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About you

1  What is your name?

Name:

2  If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a university), what is the name of your organisation?

Enter the name of your organisation:

3  Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your organisation?

This is a personal response

If other, please provide details:

4  If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best describes you?

Other individual

5  What is your email address?

Email address:

6  What is your telephone number?

Telephone number:

7  If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be treated as confidential, please explain to us why you
regard the information as confidential. As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your explanation but cannot give an
assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances.

Please explain why you wish the information that you will provide to us to be treated as confidential:

Chapter 6: The parental order procedure

8  Consultation Question 1:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes. All International surrogacy arrangements should continue to be automatically allocated to a Judge of the High Court. There is a history of
International surrogacy abuse and exploitation and a high level of scrutiny should be maintained.

Please provide your views below:

9  Consultation Question 2:

Please provide your views below:

All international surrogacy cases should require a legal parental order post-birth and be dealt with at the current level of the judiciary, so that parental
order processes, involving qualified social work assessments can take place.

10  Consultation Question 3: We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the current allocation
rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation Questions 1 and 2.

Please provide your views below:

11  Consultation Question 4:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:



12  Consultation Question 5: We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the Family Procedure Rules 2010
should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise.
Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes. The parental order report should be released to the parties in the proceedings by default. The circumstances under which a court can decide
otherwise should be clarified

13  Consultation Question 6:

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 8: Legal Parenthood: Proposals for Reform - A New Pathway

14  Consultation Question 7:

No

Please provide your views below:

No. The Intended parents should not be documented as the legal parents at birth. This would reduce the birth mother to a vessel, a container, such
knowledge of which would be detrimental to the mental health of the child, and against the healthy formation of their identity. This proposal weakens the
surrogate's right to change her mind.

15  Consultation Question 8:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

16  Consultation Question 9: We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes should apply to
traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated surrogacy organisation is involved.Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

The prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes should apply to traditional surrogacy arrangements, otherwise this limits the right of the
child to discover their genetic identity and may risk attraction to closely related persons.

17  Consultation Question 10: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a traditional, domestic
surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from entering into the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

18  Consultation Question 11:

Other

Please provide your views below:

The surrogate should have the right to object to the acquisition of legal status by the Intended Parents immediately after the birth and before the baby is
handed over. This consultation takes no account of the natural link between birth mother and baby and assumes an immediate hand-over, whether the
birth mother objects or not. The birth mother should have the right to change her mind.

19  Consultation Question 12:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

20  Consultation Question 13:

Not Answered



Please provide your views below:

21  Consultation Question 14:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

22  Consultation Question 15:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please share your views below:

23  Consultation Question 16:

No

Please provide your views below:

I oppose the proposal that the commissioning parents should be the legal parents of a stillborn baby. Their disappointment will be diminished by the
grief of the birth mother who already has a relationship with the child in her womb. What safeguards are planned in the new pathway should the woman
surrogate die? What financial protections would there be for the woman's existing children and family?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

24  Consultation Question 17: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, where the child dies
before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents
before the expiry of the period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a declaration to the
effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the birth.Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

25  Consultation Question 18: For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether, where the surrogate
dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during which she can exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the
new pathway and the intended parents should be required to make an application for a parental order.

Please provide your views below:

26  Consultation Question 19:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

27  Consultation Question 20:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

28  Consultation Question 21: We invite consultees’ views as to: (1) a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases;
and (2) how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this model.

Please provide your views below:

29  Consultation Question 22:

Please provide your views below:

The surrogacy business should be banned not made easier. There is no evidence in the proposed changes that the surrogacy business, which benefits 
Agencies, lawyers and those commissioning a surrogate (who is expected to carry a child as an altruistic act) should be made easier for those who profit.



The evidence points to banning or severely restricting surrogacy practices as has been done in European countries such as Switzerland, France, Germany
and Sweden and further afield in India and Thailand.

30  Consultation Question 23:

Please provide your views below:

31  Consultation Question 24:

Please provide your views below:

32  Consultation Question 25: We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be amended to add the
intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section 8 order without leave.

Please provide your views below:

33  Consultation Question 26:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

34  Consultation Question 27:

No

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with the provisional proposal that, where a child is born of a surrogacy arrangement, the Intended Parents should acquire parental
responsibility on the birth of the baby. This pathway will take no account of, and fails to recognise, the bond which is formed between mother and baby
during and after the gestational period and the right of a child to know the identity of their birth mother.

This pathway will favour the Intended Parents and the removes the right of the child to have a biologically accurate birth record.

35  Consultation Question 28: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the surrogate should retain
parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right
to object, assuming that she does not exercise her right to object.Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

The birth mother should retain parental responsibility for the child until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right to object.

36  Consultation Question 29:

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 9: The Regulation of Surrogacy Arrangements

37  Consultation Question 30: We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the scope of the new
pathway.Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

38  Consultation Question 31: We invite the views of independent surrogates, and intended parents who have used independent surrogacy
arrangements, to tell us about their experience. In particular, we would be interested to hear about any health screening, counselling and
legal advice that took place.

Please provide your views below:

39  Consultation Question 32:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

40  Consultation Question 33:



Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

41  Consultation Question 34:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

42  Consultation Question 35: We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit making bodies. Do
consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

43  Consultation Question 36: We invite consultees’ views as to what should be included in the definition of matching and facilitation services.

Please provide your views below:

44  Consultation Question 37: We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer matching and
facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

45  Consultation Question 37: We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer
matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

46  Consultation Question 38: We invite consultees’ views as to the sanctions that should be available against organisations that offer
matching and facilitation services without being regulated to do so, and whether these should be criminal, civil or regulatory.

Please provide your views below:

47  Consultation Question 39: We provisionally propose that the remit of the Human Fertilisation and Embryology Authority be expanded to
include the regulation of regulated surrogacy organisations, and oversight of compliance with the proposed legal requirements for the new
pathway to legal parenthood. Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

48  Consultation Question 40: We provisionally propose that surrogacy agreements should remain unenforceable (subject to the exception we
provisionally propose in Consultation Question 88 in relation to financial terms). Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

49  Consultation Question 41: We provisionally propose that there should be no prohibition against charging for negotiating, facilitating and
advising on surrogacy arrangements. Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:



50  Consultation Question 42: We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy should be removed, with
the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything that can lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. Do
consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:



 
 

Maternity Action’s Response to the Law Commission’s Consultation on Surrogacy Reform 

October 2019 

Maternity Action is the UK’s leading charity committed to ending inequality and improving 

the health and wellbeing of pregnant women, partners and young children - from conception 

through to the child’s early years. We deliver free, specialist advice on employment rights, 

maternity pay, maternity benefits and the rights of migrant and asylum seeking women 

through our telephone helplines. We maintain comprehensive, up to date online information 

about maternity and parental rights, which is prepared by our in-house legal team. We 

undertake research, policy and influencing work to protect and strengthen maternity rights 

and improve the health and wellbeing of all pregnant women, new mothers and their 

partners.   

Our work focuses on policies that impact on the health and wellbeing of women facing severe 

and multiple disadvantage. Our advice lines support women who are on low incomes or 

destitute, who are homeless or living in precarious, overcrowded or unsuitable housing, 

whose migration status is uncertain or are in the asylum system and subject to dispersal 

around the UK during pregnancy or as they become mothers. We also campaign on behalf of 

those may be charged for their NHS maternity care, and whose physical and mental health 

may be harmed as a result. And we conduct research with women in at-risk, seldom heard 

groups facing multilevel barriers to accessing perinatal mental healthcare, including Black, 

Asian and minority ethnic (BAME) women, young women, women in Gypsy and Traveller 

communities, and LGBT people.    

As well as drawing on our policy expertise, we have also been fortunate to draw on the 

considerable expertise of a Maternity Action trustee, Emeritus Professor Susan Bewley, a 

retired consultant obstetrician. Prof Bewley reported the first IVF maternal death in the 

literature (an ovum donation case) in 1991. She has observed and written about the obstetric 

complications of IVF pregnancy. As well as speaking about surrogacy at the Department of 

Law at Manchester University, she has direct, first-hand experience of many UK surrogates 

with and without obstetric complications. Her most recent relevant systematic review of the 

global literature was on Abuse and Assisted Reproductive Technology where commercial 

surrogacy has been identified as a main concern. Prof Bewley was co-founded the website 

whopaysthisdoctor.org, a platform that allows doctors to declare interests, and she was the 

recipient of the British Medical Journal's Speaking Truth to Power award. 

The Law Commission has undertaken a review of existing surrogacy laws in the UK entitled 

Building Families Through Surrogacy: A New Law. As part of this review, the Law Commission 

launched a public consultation to gauge views on a variety of issues, from their proposed new 

pre-conception agreement and related pathway to the types and level of payments for 

surrogate mothers. In this document, Maternity Action sets out our response to some of 

these questions. We express our serious reservations about the length and language of the 



 
consultation document, as well as the process of engaging stakeholder organisations, like 

ourselves, working with vulnerable women during pregnancy and early parenthood. We have 

not engaged with all of the questions in the consultation document. This is partly due to the 

length of the document and our capacity in terms of staff time. It also partly because we do 

not have expertise in all the areas covered by the consultation. We have limited our response 

to the areas where we do have most expertise.  

Maternity Action concerns about the consultation process 

Maternity Action has a number of concerns about the process of the consultation. First, the 

consultation has not been widely publicised. We came across it by chance, and at a point in 

time midway through the consultation process, further limiting our ability to respond in full.  

Our view is that the Law Commission should have identified and contacted directly those 

organisations representing vulnerable women who may become surrogate mothers, as well 

as charities working in the birth world, including Maternity Action, Birthrights, Birth 

Companions, the British Pregnancy Advisory Service, NCT and others. The Law Commission 

should have informed them about the consultation at its launch, asked them whether the 

deadlines allowed sufficient time to respond (evidently they have not as the deadline was 

extended by a fortnight, and many organisations like ourselves are unable to respond in full). 

