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‘‘Dear Aunty Eleanor’: Eleanor Roosevelt, Anna Freud and the emotional lives of refugee 

children and their sponsors, 1938–1945’ 
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10–10.15am Introduction, Katie Barclay, Clemence Due & Dee Michell 
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Dr Catia Malvaso, The University of Adelaide 

‘Young people leaving the out-of-home care system in South Australia’ 

Chair: Clemence Due 

 

11.15–11.45am Tea and Coffee 

 

11.45am–1.15pm Voices 

 

Lost and found: counter-narratives of dis/located families 

Frank Golding, Federation University Australia, and Jacqueline Z. Wilson, 

 

‘Jennifer used to cry for her daddy’  

Jenni Caruso, The University of Adelaide 

 

Emotions and bodies out of sync: belonging for children with autism 

Melissa Raine, The University of Melbourne 

 

Chair: Katie Barclay 

 

1.15–2.15pm Lunch 

 

2.15–3.45pm Institutions 

 



‘Scheme youth’: caring for unaccompanied displaced teenagers 

Karen Agutter, The University of Adelaide 

 

 

What is the role of Aboriginal fathers? 

Alwin Chong, University of South Australia 

 

Young People Talk About the Caring Institution 

Katie Barclay, Clemence Due, Dee Michell, all The University of Adelaide 
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Abstracts 

 

‘Scheme youth’: caring for unaccompanied displaced teenagers 

Karen Agutter, University of Adelaide 

 

Between 1947-1953, under an agreement with the International Refugee Organisation (IRO), 

Australia received over 172,000 Displaced Persons (DPs) from Europe. In an extension to 

this agreement, from 1949, the Department of Immigration agreed to accept ‘unlimited 

numbers’ of unaccompanied DP youth. These girls and boys, aged 15-18 years, had no 

traceable family and had, according to the IRO, spent time working as slave labour for the 

Germans.  

In line with the Australian Child Migration policy of the time these refugee youth 

were classified as immigrant children and therefore fell under the guardianship of the 

Department of Immigration until the age of 21. Given their status as refugees, and as a 

consequence of their lack of English language, it was agreed that ongoing supervision by 

Departmental Welfare Officers and State Social Workers would be required. According to the 

agreement these young refugees would initially be housed in migrant accommodation centres 

until foster placement could be arranged, generally through church societies. Once placed the 

Government would meet all costs, and the teenagers would be encouraged to undertake 

apprenticeships and technical training.  

In reality the treatment of these young refugees was very different. Although 

officially classified as children, they were, like their adult counterparts, expected to work for 

two years in ‘directed employment’. While they arrived with expectations of family life and 

for many the hope of an education or apprenticeship, in fact they were given exemptions from 

education, placed in the adult workforce, and their employers were classified as foster 

parents.  

Through examination of archival documents and case studies, this paper will consider 

the care, or lack of care, given to these young refugees who, according to contemporary 

social worker reports, understandably became rebellious, ran away and were generally 

‘confused and depressed about their future prospects’.  

 

Karen Agutter is an historian of migration with a specific interest in the interaction between 

new arrivals and receiving populations, 1890-1960. Karen is part of the ARC funded Hostel 

Stories Project at the University of Adelaide where she is also a Visiting Research Fellow. 

Her recent publications include ‘Australia’s Multinational Fighting Force: Foreign-Born in 

the First AIF’, in Australia’s First World War: Local Perspectives and Global Contexts, 

Ariotti, K., and Bennett, J. (Eds.), Palgrave, 2017. ‘The 'unwanteds' and 'non-compliants': 

‘Unsupported mothers’ as 'failures' and agents in Australia’s migrant holding centres’, (with 

Catherine Kevin), Journal of the History of the Family, 2017. Assimilation through Play: 

Migrant Hostel Play Centres in Post-War Australia, International Journal of Play, 5(3), 2016. 

 

Young People Talk About the Caring Institution 

Katie Barclay, Clemence Due, Dee Michell, all University of Adelaide 

 



Contemporary children engage with institutions regularly throughout their lives, particularly 

if their experiences are non-normative. Such institutions are designed to ‘care’ for children; 

for some, this remit of care is in enshrined in the title of their activities: ‘children in care’. 

Yet, what care means to service providers and the children who use those services has been 

less developed. This paper draws on the data from a series of focus groups with young people 

who engage with service providers offering ‘care’ to young people. We asked them what they 

thought care was, what care they expected from institutions and others, what care they 

wanted and did not get. The results were powerful and moving. Here we share their 

articulations of institutional care.  

