to another. For example, Nick Davies, who recalls over twenty foster care 
placements before he reached the age of 10, says: 

"You've got to check out the lie of the land, the hills, the street signs; there's 
a bank here, there's a shopping centre there. You do it in case you can't 
stand it there, or you get kicked out, or they don't want you any more. When 

                                                           

11 “Open adoption now a reality in NSW”, NSW Family and Community Services Media Release, 10 November 
2014. Available at: http://www.facs.nsw.gov.au/about_us/media_releases/media_release_archive/gabrielle-
upton/open-adoption-now-a-reality-in-nsw 

12 Frances Whiting, “Between the cracks: Tale of a foster child”, CourierMail, 14 April, 2013. Available at: 
http://www.news.com.au/lifestyle/parenting/between-the-cracks-tale-of-a-foster-child/news-
story/d34fad7e3ba57b0cd31d80bb6f007b38 
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you're a long-term foster kid, even with the nicest carers in the world, you 
can't stop asking yourself, ‘Do they really want me here?' – and some kids 
will do all sorts of crazy stuff to test that out.”13 

Brendan, interviewed for the SBS program, Making Adoption Easier, described how, until he was 
adopted at the age of eight, he lived in fear of being taken away without notice: “if anyone came to 
the door, I would go hide in my room." Other children report not even bothering to unpack their bags 
when they arrived a new foster home. Even when they enjoy good relationships with birth parents, 
the feeling of permanency that comes from adoption is often felt to be particularly necessary for 
children whose stability in life has already been undermined by disrupted beginnings.14 

Permanency planning has advantages for fostering families as well. The 2013 Queensland Child 
Protection Commission of Inquiry heard that the most frequently asked question by parents 
considering fostering is this: "How can you bear to give them back?”15 The impacts of impermanency 
are also felt by biological children of foster parents. Respondents to a 2014 survey listed among the 
disadvantages of foster caring, the fact that “people come and go from your home all the time.16 A 
surprising number reported distress that they wouldn’t see the foster children who they had lived with 
as siblings again after they left.17 

Suggested amendments to current legislation 

x Permanent carers must have cared for the child for 12 months prior to Permanent Parental 
Order being considered 

x A child is eligible for a Permanent Parental Order if they have been in care for a period of at 
least 12 months 

x A Permanent Parental Order confers parental responsibility for the child on the person/s 
named in the order to the exclusion of all others 

x A Permanent Parental Order must be in the best interests of the child 
x A Permanent Parental Order must preserve the child’s identity and connection to their 

culture of origin unless the Court otherwise provides.  
x A Permanent Parental Order does not sever a child’s legal relationship to their birth family  
x A case plan should be drawn up prior to the granting of a Permanent Parental Order 

outlining issues relating to the child’s long-term wellbeing  

                                                           

13 Frances Whiting, “Between the cracks: Tale of a foster child”, Courier Mail, 14 April, 2013. Available at: 
http://www.news.com.au/lifestyle/parenting/between-the-cracks-tale-of-a-foster-child/news-
story/d34fad7e3ba57b0cd31d80bb6f007b38 

14 “Making Adoption Easier”, SBS, 4 March 2014. Available at: 
http://www.sbs.com.au/news/insight/tvepisode/making-adoption-easier 

15 Frances Whiting, “Between the cracks: Tale of a foster child”, CourierMail, 14 April, 2013. Available at: 
http://www.news.com.au/lifestyle/parenting/between-the-cracks-tale-of-a-foster-child/news-
story/d34fad7e3ba57b0cd31d80bb6f007b38 

16 “Foster Care Queensland, Foster and Kinship Carer Survey”, Foster Care Queensland, 2014, p. 26. Retrieved 
from http://www.fcq.com.au/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=68&Itemid=101 

17 “Children Who Foster Report”, Foster Care Queensland. Available from: 
http://www.fcq.com.au/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=68&Itemid=101 
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x Contact arrangements with birth family members can be agreed upon in the case plan but 
not legislated 

x Following Victoria’s permanency amendments, specific details in regards to a child’s contact 
with birth parents should not be required for Permanent Parental Orders. (Children, Youth 
and Families Act 2005 s321(1)(d), (1A) 

x A child entering a Permanent Parental Order will be exited from the child protection system 
x Post-placement support, information and counselling should be provided.  
x Permanent Parents will be responsible for supporting their child financially 
x Permanent Parents can apply for fortnightly care allowance payments from the Department 

for day-to-day expenses in the provision of care – means tested? 

Option 13 – Young People Transitioning to Independence 

The option to extend departmental support beyond the age of 18 is also a positive initiative. This 
period of transition is often difficult and troubling for individuals concerned, particularly where birth 
families are not able to offer support and where the responsibilities of foster families are considered, 
abruptly, to end. Open Adoption or Permanent Parental Orders would also assist young people 
transitioning to independence, giving them the assurance of the life-long family support which is often 
desired by all parties. The involvement of children in their own case planning is obviously essential, as 
per the discussion for Option 5. Additional support from the department, to be reviewed on a case-
by-case basis, should also be available into the child’s early 20s. 