The Law Commission should also have invited these stakeholder organisations to the public 

events that were held to further explain the context and content of the consultation, as well 

as facilitating a roundtable discussion with them as part of the consultation process.  

In general, the document did not reflect on the context of surrogacy and the problematic sex 

and race inequalities that underpin it, particularly internationally. 

Our concerns about the length and language of the consultation documents 

We are concerned about the length of the consultation document and the large number of 

questions respondents are asked to answer. At 502 pages and with 118 questions, 

responding to the full consultation requires a significant amount of time and energy as well 

as familiarity with legal and medical terminology. Even the Short Form Questionnaire 

designed for those with lived experience of surrogacy arrangements is very long; it has 46 

questions. The language of the questions, which is understandably yet problematically very 

legalistic, makes it difficult to understand for lay people and especially for those with 

language or literacy challenges. The fact that the consultation paper contains a glossary 

containing definitions of legal and medical terms with which consultees may be unfamiliar 

shows how inaccessible the document is to most ordinary people, and how time-consuming 

filling it in must be.  

Maternity Action contends that the length and opaque language used in the consultation 

means that it is not accessible to small charities and, more importantly, to the women most 

likely to be surrogate mothers whose rights and interests are directly affected by any legal 

changes in this area. Small charities like Maternity Action, with limited capacity and 

resources, cannot respond fully to the consultation. While we have selected specific 



 
questions to respond to, we know of another charity with expertise in pregnancy and birth 

who decided they did not have the capacity to respond at all.  

Our view is that this consultation falls short of any guidance or standards on a reasonable 

consultation format.  Maternity Action has considerable experience of responding to 

technical and legal consultations and we have found that other government departments and 

non-departmental public bodies, such as NICE, the HFEA and DHSC, have succeeded in 

producing much clearer consultations which have used a variety of outreach measures to 

genuinely engage with the public. 

We appreciate the Law Commission’s offering to meet Maternity Action representatives 

when we contacted the consultation team to attend a (sold out) public consultation event. 

But this reactive approach is insufficient. Saying “we’ve made it easier for people to come to 

us” relies on affected parties chancing upon the document and having the confidence and 

ability to approach a public body, which may be too intimidating for vulnerable surrogates. It 

is Maternity Action’s view that, in order to meet government standards for public 

consultation, the Law Commission is obliged to proactively engage with a wide range of 

women’s rights and welfare organisations, as well as charities working across the pregnancy 

and birth world.    

Our concerns about the case for reform 

Crucially for Maternity Action, the Law Commission has failed to make a cogent case for why 

reform of the existing laws relating to surrogacy is required. The long, unwieldy consultation 

document suggests that the law has fallen behind public attitudes but the only evidence 

provided for this assertion was one private opinion poll carried out in 2014 with no way of 

comparing this data to previous opinion polls to show trends over time. Maternity Action 

would contend that attitudes towards surrogacy are far from a settled matter and it would be 

wrong to assume, on the basis of one poll, that the majority of the public support any change 

to existing laws.  

In our meeting with the Law Commission, , 

explained that the call for reform comes from both intended parents and surrogate mothers, 

who, he claimed, are both asking that the intended parents be given the status of legal 

parents from birth in order to avoid six to nine months of legal uncertainty, and reduce the 

number of cases going through the domestic courts for resolution. But none of that evidence 

is presented clearly in the consultation document, and we have no way of corroborating 

whether surrogate mothers’ interests and positions are identically aligned with intended 

parents on this. Given that part of the objective for reforming surrogacy law, as explained to 

us by the Law Commission, is to make it safer, in the sense of more legally certain and 

straightforward, in the UK than overseas, the incidence of surrogacy could increase 

substantially after the changes are introduced. With demand for surrogacy increasing, due to 

increasing infertility because of age, and increasing desire from gay men, there is a worry that 

numbers will increase significantly. There is, then, even more reason to be sure that intended 



 
parents’ and surrogate mothers’ interests and positions are aligned, and whether the 

proposed legal changes will improve the situation for surrogate mothers.   

Maternity Action concerns regarding the vulnerability of surrogate mothers 

Surrogates may be vulnerable to exploitation as there is a generally a power imbalance 

between surrogate mothers and intended parents. Intended parents tend to be older, 

wealthier, better educated and employed in higher status jobs than surrogate mothers.1 

Indeed, the consultation document itself notes this socio-economic imbalance.  

Though there does not appear to be any research exclusively considering the demographic 

characteristics of surrogates in the UK, evidence from other studies indicates that the 

majority of women who act as surrogate mothers are substantially less well-off, less powerful 

and less endowed with status than the majority of intended parents. For example, one 2003 

study of 34 surrogate mothers found that 14 of them were partly skilled/unskilled, 7 were 

skilled manual, 9 were skilled/non-manual, and only 4 were professional/managerial. In total, 

therefore, 96 percent of surrogate mothers were outside the professional/managerial social 

class. 82 percent of the surrogate mothers either did not work or only worked part-time. 

Evidently then, in socioeconomic terms, most surrogate mothers live on low incomes. This is 

significant as the imbalance in socio-economic status means that there is a power imbalance 

in the relationship between the intended parents and the surrogate mother.  

Though there may be some exceptions to this pattern in what are known as “traditional” or 

“altruistic” surrogacy arrangements – such as a sister carrying a baby for her brother/sister – 

these arrangements account for the minority of surrogacy arrangements. In the study cited, 

only 21 per cent were a known surrogate, for example.2 Moreover, there may be other 

power imbalances in these familial arrangements, and economic inequalities may still exist. 

Another vulnerability relates to age: Some surrogate mothers are very young and may not 

understand the psychological or emotional consequences of giving up a baby they have 

carried and birthed, may regret their decisions later at the time of relinquishment or even 

later in life, when it is too late to do anything about it.3 Evidently, then, surrogate mothers 

are in a vulnerable position.  

Maternity Action concerns regarding the physical and psychosocial impacts of surrogacy on 

surrogate mothers 

There are also documented medical and psychosocial risks to surrogacy. All pregnancies carry 

physical and mental health risks to pregnant women. These range from trivial to very severe 

(sepsis, preeclampsia, haemorrhage and maternal death for the woman; abnormality, 

                                                           
1 van den Akker, O (2007) “Psychosocial aspects of surrogate motherhood”, Human Reproduction 

Update, 13(1), p. 53-62 p. 57 
2  Jadva, V., Murray, C, Lycett, E, & Golombok S. (2003) “Surrogacy: The experiences of surrogate 
mothers”, Human Reproduction, 18(10), p. 2196 – 2204. P. 2197 
3 van den Akker, O (2007) “Psychosocial aspects of surrogate motherhood”, Human Reproduction 

Update, 13(1), p. 53-62 p. 56 

https://academic.oup.com/humupd/article/13/1/53/749903
https://academic.oup.com/humupd/article/13/1/53/749903
https://academic.oup.com/humrep/article/18/10/2196/622680
https://academic.oup.com/humrep/article/18/10/2196/622680
https://academic.oup.com/humupd/article/13/1/53/749903
https://academic.oup.com/humupd/article/13/1/53/749903


 
prematurity, stillbirth, brain damage, infant death for the baby). These risks are entirely 

unknown for untested primigravidae (first time mothers), but much lower for multigravidae 

who have achieved full-term successful birth.  

Risks for the non-traditional surrogate are higher. The surrogate, or another woman, may be 
involved as egg donor, which involves undergoing ovarian stimulation, egg extractions and a 
small risk of the serious complication of ovarian hyperstimulation syndrome, or OHSS. The 
surrogate may undergo many appointments, drug treatments, invasive procedures and timed 
embryo transfer. More importantly, she is at a significantly increased risk of developing 
preeclampsia. If it is a twin pregnancy, she is at increased risk of every complication barring 
postmaturity. Preeclampsia and multiple pregnancy, which remain high in the UK IVF sector, 
both increase the risk of prematurity, with the lifelong sequelae for the child. There have 
been reports of higher multiple pregnancy and C-section (CS) rates in international surrogacy, 
with the latter possibly related to size differences between, for example, Western men and 
Asian women, or "timed" deliveries to suit commissioning parents picking up the babies. On a 
perinatal mental health level, although many surrogates are keen to hand over the baby, 
there are a lot of dramatic hormonal events in the first days and puerperium (6 weeks), 
which may increase a surrogate mother’s risks of experiencing postnatal depression (PND) 
and postpartum psychosis.  
 
Finally, we have concerns about the rights of children born by surrogacy. National 
recommendations for baby feeding are for exclusive breastfeeding for six months, and the UK 
already has poor rates internationally.  We do not want to pressurise or make mothers feel 
guilty, but in surrogacy this loss to the child is inevitable and should be recognised/factored 
in, rather than glossed over. Some commissioning parents may try to breast feed but this 
form of feeding and comforting cannot happen in gay couples. 
 
 
Maternity Action concerns regarding the human rights of surrogate mothers and the child 
 
Maternity Action also notes comments made by the UN Special Rapporteur on the sale and 

sexual exploitation of children last year4. These comments mirror our own position and 

concerns. The rapporteur warned that children face becoming commodities as surrogacy 

arrangements become more prevalent, and urgent action is needed to protect their rights. 

She said, “There is no right to have a child under international law. Children are not goods or 

services that the State can guarantee or provide. They are human beings with rights. 

Surrogacy is a growing industry driven by international demand, making it an area of concern 

for children’s rights and protection.” 

 

The Special Rapporteur explained that if a surrogate mother or third party receives 

remuneration or any other consideration for the transfer of the child, a sale occurs, as 

defined under international human rights law. 

                                                           
4 https://www.ohchr.org/EN/NewsEvents/Pages/DisplayNews.aspx?NewsID=22763&LangID=E 



 
Given the power imbalance between intended parents and surrogate mothers, the 

vulnerability of surrogate mothers, the documented negative medical and psychosocial 

impact that fertility treatment and surrogacy can have on surrogate mothers, and the 

children’s rights issues that surrogacy may undermine, it is imperative that organisations 

representing vulnerable women speak up on their behalf. Maternity Action’s aim in 

responding is to this consultation, therefore, is to put the surrogate mother at the centre of 

any legal change around the regulation of surrogacy.  