 

‘Jennifer used to cry for her daddy’  

Jenni Caruso, University of Adelaide 

 

While making the comment that ‘Most children affected had been orphaned, abandoned, des-

titute, neglected or subject to various forms of domestic violence, sexual exploitation and 

sexual abuse’, in his 2010 Why There Were No Stolen Generations, historian Keith 

Windschuttle presumed he was working with sound academic arguments. Fortunately, both 

Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal academic and non-academic communities swiftly responded, 

bringing Windschuttle’s arguments undone.   

The most telling statement that Windschuttle made was that: ‘The problem with the 

Stolen Generations thesis is that childhood recollections constitute the only credible evidence 

its adherents have provided to make their case’. This comment obliterated those adult 

recollections of childhood experiences as viable primary source material because emotion and 

sentience apparently command no substantiality as ‘real evidence’. To Windschuttle, the 

deeply personal and pain-filled recollections of Stolen Generations survivors in the Bringing 

them home report held no intrinsic socio-political value because they were verbalisations of 

emotion.   

In writing my PhD which is in part about my removal, transfer to a mission and 

ultimate placement with a non-Aboriginal family, I have often cried out aloud in anguish 

because of the welfare descriptors justifying our removal. On reflection I ask when I have 

done/do this, am I releasing the grief and pain, the torment that I felt as a three year old? Do 

the words I have written express adult emotion, or are they an adult articulation of my 

childhood emotions? When Stolen Generations adults verbalise their experiences, are they 

expressing adult emotion, or are they an adult articulations of childhood emotions? 

Using confidential submissions from the Bringing them home report, extracts from 

autobiographies of Stolen Generations survivors, and excerpts from my thesis, this paper will 

explore the nature expressions of emotion around experiences of dis-location and identifiers 

of ‘belonging’ from those people in this nation who have been politically, socially and 

irrevocably ‘unhomed’.© 

 

Jenni's research focuses on the Stolen Generations and the ways in which policies of removal 

of half-caste children were informed and scaffolded by notions of the power of 'being white' 

and the deficits of 'being Aboriginal'. While grounded in the discipline of history, her work 

engages in cross-disciplinary conversations around the effects of removal and the 

experiences of Stolen Generations survivors.  

 

What is the role of Aboriginal fathers? 

Alwin Chong, University of South Australia 

 



It is generally accepted that prior to colonisation, Aboriginal culture was a hunter gatherer 

society – an important element of this society was fertility and gender roles e.g. Men’s 

business/Women’s business. The Stolen Generations demolished this structure by moving 

Aboriginal groups from their Country, mixing them with other groups, stopping groups from 

speaking their language and by removing the authority of Elders, both male and female. In 

doing so, the structure of Aboriginal midwives who helped women birth was dismantled. 

During the Stolen Generations, it was women inside the house and men outside with very 

little, if any, medical services. 

Since the 1970’s, the majority of Aboriginal women birth in public hospitals, which 

have never been safe, comfortable or culturally appropriate places for Aboriginal families. 

Some of the issues that are now impacting on Aboriginal communities are: 

 Pregnant Aboriginal women involved in high risk social behaviour, do not present at 

hospitals until very late into their pregnancy; 

 The increase of domestic violence in Aboriginal communities has seen language 

being used that now discriminates against Aboriginal fathers, e.g. mum and bub; 

 The child protection system not providing any life skills to children exiting the 

system; 

 The identity of children exiting the system is often not known. 

 

What can we do? 

 Fatherhood programs; 

 Work with residential care providers to teach young people very basic life skills; 

 Develop safer antenatal clinic to encourage pregnant to present much earlier; 

 Develop better referral services for chronic drugs, alcohol and mental health users; 

 Ensure Aboriginal children are given support to better understand their cultural 

identity. 

 

Alwin is a Wakamin man from North Queensland living in Adelaide and is currently the 

Director of Positive Futures Research Collaboration that sits within the Sansom Institute in 

the Division of Health Sciences at the University of South Australia. Positive Futures is a unit 

that has been established to conduct rigorous research in Aboriginal child protection. 

Positive Futures was created in response to a recommendation highlighted in the Social 

Justice and Native Title Report 2015 by the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Social 

Justice Commissioner. Alwin has previously worked as an Associate Professor at the 

Australian Centre for Child Protection (ACCP), an academic and acting Director of Yaitya 

Purruna Indigenous Health Unit (YPIHU) at the University of Adelaide, the Aboriginal 

Health Council of South Australia, the peak state Aboriginal Community Controlled Health 

Organisation in South Australia as the Senior Research and Ethics Officer and at the 

Menzies School of Health Research in Darwin.  

 

Lost and found: counter-narratives of dis/located families 

Frank Golding, Federation University Australia, and Jacqueline Z Wilson, 

  

Histories of children in institutional care are dominated by the voices of officials, 

administrators, and agencies seemingly fixated on numbers, funding and facilities. The 

coercive welfare system and its regiment of institutions separated impoverished children from 

their families and community, rendered them invisible to the public, and silenced their voices. 