 
Our concerns about how the proposed new pre-conception pathway could undermine 

surrogate mothers’ rights 

We are concerned that the new pathway offers insufficient protections to surrogates 

generally who may wish to change their mind if they are given sufficient time to do so, and 

we particularly object to reducing protection in this area for traditional surrogates. While any 

gestational mother is a biological mother, whether or not she has a genetic relationship to 

the child, the psychological implications of relinquishment for both the birth mother and the 

child may be greater where there is both a genetic and a gestational relationship. 

Our concerns regarding the commercialisation of surrogacy 

The Law Commission’s consultation document has not convinced Maternity Action of the 

need for reform of surrogacy laws and regulations. In particular, we are concerned by 

consultation questions which suggest relaxing laws relating to surrogacy brokering services 

and the advertising of surrogacy. We can see no justification for introducing new third party 

agencies who may be driven by profit motives. Maternity Action is also concerned by the 

number of questions suggesting payments for various aspects of surrogacy which represents 

a significant shift from the current model based on altruism to a model driven by financial 

imperative.  Maternity Action believes that payments should be limited to the 

reimbursement of medical and related costs in connection with the pregnancy, and medical 

costs in connection with birth or miscarriage, together with compensation for death of or 

injury to the surrogate. 

Our concerns about the payment of NHS charges for overseas visitors 

Maternity Action notes that nowhere in the long section about costs arising from the 

pregnancy is consideration given to who should pay the cost of NHS charges for overseas 

visitors. Maternity Action has considerable expertise in this area, having published several 

research reports5 and offering a helpline service6 and some case work support to women 

who have been charged for their maternity care.  

The Law Commission should be aware that women who are not ordinarily resident in the UK 

are likely to be charged 150% of the NHS tariff for their maternity care. Typically, this starts at 

                                                           
5 https://www.maternityaction.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/WhatPriceSafeMotherhoodFINAL.pdf 
6 https://maternityaction.org.uk/maternity-care-access-advice-service/ 

https://www.maternityaction.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/WhatPriceSafeMotherhoodFINAL.pdf


 
£7,000 for a straightforward pregnancy and labour but can be much higher if there are 

complications or if the baby requires care in a neonatal unit or if the mother requires further 

treatment.  

The rules for eligibility for charging are complicated and surrogate mothers may not realise 

that they are chargeable before they enter into the agreement. Only people deemed 

ordinarily resident in the UK, or who belong to an exempted group are entitled to free 

secondary (hospital) care in the UK. British citizens and non-EEA citizens who have Indefinite 

Leave to Remain in the UK are deemed ordinarily resident if they live in the United Kingdom 

but since 2015 all other longer-term visa holders are required to pay an Immigration Health 

Surcharge which entitles them to free use of all NHS services for the duration of their visa. 

Visitors to the United Kingdom are charged for any healthcare they receive whilst in the UK.  

Overseas visitors are charged 150% of the normal tariff and Clinical Commissioning Groups 

and hospitals have a duty to report to the Home Office any patients who have been invoiced 

£500 or more where the bill remains outstanding for longer than 2 months or where a 

repayment plan has not been negotiated. Some migrants who are not ordinarily resident are 

exempted from NHS charges, including refugees, asylum seekers awaiting a decision, and 

refused asylum seekers supported by the Home Office, as well as victims of modern slavery. 

Holders of visitor visas and undocumented migrants are the main chargeable groups under 

current rules. It is unclear how EU nationals will be dealt with in the charging regime after 

Brexit if reciprocal healthcare agreements end.  

Many of the women who contact us having been charged are vulnerable and destitute. Some 

have become pregnant as a result of “survival sex” where they have exchanged sex for a sofa 

to sleep on or for a meal. These women may well be attracted to an offer of surrogacy, 

particularly if there is a move away from an altruistic model and towards payments. 

Maternity Action is concerned that women in this situation would find themselves 

responsible for paying the debt to the NHS. NHS trusts issue the invoices to the pregnant 

woman and debt collection is outsourced to private debt collection agencies. Maternity 

Action urges the Law Commission to ensure that no surrogate mother should be left with 

thousands of pounds of debt. The cost of NHS treatment should be paid by the intended 

parents. 

Maternity Action’s position on employment rights and statutory payments relating to 

maternity and paternity 

Consultation Question 101.  

17.18 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current application of the law on statutory 

paternity leave, and statutory paternity pay, to the situation of the surrogate’s spouse, civil 

partner or partner requires reform. 

Maternity Action is the UK’s leading charity committed to ending inequality and improving 

the health and well-being of pregnant women, new parents and their children in the early 

years. Maternity Action advises more than 2000 pregnant women and new parents about 



 
their maternity and parental rights and benefits each year and receives over 1 million views 

per year of our online information. 

We receive a small number of calls from intended parents, approximately 5 – 10 per annum. 

The intended parents we speak to are usually eligible and intend to apply for a Parental 

Order. In some cases the surrogate mother is in the UK and in other cases she is overseas. 

At present, paternity leave and pay (adoption) is only available to one of the intended 

parents, providing the intended parents intend to apply for a parental order. In those 

circumstances, the other intended parent would usually hope to take adoption leave and pay. 

It is up to the intended parents to decide who is going to be the primary adopter for the 

purposes of taking adoption leave and pay and who is going to take paternity leave and pay 

(adoption). 

Unfortunately, the entitlement to leave and pay is not as straightforward as suggested. An 

intended parent must be an employee to qualify for leave (paternity leave and adoption 

leave), whereas intended parents with more precarious work, such as agency, casual and 

zero hours workers are not entitled to leave (which gives them the right to return to the 

same job) but they may be able to meet the qualifying conditions for statutory pay (paternity 

and adoption) during the period in which they take time off to look after their new baby. 

Recommendation 

In order to give the spouse, partner or civil partner of the surrogate mother the right to take 

paternity leave and pay, both the provisions in relation to leave7 and pay8 would need to be 

reformed to allow two people to qualify for paternity leave and pay in respect of the same 

baby: 

 paternity leave/pay for the person supporting the surrogate mother (without the 

requirement to care for the baby during this period) and  

 paternity leave/pay (adoption) for the intended parent who is caring for the child and 

supporting the primary adopter or paternity leave/pay for the intended parent who is 

also the father. 

Consultation Question 102.  

17.32 We provisionally propose that provision for maternity allowance should be made in 

respect of intended parents, and that any such provision should be limited so that only one 

intended parent qualifies. Do consultees agree? 

Currently, the surrogate mother is entitled to either Statutory Maternity Pay (SMP) or 

Maternity Allowance (MA) depending on whether she meets the qualifying conditions for one 

or the other. 

                                                           
7 Paternity and Adoption Leave Regs 2002, reg 4 
8 Social Security Contributions and benefits Act 1992, s.171ZE (4) 



 
It is not quite correct to say (at 17.28) that MA is primarily aimed at self-employed mothers: 

17.28 Maternity allowance is primarily aimed at those mothers who are self-employed, and 

therefore not eligible for statutory maternity pay, which is restricted to employees. 

The Maternity Allowance quarterly statistics9 show that approx. 5 – 6% of MA claimants are 

self-employed but 10 – 12% are employed. MA is primarily a safety net to ensure that most 

women who are employed or who have worked until recently will be able to access some 

form of maternity pay. MA is the only maternity pay available to self-employed women. 

As far as employment status is concerned, a woman needs to be an employee to qualify for 

maternity leave but an agency, casual or zero hours worker could qualify for SMP. If a woman 

does not meet the qualifying conditions for SMP, namely, 26 weeks continuous employment 

by the 15th week before her baby is due and does not have average weekly earnings above 

the Lower Earnings Limits (£118 pw in 2019/20) she cannot qualify for SMP and will need to 

claim MA instead. 

Many employed women lose out on SMP because their earnings are too low, they change 

jobs in pregnancy, they are dismissed or made redundant or they take sick leave. In those 

circumstances, most employed women can meet the more flexible qualifying conditions for 

MA of 26 weeks employment (which doesn’t have to be continuous weeks) in the 66 weeks 

before the baby is due. Both employed and self-employed work can be used and for self-

employed women this is the only option available to them as they cannot claim SMP. 

There is also a key difference between SMP and MA in respect of rate of pay and impact on 

ability to claim means-tested benefits such as Universal Credit and/or the Sure Start 

Maternity Grant. SMP (as Statutory Adoption Pay) is paid at 90% of average earnings for the 

first six weeks, then the statutory rate (currently £148.68 in 2019/20 or 90% of average 

earnings if that is lower).  MA is only paid at the statutory rate.  

Parents who struggle to pay rent and bills during this period of lower than normal earnings 

can apply for Universal Credit. Entitlement to Universal Credit is means-tested and depends 

on the total family income. Any SMP is partially disregarded under Universal Credit rules but 

MA is treated as another benefit and is offset against Universal Credit pound for pound. 

Intended parents can only claim the Sure Start Maternity Grant of £500 to buy things for a 

first baby or first multiple birth if they are eligible for a qualifying benefit such as Universal 

Credit. However, the disparity in treatment of SMP and MA can mean that a mother on MA 

cannot qualify for Universal Credit and, as a result, is also ineligible to claim the Sure Start 

Maternity Grant.  

                                                           
9  

https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/maternity-allowance-quarterly-statistics 

 

https://www.gov.uk/government/collections/maternity-allowance-quarterly-statistics


 
Mothers on MA are significantly worse off financially than if they could claim SMP and are 

disadvantaged under the benefits system. Under legacy benefits such as Child Tax Credit, 

parents were significantly better supported during this period when their earnings dropped. 

In the absence of a change in DWP policy in the way MA is treated under Universal Credit 

rules, Maternity Action suggests that reforms are needed to ensure that more parents and 

intended parents can meet the eligibility criteria for Statutory Maternity Pay, Statutory 

Paternity Pay or Statutory Adoption Pay, such as making it available to parents with earnings 

below the Lower Earnings Limit, as currently being suggested by DWP in relation to reforms 

to Statutory Sick Pay10.  