However, energised by the rights movement and a chain of formal inquiries, survivors of 

institutionalised childhoods produced an outpouring of testimony about atrocious child abuse 

and neglect ushering in a national sentiment of regret and apologies. In this context and with 



the advent of rights-to-information legislation, many survivors of institutional ‘care’ became 

determined to better understand the story of why they were in ‘care’ and to reconnect with 

lost or fragmented families. Many imagined the child welfare archives as storehouses of 

hope, but frustrations arose when it was revealed that many personal records had been lost or 

destroyed and those that were located were often inaccurate, lacking basic information, and 

with long gaps in time when nothing was recorded. Worse, many files were painful to read 

because of the recurring negativity about children and the disparaging slander of their 

parents. Confident in the conviction that everyone has the right to define their experiences in 

their own words and terms, Care Leavers are now asserting a developing counter-narrative in 

which their voices challenge the dominant narrative of previous eras. This paper includes a 

case study in which the authors go beyond traditional welfare archives and uncover a hitherto 

unknown story of multi-generational custody in welfare facilities. In doing so, they illustrate 

the historic ideology underpinning child welfare in Victoria. 

 

Frank Golding, an Honorary Research Fellow at Federation University Australia, is a social 

historian with a deep interest in the institutionalisation of children and its ideological 

rationale stemming from his childhood inside Victorian orphanages and foster families. After 

a career as school principal and policy officer in education departments and universities, he 

became a researcher/activist in child welfare. Frank has contributed to formal inquiries 

dealing with the institutionalisation of children and to projects with the National Museum, 

Find & Connect, the National Summit on Rights in Records, and the National Library of 

Australia. A Life Member of the national peak body, CLAN, and an Honorary Ambassador 

for Ballarat Child & Family Services, he acts as a consultant on child welfare and has 

presented papers in Sweden, Italy and Spain. He has written more than a dozen books, as 

well as book chapters and refereed journal articles. 

Jacqueline Wilson is an Associate Professor in the Collaborative Centre for Research into 

Australian History. Her current projects focus on critical heritage and “disruptive histories”, 

especially heritage sites that commemorate institutionalization and incarceration, state ward 

archival systems, and care leavers in higher education. Jacqueline is currently a chief 

investigator on several collaborative research projects funded by the Sidney Myer Fund and 

the Australian Research Council Discovery Awards. Jacqueline is a former ward of the State 

of Victoria and as a child experienced multiple orphanage placements, foster carers, 

government and Salvation Army shelters, homelessness and poverty. Jacqueline is the lead 

editor for the Palgrave Handbook of Prison Tourism. 

Emotions and bodies out of sync: belonging for children with autism 

Melissa Raine, University of Melbourne 

 

In this paper, I explore the concept of affective space and autism spectrum disorder (ASD). In 

the Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders (DSM-5), considered to be the 

most authoritative taxonomy of mental health disorders in the US and Australia, criteria for 

an ASD diagnosis includes ‘deficits in social-emotional reciprocity’ and ‘reduced sharing of 

interests, emotions, or affect.’ And yet, the ‘symptoms’ listed by the DSM-5 offer no 

coherent model of child development or subjective experience through which to understand 

these claims.  

The predominant models for ‘treating’ children with autism in Australia amplify the 

absence at the centre of these criteria: the experience of the child him- or herself. As Steve 

Silberman’s Neurotribes argues, many twentieth-century responses to children with autism 

were, in hindsight at least, coercive and abusive, focusing on training children to behave 



differently rather than understanding why they acted as they did. Contemporary support 

models may be more humane, but without a coherent theory for understanding emotion as 

experienced by children with ASD, accompanied by a framework that promotes conscious 

attention to the child’s modalities of expressiveness, support and intervention are likely to 

produce erratic results at best, and inflict harm on these children at worst. 

I argue that children with autism are in a significant sense dislocated socially and 

emotionally within contemporary Australian society, and that improving this state of affairs 

requires a paradigmatic shift in understanding the needs of all children, not only those with 

ASD. Such change depends not only on specialist knowledge, but on the way that we, as a 

society, think and speak about children’s emotions more generally.  

 

Melissa Raine is an Honorary Associate Investigator with the Australian Research Council 

Centre of Excellence for the History of Emotions (CHE). She continues to work on The 

Child’s Voice in Middle English Narrative as well as on outcomes from the 2016 symposium 

Children’s Voices in Contemporary Australia, an interdisciplinary event that explored how 

we support children to have meaningful voices, including the development of innovative 

models for productive interdisciplinary engagement. 

 

 

 

 

 