Statutory Adoption Pay and Statutory Paternity Pay do not currently have any equivalent 

provision for self-employed intended parents or those who are unable to meet the qualifying 

conditions for Statutory Adoption Pay. One option could be to introduce an ‘Adoption 

Allowance’ and ‘Paternity Allowance’ for self-employed and those parents who cannot qualify 

for Statutory Adoption Pay or Statutory Paternity Pay (Adoption). This would give a flat rate 

level of income, currently £148.68 per week. However, if this mirrors Maternity Allowance it 

does not provide for 90% of average earnings in the first six weeks and leaves parents with 

significantly less support from Universal Credit and they may not be able to claim the Sure 

Start Maternity Grant as a result of losing out on an award of Universal Credit. 

For example, if only one of a couple is working, the parents are free to decide that the 

working parent will take adoption leave and pay so that they can both be at home to look 

after their new baby. During receipt of Statutory Adoption Pay of £148.68pw , the couple 

would be entitled to Universal Credit of £640 pcm to top up their income during this period. 

If the parent was self-employed and entitled to an equivalent of Adoption Allowance, the 

Adoption Allowance would be deducted from the Universal Credit award pound for pound 

and the same couple would only be entitled to Universal Credit of £86 pcm making it not 

worthwhile claiming the allowance and leaving those most in need of further support without 

it. 

Recommendation 

In view of the fact that the surrogate mother is likely to be eligible for SMP or MA, if MA were 

to be extended to an intended parent who is self-employed, it would need to allow for the 

possibility that two people might be eligible for MA for the same baby: 

 the surrogate mother would claim MA in relation to childbirth on the basis of 

employment (if she is not able to claim SMP) or self-employment. 

 One of the intended parents would claim MA on the basis of employment (where 

s/he is not able to claim Statutory Adoption Pay) or self-employment. 

                                                           
10 https://www.gov.uk/government/consultations/health-is-everyones-business-proposals-to-reduce-ill-
health-related-job-loss/health-is-everyones-business-proposals-to-reduce-ill-health-related-job-loss, see 
Question 19. 

https://www.gov.uk/government/consultations/health-is-everyones-business-proposals-to-reduce-ill-health-related-job-loss/health-is-everyones-business-proposals-to-reduce-ill-health-related-job-loss
https://www.gov.uk/government/consultations/health-is-everyones-business-proposals-to-reduce-ill-health-related-job-loss/health-is-everyones-business-proposals-to-reduce-ill-health-related-job-loss


 
Alternatively, Maternity Action supports proposals to reform Statutory Adoption Pay and 

Statutory Paternity Pay to make it more widely available so that parents do not miss out 

because they changed jobs, lost their job during the qualifying period, took sick leave or are 

on a low income.  

Maternity Action also supports proposals to provide an equivalent to Maternity Allowance for 

self-employed parents and employed parents who do not meet the qualifying conditions for 

statutory pay. These parents should also be treated as working and earning during their leave 

period and should not be disadvantaged under the Universal Credit regulations if they need 

further support during this period of lower income. 

 Consultation Question 103.  

17.36 We invite consultees’ views as to: (1) whether there is a need for reform in respect of 

the right of intended parents to take time off work before the birth of the child, whether for 

the purpose of induced lactation, ante-natal appointments or any other reason; and (2) if 

reform is needed, suggestions on reform. 

The right of the father, spouse, civil partner or intended parents to accompany a pregnant 

woman to two antenatal appointments does not include the right to paid leave. Maternity 

Action supports the view that this leave should be paid.  

However, as the right is only to accompany a pregnant woman to antenatal appointments, 

not to attend antenatal appointments, we consider that in view of the fact that the purpose 

of antenatal appointments is to protect the health of the pregnant woman and baby and to 

preserve confidentiality between a pregnant woman and her medical advisers, the right to 

accompany should be limited to two appointments.  

If intended parents were to be able to accompany a surrogate mother to more than two 

appointments, further consideration should be given as to how to protect more surrogates 

who may be in more vulnerable situations. 

Maternity Action supports a recommendation to enable an intended parent to start adoption 

leave/pay before the birth if they choose to. Maternity leave/pay can start up to 11 weeks 

before the expected week of childbirth. Intended parents that we speak to, especially where 

the surrogate mother is overseas, often have to use up all their annual leave and agree 

further periods of unpaid leave in order to spend time with the surrogate mother prior to the 

birth and to arrange paperwork prior to returning to the UK with their baby. Being able to 

start adoption leave/pay prior to the birth would be very beneficial for some intended 

parents. 

 

Consultation Question 104.  

17.40 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the duty of employers to provide suitable 

facilities for any person at work who is a pregnant woman or nursing mother to rest under 



 
Regulation 25 of the Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations 1992 is sufficient to 

include intended parents in a surrogacy arrangement. 

The Management of Health and Safety at Work Regulations 1999, reg. 16, requires an 

employer to carry out a risk assessment that takes account of the risks to ‘pregnant workers 

and workers who have recently given birth or are breastfeeding’. In our view, this includes an 

intended parent who is breastfeeding as well as the obligation to provide somewhere for a 

nursing mother to rest under regulation 25 above so the regulations as they currently stand 

are sufficient.  

In practice, these provisions do not give breastfeeding employees rights to time off to 

express or breastfeed or the right to facilities for expressing milk. Employees may be able to 

use these health and safety provisions to negotiate access to a room for expressing or 

adjustments to their working hours to enable them to continue breastfeeding on health and 

safety grounds but time off and facilities is currently a matter of good practice rather than a 

legal requirement as UK law currently stands.  

 

Consultation Question 105.  

17.43 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are further issues in relation to 

employment rights and surrogacy arrangements and, if so, any suggestions for reform. 

Callers to the Maternity Action advice line from intended parents often disclose that they 

were forced out of their job as a result of periods off work or off sick following a number of 

attempts at failed fertility treatment. Whilst not specifically related to employment rights and 

surrogacy arrangements, better protections are needed to prevent dismissal as a result of 

fertility treatment and sick leave following fertility treatment. This affects family incomes and 

job prospects and can make entering into a surrogacy arrangement unaffordable for many. 

 

Contact 

If you require further information or wish to discuss any aspect of our submission in detail, 

please do not hesitate to contact , on  

 or  
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Chapter 6: The parental order procedure

8  Consultation Question 1:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I do not think that international surrogacy should be permitted.

Please provide your views below:

9  Consultation Question 2:

Please provide your views below:

I am not legally qualified, and therefore not very well aware of the distinctions between these groups, but whoever is professionally involved with
surrogacy on behalf of the Crown should be in a position to acquire expertise and experience in dealing with surrogacy. In other words, to be able to
become a specialist in this area, not just in the legal aspects, but acquiring knowledge of the psychological and social implications of surrogacy.

10  Consultation Question 3: We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the current allocation
rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation Questions 1 and 2.

Please provide your views below:

11  Consultation Question 4:

Other



Please provide your views below:

I do not know the legal weight of the term 'duty' but I would support any system that left courts in a position to examine each case individually, without
any pressure to hand a child over to the intended parents. If the surrogate parent i.e. the birth mother, is willing and able to care for the child, their claim
should have priority over the intended parents.

12  Consultation Question 5: We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the Family Procedure Rules 2010
should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise.
Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

Each case should be examined individually, so that the claims of the birth mother can be represented.

13  Consultation Question 6:

Please provide your views below:

The court should be able to make order or orders as it sees fit, but the birth mother should always have a prior claim to the child.

Chapter 8: Legal Parenthood: Proposals for Reform - A New Pathway

14  Consultation Question 7:

No

Please provide your views below:

The birth mother should always have a prior claim to the child. The legal pathway to handing the child over to other parents should resemble the
arrangements for adoption.

15  Consultation Question 8:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

These records are essential and the information should be available at age 18 or earlier to any child born as a consequence of the activities of the
organisation or clinic. The details should include full details of the providers of the gametes - sperm and egg - that result in the child's birth with the aim
that the biological father and mother of the child can be traced and contacted in the future by the child.

Another period

Please provide your views below:

A minimum of 100 years, but it would be preferable if the details of the biological parents could be retained in the same way as parents recorded on a
standard birth certificate.

16  Consultation Question 9: We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes should apply to
traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated surrogacy organisation is involved.Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

No anonymity should ever be applied to the providers of donated gametes. This is necessary not just for the psychological well being of the child, who
might want to trace their biological parents, but also as a health measure, to ensure that any genetic defects can potentially be tracked, and to prevent
technically incestuous relationships developing, where two individuals might be unaware they are closely related.

17  Consultation Question 10: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a traditional, domestic
surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from entering into the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

Yes. There can be no regulation of private arrangements, whether fertilisation is arranged be sperm donation and do it yourself insemination, or by
sexual intercourse.

In such an arrangement, the sperm donor should have no rights over the child, but should the anonymity be broken, for instance by DNA testing, should
have the usual responsibilities for the child's financial maintenance.



18  Consultation Question 11:

Other

Please provide your views below:

The intended parents should have no rights, and the child should remain with the surrogate unless an adoptive arrangement is voluntarily entered into
with intended and surrogate parents agreeing.

19  Consultation Question 12:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I agree with points 1 and 2.

20  Consultation Question 13:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

21  Consultation Question 14:

Other

Please provide your views below:

The welfare of the child should have to be considered and assessed in the same way as it is for adoptive arrangements.

22  Consultation Question 15:

No

Please provide your views below:

If the surrogate mother cares for the child, with the intention of continuing to do so, the spouse or civil partner should be a legal parent of the child, in the
same way as for any other child born to the surrogate mother.

Yes

Please share your views below:

Yes, the spouse or civil partner should be a legal parent of the child.

23  Consultation Question 16:

No

Please provide your views below:

The surrogate should be the legal parent.

No

Please provide your views below:

The surrogate should be the legal parent in this case also.

24  Consultation Question 17: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, where the child dies
before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents
before the expiry of the period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a declaration to the
effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the birth.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

The birth should be registered by the parent caring for the child at the point of death.

25  Consultation Question 18: For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether, where the surrogate 
dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during which she can exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the



new pathway and the intended parents should be required to make an application for a parental order.

Please provide your views below:

Where the surrogate has died, the handing over of the child to the intended parents should require an approved parental order.

26  Consultation Question 19:

No

Please provide your views below:

The child's birth should be registered by the parent(s) caring for the child, which will almost certainly be the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

I agree with option (2).

27  Consultation Question 20:

Other

Please provide your views below:

Any intended parent should have to agree to the transfer of legal rights and responsibilities at the time in which these will come into effect, i.e. after the
child's birth.

28  Consultation Question 21: We invite consultees’ views as to: (1) a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases;
and (2) how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this model.

Please provide your views below:

Legal parenthood should always mirror biological reality - i.e. one mother and one father - as closely as possible.

29  Consultation Question 22:

Please provide your views below:

30  Consultation Question 23:

Please provide your views below:

31  Consultation Question 24:

Please provide your views below:

32  Consultation Question 25: We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be amended to add the
intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section 8 order without leave.

Please provide your views below:

33  Consultation Question 26:

No

Please provide your views below:

Parental rights should be acquired by an adoption process.

34  Consultation Question 27:

No

Please provide your views below:

35  Consultation Question 28: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the surrogate should retain
parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right
to object, assuming that she does not exercise her right to object.Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:



36  Consultation Question 29:

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 9: The Regulation of Surrogacy Arrangements

37  Consultation Question 30: We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the scope of the new
pathway.Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

38  Consultation Question 31: We invite the views of independent surrogates, and intended parents who have used independent surrogacy
arrangements, to tell us about their experience. In particular, we would be interested to hear about any health screening, counselling and
legal advice that took place.

Please provide your views below:

This consultation does not appear to involve the most important people in any surrogacy arrangement, namely the children resulting from such an
arrangement.

39  Consultation Question 32:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

There should be scope for private adoption arrangements, using the existing safeguards for adoption, but taking the genetic origin of the child to be
adopted as a factor that might reinforce the request of the adoptee parents to be considered in advance of any other potential adopters of the child.

40  Consultation Question 33:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Any transfer of parental rights from birth parent to other parents should be regulated by the state.

Any organisation offering assisted conception, whether IVF or artifical insemination should be regulated by the state.

Surrogacy should be covered by the above.

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Other

Please provide your views below:

41  Consultation Question 34:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

42  Consultation Question 35: We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit making bodies. Do
consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Surrogacy already steps perilously close to slavery and the sale of children. There should never be any profit involved with it.

43  Consultation Question 36: We invite consultees’ views as to what should be included in the definition of matching and facilitation services.

Please provide your views below:



Volunteer surrogate mothers should be volunteers and not solicited in any way.

Location of surrogate and prospective parents should be taken into account, the ideal being that they live in close proximity.

Both surrogate and prospective parents should be British citizens and live in the UK.

Prospective parents should be in a permanent heterosexual relationship, in other words, mimicking as closely as possible the normal biological family.

44  Consultation Question 37: We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer matching and
facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

45  Consultation Question 37: We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer
matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

46  Consultation Question 38: We invite consultees’ views as to the sanctions that should be available against organisations that offer
matching and facilitation services without being regulated to do so, and whether these should be criminal, civil or regulatory.

Please provide your views below:

The sanctions should be those appropriate to slavery - that is they are facilitating the transfer of a helpless human from its birth mother.

47  Consultation Question 39: We provisionally propose that the remit of the Human Fertilisation and Embryology Authority be expanded to
include the regulation of regulated surrogacy organisations, and oversight of compliance with the proposed legal requirements for the new
pathway to legal parenthood. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

48  Consultation Question 40: We provisionally propose that surrogacy agreements should remain unenforceable (subject to the exception we
provisionally propose in Consultation Question 88 in relation to financial terms). Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

49  Consultation Question 41: We provisionally propose that there should be no prohibition against charging for negotiating, facilitating and
advising on surrogacy arrangements. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

Yes, but only by regulated surrogacy organisations, and regulation should include oversight and restrictions on the level of fees charged for advice.

50  Consultation Question 42: We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy should be removed, with
the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything that can lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. Do
consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

From the child's point of view, surrogacy is not the best form of parental arrangement and should not, therefore, be encouraged in any way, although the
practical outcome, of a child being adopted by parents who may have a genetic link to the child, should not be illegal.

Chapter 10: Children's Access to Information About Surrogacy Arrangements

51  Consultation Question 43: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, where the making of a parental order in respect of a child
born of a surrogacy arrangement has been recorded in the Parental Order Register, the child should be able to access his or her original birth
certificate at the age of 18. Do consultees agree?



Yes

Please provide your views below:

52  Consultation Question 44: We provisionally propose that where children are born of surrogacy arrangements that result in the intended
parents being recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of that certificate should make clear that the birth was the result of a
surrogacy arrangement. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes, and the identity of the surrogate and provider of the male gamete should be available to the child.

53  Consultation Question 45: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the birth registration system in England and Wales requires reform
and, if so, which reforms they would like to see.

Please provide your views below:

54  Consultation Question 46: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has been the subject of a
parental order should be able to access all the documents contained in the court’s file for those parental order proceedings.Do consultees
agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

55  Consultation Question 47:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Other

Please provide your views below:

Anonymous gamete donors should not be permitted by any licensed organisation (anonymous in the respect that identity information is not available
even when the child reaches 18).

56  Consultation Question 48: We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate and the intended
parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy
arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

All information possible should be available to the child.

57  Consultation Question 49:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Yes, there will be circumstances where the identity of the biological parents, and the fact of adoption, would be helpful to a child younger than 18.

58  Consultation Question 50: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any provision for those born of a surrogacy
arrangement to make a request for information to disclose whether a person whom he or she is intending to marry, or with whom he or she
intends to enter into a civil partnership or intimate physical relationship, was carried by the same surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

Yes, this is vital. In fact, it raises the question of information generally only being available at age 18, given that 16 year olds can marry and may conceive
children before the age of 18.

59  Consultation Question 51:

Yes

Please provide your views below:



Please provide your views below:

This information might be helpful to a child, who is trying to make sense of their place in the world, but is not essential if the genetic origins of the child
are known, and are not from the surrogate.

60  Consultation Question 52:

Please provide your views below:

Yes, to protect against incestuous relationships developing and to give the child an opportunity to find and relate to their genetic family.

Please provide your views below:

This may be helpful to a child born to a surrogate, but is not essential to them.

61  Consultation Question 53: For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether details of an
intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded in the register.

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 11: Eligibility Criteria for a Parental Order

62  Consultation Question 54: We provisionally propose that the six month time limits in sections 54 and 54A of the HFEA 2008 for making a
parental order application should be abolished. Do consultees agree?

Please provide your views below:

Parental orders should be treated like adoption, and should, in this form, be available beyond 6 months.

63  Consultation Question 55:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Other

Please provide your views below:

Only section 3 applies - that is, the child's welfare is paramount.

Chapter 12: Eligibility Criteria for Both a Parental Order and for the New Pathway

64  Consultation Question 56:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Any international surrogate arrangements risk exploitation, are liable to be beyond the competence of UK regulation, and may stray into slavery.

Please provide your views below:

A test of habitual residence would be appropriate, to reinforce the effectiveness of UK regulation.

65  Consultation Question 57:

Please provide your views below:

Prospective parents should be in a permanent heterosexual relationship.

66  Consultation Question 58: We provisionally propose that to use the new pathway, intended parents should be required to make a
declaration in the surrogacy agreement that they intend for the child’s home to be with them. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide views below:

67  Consultation Question 59:

Other



Please provide views below:

If intended parents have full or part genetic parentage of the child, this should be taken into account as a positive indicator to recommend adoption of
the child.

Please provide views below:

It is obviously preferable for any child to be brought up by the two people who have furnished the child's genetic inheritance. Anything else is less than
the ideal although not always avoidable.

Other

Please provide views below:

International surrogacy should not be allowed. Any child born abroad to a non UK citizen should not be adopted by a UK family.

68  Consultation Question 60: We provisionally propose that if the requirement for a genetic link is retained for domestic cases outside the
new pathway, the requirement should not apply, subject to medical necessity, if the court determines that the intended parents in good faith
began the surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway but were required to apply for a parental order. Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

69  Consultation Question 61: We provisionally propose that if double donation is permitted only in cases of medical necessity, an exception
should be made to allow a parental order to be granted to a single parent without a genetic link where the intended parent’s former partner
provides gametes but the intended parents’ relationship breaks down before the grant of a parental order. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide views below:

The welfare of the child should be the primary consideration but will have to be considered on a case by case basis. If the surrogate mother is putting the
child up for adoption, and the prospective parent is single and unrelated to the child, alternative prospective parents who can provide the child with
mother and father might well be a more suitable arrangement.

70  Consultation Question 62:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

71  Consultation Question 63:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

72  Consultation Question 64:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

73  Consultation Question 65:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered



Please provide your views below:

Chapter 13: Eligibility Criteria for the New Pathway

74  Consultation Question 66:

Other

Please provide your views below:

Some sort of genetic screening of the providers of the gametes should be undertaken, and medical testing of the surrogate.

I am not medically trained, and cannot comment on the benefits of testing the partner of the surrogate, but if there are any transmissible diseases that
might affect the health of the child, then the partner should also be medically tested.

Please provide your views below:

75  Consultation Question 67:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

76  Consultation Question 68: We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that the surrogate and the
intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect of the law and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is
signed. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

77  Consultation Question 69:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

78  Consultation Question 70: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the surrogate has previously given
birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

Yes. Although all pregnancies can be different, as a minimum the surrogate should have experienced one pregnancy, otherwise she can be in no position
to take a decision on whether to submit herself to a physical process which she might find extremely difficult or unpleasant, for no benefit to herself.

79  Consultation Question 71: We provisionally propose that there should not be a maximum number of surrogate pregnancies that a woman
can undertake as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

That a woman might be prepared to be pregnant with a child she will not care for is, just, understandable, but that a woman might make a career of
pregnancy for others is not ethical, and smacks of a sort of prostitution.

Chapter 15: Payments to the Surrogate: Options for Reform

80  Consultation Question 72:

based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, and only on production of receipts.

Please provide your views below:

Everything possible should be done to guard against the situation where the surrogate gains financially from the surrogate pregnancy. It is bad enough
that the child is freely given away; if it sold then this is slavery.

81  Consultation Question 73:

Please provide your views below:



82  Consultation Question 74:

Please provide your views below:

83  Consultation Question 75:

Please provide your views below:

84  Consultation Question 76: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay their
surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or self-employed).

Please provide your views below:

Loss of earnings should not be an 'essential' expense. Carrying a baby one does not intend to care for should not be in any way a career option.

85  Consultation Question 77:

Please provide your views below:

86  Consultation Question 78:

Please provide your views below:

87  Consultation Question 79:

medical treatments relating to the surrogacy, including payments for each insemination or embryo transfer; and/or

Please provide your views below:

The surrogate enters into the pregnancy of her own free will. The risks attendant on any pregnancy have to be born by her.

However those costs (insemination or IVF) that are specific to a surrogate pregnancy could be born by the intended parents.

Please provide your views below:

a fixed fee set by the regulator (operating as a cap on the maximum payable), or

Please provide your views below:

88  Consultation Question 80: We invite consultees' views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay compensation to the
surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for
the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

The surrogate has to bear the risk of the pregnancy. The surrogate's body cannot be owned in any way by the intended parents, which would be implied
if they paid to insure that body.

89  Consultation Question 81:

Please provide your views below:

90  Consultation Question 82:

It should not be possible for the intended parents to agree to pay a woman for the service of undertaking a surrogacy.

Please provide your views below:

Paying the surrogate for her body to be used for the intended parents' purpose (bearing a child) is like a form of prostitution.

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide any views below:

91  Consultation Question 83:

Please provide views below:

Not Answered



Please provide your views below:

92  Consultation Question 84: We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to surrogates should be the
same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. Do consultees
agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

93  Consultation Question 85: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have not discussed which
they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

94  Consultation Question 86: We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that intended parents should
be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

95  Consultation Question 87:

Please provide your views below:

96  Consultation Question 88:

No

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 16: International Surrogacy Arrangements

97  Consultation Question 89: We invite overseas surrogates (or bodies representing or advocating for surrogates) to share with us their
experiences of international surrogacy arrangements.

Please provide your views below:

98  Consultation Question 90: We invite organisations focused on children’s rights and welfare in the international context to share with us
their views on our proposed reforms and consultation questions in this chapter.

Please provide your views below:

99  Consultation Question 91: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of their experience of applying to register a child born through
an international surrogacy arrangement as a British citizen and obtaining a passport for the child. In particular, we would be interested to hear
how long the application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have about causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

100  Consultation Question 92: We provisionally propose that it should be possible for a file to be opened, and the application process for
obtaining registration of a child born from an international surrogacy arrangement and obtaining a passport to begin, prior to the birth of the
child.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

International surrogacy should not be permitted.

101  Consultation Question 93: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of applying for a visa for a
child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In particular, we would be interested to hear how long the application took after
the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

102  Consultation Question 94:



No

Please provide your views below:

Other

Please provide your views below:

The rules of international adoption should apply.

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

103  Consultation Question 95:We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process for applying for a EU
Uniform Format Form in respect of a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement, before the child is born. The application will
need to be completed after the birth of the child.Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

104  Consultation Question 96: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of applying for a EU Uniform
Format Form for a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In particular we would be interested to hear how long the
application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

105  Consultation Question 97: We provisionally propose that the UK Government should provide a single, comprehensive guide for intended
parents explaining the nationality and immigration consequences of having a child through an international surrogacy arrangement. Do
consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

106  Consultation Question 98: We provisionally propose that international surrogacy arrangements should not be eligible for the new
pathway to parenthood.Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

107  Consultation Question 99:

No

Please provide your views below:

108  Consultation Question 100:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 17: Miscellaneous Issues

109  Consultation Question 101: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current application of the law on statutory paternity leave, and
statutory paternity pay, to the situation of the surrogate’s spouse, civil partner or partner requires reform.

Please provide your views below:

110  Consultation Question 102: We provisionally propose that provision for maternity allowance should be made in respect of intended
parents, and that any such provision should be limited so that only one intended parent qualifies. Do consultees agree?



Other

Please provide your views below:

The same rules that apply to adoption should apply.

111  Consultation Question 103:

Please provide your views below:

112  Consultation Question 104: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the duty of employers to provide suitable facilities for any person at
work who is a pregnant woman or nursing mother to rest under Regulation 25 of the Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations 1992
is sufficient to include intended parents in a surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

113  Consultation Question 105: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are further issues in relation to employment rights and
surrogacy arrangements and, if so, any suggestions for reform.

Please provude your views below:

114  Consultation Question 106: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they believe any reforms in relation to surrogacy and succession
law are required.

Please provide your views below:

115  Consultation Question 107:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

There has not been, as far as I am aware, any public consultation over existing surrogacy law, or any public discussion of the ethical issues raised by
surrogacy. All the above questions relate to the adults involved - surrogate and intended parents. The vital questions to be answered are those relating to
the welfare of the child, which must be paramount. There can be no place for the state's interference in natural fertilisation, but any artificial fertilisation
requiring the intervention of third parties has to be regulated so that the welfare of the resulting child is primary. Children should be brought up by their
biological mother and father, and that mother should be the birth mother, so that she can form a prenatal bond, and breast feed without chemical
intervention. Surrogacy should not be illegal, but it should not be lightly permitted, and should never be facilitated unless the child will be brought up by a
father and mother (for the avoidance of doubt, a male and a female) who are in a permanent relationship.

However such permitted surrogacy should follow the model of adoption, where the birth mother has all rights to the child, and may or may not,
relinquish the child as she chooses.

No payment that could be possibly be interpreted as financial gain to the birth mother should be made. This prostitutes the birth mother and makes the
transfer of her child to others a form of slavery.

Please provide your views below:

116  Consultation Question 108: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other legal issues in relation to surrogacy, not
covered in this Consultation Paper, that merit examination.

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 18: Impact

117  Consultation Question 109:

Please insert the year of birth here:

Not Answered

If international, in which country did the arrangement take place?:

Not Answered

Not Answered

118  Consultation Question 110:

Not Answered



Not Answered

Not Answered

Please provide the cost of any legal advice or representation below:

119  Consultation Question 111: We invite consultees’ views as to the impact (social, emotional, financial or otherwise) of the current law
where the intended parents are not the legal parents from birth of the child born of the surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

120  Consultation Question 112:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

121  Consultation Question 113:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

122  Consultation Question 114:

Please provide your views below:

123  Consultation Question 115:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

124  Consultation Question 116:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

125  Consultation Question 117: We invite consultees’ views as to the specific impact of our proposals in Northern Ireland.

Please provide your views below:

126  Consultation Question 118: We invite consultees’ views as to any other impact that we have not specifically addressed in this chapter, or
the preceding chapters, of this Consultation Paper.

Please provide your views below:
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Surrogacy Consultation Questions 

Email the completed document to surrogacy@lawcommission.gov.uk before the deadline 
of 11 October 2019. 

ABOUT YOU 

1. What is your name? 
Name (Required) 

 
 
2. If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a 
university), what is the name of your organisation? 
[Name of organisation if relevant.] 
 
3. Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your 
organisation? 
(Required – Choose one response) 

• This is a personal response 
• This is a response on behalf of an organisation 
• Other 

If other, please provide details: 

 
 
4. If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best 
describes you? 
(Choose one response) 

• Surrogate 
• Intended parent 
• Person born of a surrogacy arrangement 
• Family member of a surrogate 
• Family member of an intended parent 
• Legal practitioner 
• Medical practitioner or counsellor 
• Social worker 
• Academic 
• Other individual 
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5. What is your email address? 
Email address:  

 
 
If you enter your email address then you will automatically receive an acknowledgement email 
when you submit your response. 

6. What is your telephone number? 
Telephone number:  

 
 
7. If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be 
treated as confidential, please explain to us why you regard the information as confidential. 
As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your explanation but cannot 
give an assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances. 
 
 
 

 

 

Consultation Question 1. 
1.1 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in England and Wales:  

(1) all international surrogacy arrangements should continue to be automatically 
allocated to a judge of the High Court; and 

YES 
 
International surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale, abuse and trafficking of 
children and the exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights issues of the utmost 
seriousness and so the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. 
For this reason these cases should continue to be heard by a judge of the High Court.  

 
(2) if international surrogacy arrangements are not automatically allocated to a judge of 

the High Court, circuit judges should be ticketed to hear such cases. 

Paragraph 6.42 
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Consultation Question 2. 
1.2 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in respect of England and Wales  

(1) domestic surrogacy cases which continue to require a post-birth parental order 
should continue to be heard by lay justices, or whether they should be allocated to another 
level of the judiciary; and 

(2) If consultees consider that such cases should be allocated to another level of the 
judiciary, which level of the judiciary would be appropriate. 

All surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale and trafficking of children and the 
exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights issues of the utmost seriousness and so 
the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. For this reason these 
cases should NOT be heard by a lay judge but rather by a senior judge, e.g. ticketed to circuit 
judges or higher. 

Paragraph 6.51 

 

Consultation Question 3. 
1.3 We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the 

current allocation rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation 
Questions 1 and 2. 

 
Paragraph 6.53 

 

Consultation Question 4. 
1.4 We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, the court should be placed under a 

duty to consider whether to make an order awarding the intended parents parental 
responsibility at the first directions hearing in the proceedings. 

Do consultees agree? 

(Note that this provisional proposal would be necessary only if our provisional proposal in 
Chapter 8 that all intended parents (whether in the new pathway or not) automatically 
acquire parental responsibility if the child is living with or being cared for by them is not 
supported by consultees). 

NO 
 
The UN Special Rapporteur recommends* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent 
authority AFTER the birth and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration. 
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Nothing about the transfer of parental responsibility should be automatic and all options should 
be open. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 6.58 

 

Consultation Question 5. 
1.5 We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the FPR 2010 

should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the 
proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise.  

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 6.72 

 

Consultation Question 6. 
1.6 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they are of the view that, in Scotland:  

(1) there is a need for greater consistency and clarity in provisions relating to the 
expenses of curators ad litem and reporting officers and, if so, how this should be 
addressed;   

(2) it should be provided by statute that, at the initial hearing or any subsequent hearing 
for a parental order, the court may make any such interim order or orders for 
parental responsibilities and parental rights as it sees fit; and/or 

(3) further procedural reform is needed and, if so, what that reform should be. 

 
Paragraph 6.110 

 

Consultation Question 7. 
1.7 In respect of a domestic surrogacy arrangement, we provisionally propose that, before the 

child is conceived, where the intended parents and surrogate have: 

(1) entered into an agreement including the prescribed information, which will include a 
statement as to legal parenthood on birth, 
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(2) complied with procedural safeguards for the agreement, and 

(3) met eligibility requirements, 

on the birth of the child the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child, 
subject to the surrogate’s right to object. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I vehemently disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s key 
recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the Protection of Children and Cooperation in 
respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. These require the birth mother to have legal 
parenthood and parental responsibility when the child is born and that her consent to giving up 
the child must be freely given AFTER the child's birth. I believe that this important safeguard 
against the sale of children and the exploitation of birth mothers should apply equally to 
surrogacy arrangements, in both an international and a domestic context. 
 
This proposal would set a very dangerous precedent for all women, all mothers, all children and 
all of the implications need to be fully understood. There is no evidence in the consultation paper 
that the law commissioners have considered these more general implications fully, if at all. 
 
I understand that the proposal to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ legal parenthood at 
birth is based on (or justif ied by) in part at least the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ 
mothers prior to the consultation. I do not agree that these claimed wishes alone justify 
measures that contravene the recommendations of the UN Special Rapporteur and the 
provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to reduce the risk of the sale and 
trafficking of children and to protect birth mothers. 
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to encourage or 
condone a system that would require women to deliberately conceive and subsequently give 
birth with the expectation that they would have little or no legal responsibility for the child. The 
rights of the child must be prioritised regardless whether that is what some ‘surrogate’ mothers 
say they want or not. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.13 

 

Consultation Question 8. 
1.8 We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations and licensed clinics 

should be under a duty to keep a record of surrogacy arrangements under the new 
pathway to which they are a party, with such records being retained for a specified 
minimum period. 
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Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy 
organisations. 

 
1.9 We invite consultees’ views as to what the length of that period should be: whether 100 

years or another period. 

Paragraph 8.14 

 

Consultation Question 9. 
1.10 We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes 

should apply to traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated surrogacy 
organisation is involved. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations, because they 
would inevitably lead to a normalising of surrogacy and an increase in its prevalence. 

Paragraph 8.21 

 

Consultation Question 10. 
1.11 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a 

traditional, domestic surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from 
entering into the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway.’  
Paragraph 8.22 

 

Consultation Question 11. 
1.12 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the surrogate should have the right to object to the acquisition of legal parenthood 
by the intended parents, for a fixed period after the birth of the child;  
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(2) this right to object should operate by the surrogate making her objection in writing 
within a defined period, with the objection being sent to both the intended parents 
and the body responsible for the regulation of surrogacy; and 

(3) the defined period should be the applicable period for birth registration less one 
week. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposal that the ‘intended parents’ should automatically acquire 
legal parenthood at birth and that the birth mother has only a limited time to object. This 
contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations,* including that the birth mother is the 
legal parent at birth and that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility 
in surrogacy arrangements are taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth, 
with the child’s best interests being the paramount consideration. 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to 
give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as 
the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before 
the expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.35 

 

Consultation Question 12. 
1.13 We provisionally propose that, where the surrogate objects to the intended parents 

acquiring legal parenthood within the period fixed after birth, the surrogacy arrangement 
should no longer be able to proceed in the new pathway, with the result that: 

(1) the surrogate will be the legal parent of the child;  

(2) if one of the intended parents would, under the current law, be a legal parent of the 
child, then he or she will continue to be a legal parent in these circumstances; and 

(3) the intended parents would be able to make an application for a parental order to 
obtain legal parenthood. 
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Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly with the ‘intended 
parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects.  
 
The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil 
partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent change of legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth 
and with the child’s best interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN 
Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.* 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to 
give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as 
the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before 
the expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.36 

 

Consultation Question 13. 
1.14 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway: 

(1) the intended parents should be required to make a declaration on registering the 
birth of the child that they have no reason to believe that the surrogate has lacked 
capacity at any time during the period in which she had the right to object to the 
intended parents acquiring legal parenthood; 

(2) if the intended parents cannot provide this declaration then, during the period in 
which she has the right to object to the intended parents acquiring legal parenthood, 
the surrogate should be able to provide a positive consent to such acquisition; and 

(3) if the intended parents are unable to make this declaration and the surrogate is 
unable to provide the positive consent within the relevant period, the surrogacy 
arrangement should exit the new pathway and the intended parents should be able 
to make an application for a parental order. 
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Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended 
parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects.  
 
The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil 
partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent change of legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth 
and with the child’s best interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN 
Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.* 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to 
give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as 
the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before 
the expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.37 

 

Consultation Question 14. 
1.15 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway, the welfare of the child to be born as a 

result of the surrogacy arrangement: 

(1) should be assessed in the way set out in Chapter 8 of the current Code of Practice; 

(2) either the regulated surrogacy organisation or regulated clinic, as appropriate, 
should be responsible for ensuring that this procedure is followed; and 

(3) there should be no requirement for any welfare assessment of the child after his or 
her birth. 

Do consultees agree? 
 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s 
recommendation* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in 
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surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the 
birth and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration. A welfare assessment is 
an absolute requirement if an informed decision is to be made about the child’s best interest. 
Therefore a welfare assessment MUST be made after the child’s birth. 
 
The pre-conception assessment would typically have been carried out more than a year before 
the birth of the child. Much can change in that time.  
 
The justif ication that a welfare assessment after the birth of the child is not necessary because 
parents of children born through the normal process are not subject to such checks does not 
hold. Pregnancy, birth and the post-partum changes are intense physical and existential 
experiences that change you and prime you to love and be sensitive to the new-born child and 
rise to the challenge of the enormous task of raising him or her to adulthood. For obvious 
reasons ‘intended parents’ do not have this advantage.  
 
In addition, pregnancy and childbirth are a huge investment of the birth mother’s physical, 
physiological and emotional resources, which means she has already made a huge and 
unquantif iable, nearly year-long, commitment to the child. This means her practical and 
emotional commitment to the child is already well-developed, giving her the best chance of 
surmounting all the diff iculties that will inevitably arise over the course of the child’s childhood 
and adolescence.  
 
The ‘intended parents’ have had no similar experience. The investment of f inancial resources 
does not in any way prepare you for the practical reality of caring for a new-born child and the 
long road of nurturing and shepherding him or her to adulthood. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.51 

 

Consultation Question 15. 
1.16 We provisionally propose that, for a child born as a result of a surrogacy arrangement 

under the new pathway, where the surrogate has exercised her right to object to the 
intended parents’ acquisition of legal parenthood at birth, the surrogate’s spouse or civil 
partner, if any, should not be a legal parent of the child. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘new pathway.’  
 
There is a very real risk that spouses and partners will coerce women into being a ‘surrogate’ for 
f inancial gain. This risk is likely to increase if he or she does not have legal parenthood or 
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parental responsibility for any children born of the arrangement. This is enough reason to reject 
this proposal. 
 
However, it also represents a significant change in legal parenthood rules and would therefore 
have an implication for all children, all families because it would set a precedent. It should not be 
introduced without a full assessment of all the implications, including on the rights of mothers and 
children. There is no evidence that the law commissioners have carried out any such 
assessment. 
 
1.17 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in the case of a surrogacy arrangement outside 

the new pathway, the surrogate’s spouse or civil partner should continue to be a legal 
parent of the child born as a result of the arrangement. 

YES 
 
The normal legal parenthood rules should apply. This will reduce the risk of spouses and 
partners coercing women into surrogacy for financial gain. 

Paragraph 8.57 

 

Consultation Question 16. 
1.18 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway, where a child born of a surrogacy 

arrangement is stillborn: 

(1) the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child unless the surrogate 
exercises her right to object; and 

(2) the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being registered as 
the parents before the expiry of the period of the right to object. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended 
parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects. The 
birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should not change if 
the child is stillborn. 
 
1.19 We provisionally propose that, outside the new pathway, where a child born of a surrogacy 

arrangement is stillborn, the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents 
being registered as the parents before the expiry of the period allowed for the registration 
of the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a declaration to the effect that 
the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the 
stillbirth. 
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Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the birth parents in this 
situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should 
not change if the child is stillborn and the registration should accurately reflect this. 

Paragraph 8.77 

 

Consultation Question 17. 
1.20 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, 

where the child dies before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able 
to consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents before the expiry of the 
period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have 
made a declaration to the effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order 
are satisfied, on registration of the birth. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in this 
situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and if the child 
dies before the parental order, the registration of birth should accurately reflect that the birth 
mother was the legal parent. 

Paragraph 8.79 

 

Consultation Question 18. 
1.21 For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to 

whether, where the surrogate dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during which 
she can exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the new 
pathway and the intended parents should be required to make an application for a 
parental order. 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 8.80 
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Consultation Question 19. 
1.22 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, where 

both intended parents die during the surrogate’s pregnancy, the intended parents should 
be registered as the child’s parents on birth, subject to the surrogate not exercising her 
right to object within the defined period. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with the deceased 
‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in this situation. The birth mother should 
always be the legal parent of the child at birth and the registration of birth should accurately 
reflect this. 
 
1.23 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new 

pathway, where both intended parents die during the surrogate’s pregnancy or before a 
parental order is made: 

(1) it should be competent for an application to be made, by a person who claims an 
interest under section 11(3)(a) of the Children (Scotland) Act 1995, or who would be 
permitted to apply for an order under section 8 of the Children Act 1989: 

(a) for an order for appointment as guardian of the child, and 

(b) for a parental order in the name of the intended parents, subject to the 
surrogate’s consent; or 

(2) the surrogate should be registered as the child’s mother and it should not be 
possible for the intended parents to be registered as the child’s parents, but that 
there should be a procedure for the surrogate to provide details of the intended 
parents, and, if relevant, gamete donors, for entry onto the register of surrogacy 
arrangements. 

The intended parents should NOT be registered as the child’s parents if they are already 
deceased – so option (2) is preferable. 

Paragraph 8.81 

 

Consultation Question 20. 
1.24 We provisionally propose that, where an application is made for a parental order by a sole 

applicant under section 54A: 
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(1) the applicant should have to make a declaration that it was always intended that 
there would only be a single applicant for a parental order in respect of the child 
concerned or to supply the name and contact details of the other intended parent;  

(2) if details of another intended parent are supplied, a provision should be made for 
notice to be given to the potential second intended parent of the application and an 
opportunity given to that party to provide notice of opposition within a brief period 
(of, say, 14 to 21 days); and 

(3) if the second intended parent gives notice of his or her intention to oppose, he or 
she should be required to make his or her own application within a brief period (say 
14 days), otherwise the application of the first intended parent will be determined by 
the court. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 8.86 

 

Consultation Question 21. 
1.25 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases; and 

(2) how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this model. 

I profoundly oppose a three-parent model of legal parenthood, even if it is temporary. The birth 
mother should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent 
authority AFTER the birth of the child with the best interests of the child being the paramount 
consideration, as recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.91 

 

Consultation Question 22. 
1.26 We invite consultees’ views:  

(1) as to whether there should be any additional oversight in the new pathway that we 
have proposed, leading to the acquisition of legal parenthood by the intended 
parents at birth; and 

(2) if so, as to whether should this oversight be: 
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(a) administrative, or 

(b) judicial. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should be the 
legal parent and have parental responsibility at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood 
and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other 
competent authority AFTER the birth of the child based on the best interests of the child, as 
recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.93 

 

Consultation Question 23. 
1.27 In respect of England and Wales, we invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether the welfare checklist, contained in section 1(3) of the Children Act 1989, 
should be amended to provide for the court to have regard to additional specific 
factors in the situation where it is considering the arrangements for a child in the 
context of a dispute about a surrogacy arrangement; and 

(2) if so, as to what those additional factors should be. 

The child’s best interests should drive all decisions about the child in the event of a dispute about 
a surrogacy arrangement. The welfare checklist provides a comprehensive summary of the 
issues to be considered and is adequate as it is, and conforms to the UN Special Rapporteur’s 
recommendation* that the child’s best interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not 
believe any other factors should be added. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx  

Paragraph 8.120 

 

Consultation Question 24. 
1.28 In respect of England and Wales, we invite consultees’ views: 

(1) as to whether the checklist, contained in section 1(4) of the ACA 2002 (as applied 
and modified by regulation 2 and paragraph 1 of Schedule 1 of the 2018 
Regulations) should be further amended to provide for the court to have regard to 
additional specific factors in the situation where it is considering whether to make a 
parental order; and 

(2) what those additional factors should be. 
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The child’s best interests should drive all decisions when considering whether to make a parental 
order. The welfare checklist provides a comprehensive summary of the issues to be considered 
and is adequate as it is, and it conforms to UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendation* that the 
child’s best interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not believe any other factors 
should be added. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.121 

 

Consultation Question 25. 
1.29 We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be 

amended to add the intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section 
8 order without leave. 

NO 
 
There are real risks of the sale and trafficking of children and of exploitation of the birth mother 
and her reproductive capacities in all surrogacy arrangements. The court should therefore 
always have oversight of the arrangements. I am also concerned that there should be no 
liberalisation of the law on surrogacy because of the potential human rights abuses involved. I do 
not believe that ‘intended parents’ should be added to the list of those who can apply for a 
section 8 order without leave. 

Paragraph 8.123 

 

Consultation Question 26. 
1.30 We provisionally propose that, where a child is born as a result of a surrogacy 

arrangement outside the new pathway, the intended parents should acquire parental 
responsibility automatically where: 

(1) the child is living with them or being cared for by them; and  

(2) they intend to apply for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with this proposal. The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth and 
all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements 
should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, as 
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recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur* in order to reduce the risk of the sale and 
trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility 
is based on (or justif ied by) the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the 
consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify measures that contravene recommendations of 
the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to 
reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children.  
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system 
that would require women to give birth with the expectation that they would have no legal 
responsibility for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must 
be prioritised regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.132 

 

Consultation Question 27. 
1.31 We provisionally propose that, where a child is born as a result of a surrogacy 

arrangement in the new pathway: 

(1) the intended parents should acquire parental responsibility on the birth of the child; 
and 

(2) if the surrogate exercises her right to object, the intended parents should continue to 
have parental responsibility for the child where the child is living with, or being cared 
for by, them, and they intend to apply for a parental order.  

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended 
parents’ should acquire parentage or parental responsibility automatically. The birth mother 
should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental 
responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority 
AFTER the birth of the child, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is 
the recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the 
sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility 
is based on (or justif ied by) the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the 
consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify a measure that contravenes recommendations of 



18 
 

the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to 
reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children.  
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system 
that would require women to give birth with the expectation that they would have no responsibility 
for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must be prioritised 
regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.134 

 

Consultation Question 28. 
1.32 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the 

surrogate should retain parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the 
arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right to 
object, assuming that she does not exercise her right to object. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I agree that the birth mother should have parental responsibility for the child but NOT that the 
‘intended parents’ should get automatic legal parenthood and parental responsibility. 
 
All decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements 
should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, with the 
child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN Special 
Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the 
exploitation of women and their women’s reproductive capacities. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.139 

 

Consultation Question 29. 
1.33 For all surrogacy arrangements, we invite consultees’ views as to:  

(1) whether there is a need for any restriction to be placed on the exercise of parental 
responsibility by either the surrogate (or other legal parent), or the intended parents, 
during the period in which parental responsibility is shared; and 
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(2) whether it should operate to restrict the exercise of parental responsibility by the 
party not caring for the child or with whom the child is not living. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should have 
legal parenthood and parental responsibility at and after the birth and all subsequent decisions 
involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility should be taken by a court or other 
competent authority, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the 
recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale 
and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.140 

 

Consultation Question 30. 
1.34 We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the 

scope of the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 9.29 

 

Consultation Question 31. 
1.35 We invite the views of independent surrogates, and intended parents who have used 

independent surrogacy arrangements, to tell us about their experience. In particular, we 
would be interested to hear about any health screening, counselling and legal advice that 
took place. 

N/A 
Paragraph 9.35 
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Consultation Question 32. 
1.36 We invite consultees’ views as to whether independent surrogacy arrangements should be 

brought within the scope of the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts 
binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first optional protocol. 
 
1.37 We invite consultees’ views as to how independent surrogacy arrangements might be 

brought within the scope of the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts 
binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first optional protocol. 

Paragraph 9.36 

 

Consultation Question 33. 
1.38 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) there should be regulated surrogacy organisations;  

NO 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 

(2) there should be no requirement for a regulated surrogacy organisation to take a 
particular form; and 

OTHER 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 

(3) each surrogacy organisation should be required to appoint an individual responsible 
for ensuring that the organisation complies with regulation. 

Do consultees agree?  

OTHER 
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I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.61 

 

Consultation Question 34. 
1.39 We provisionally propose that the person responsible must be responsible for: 

(1) representing the organisation to, and liaising with, the regulator; 

(2) managing the regulated surrogacy organisation with sufficient care, competence 
and skill; 

(3) ensuring the compliance of the organisation with relevant law and regulation, 
including the creation, maintenance and operation of necessary policies and 
procedures; 

(4) training any staff, including that of the person responsible; and 

(5) providing data to the regulator and to such other person as required by law. 

Do consultees agree? 

LEAVE ALL CHECK BOXES BLANK (i.e. none of the above) 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
1.40 We invite consultees to identify any other responsibilities which a responsible individual 

should have. 

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
1.41 We invite consultees’ views as to what experience, skills and qualif ications a person 

responsible for a surrogacy organisation should have. 

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.62 
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Consultation Question 35. 
1.42 We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit 

making bodies. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction 
surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and 
would drive an increase in surrogacy. Even if surrogacy organisations are non-profit making, they 
will inevitably be driven by commercial imperatives (for example, to cover costs, salaries, etc.) 
and will need to continuously seek new business and to convince or coerce more women to act 
as ‘surrogates.’ 
 
Deriving income from surrogacy is abhorrent and, given the parallels between surrogacy and 
prostitution, is a potential violation of Article 6 of CEDAW, which prohibits third-parties profiting or 
otherwise benefiting from the prostitution of women. 

Paragraph 9.84 

 

Consultation Question 36. 
1.43 We invite consultees’ views as to what should be included in the definition of matching and 

facilitation services. 

I disagree with organisations being able to provide matching and facilitation services, because 
that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human 
rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.94 

 

Consultation Question 37. 
1.44 We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to 

offer matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new 
pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated 
surrogacy organisations or any other organisations being able to provide matching and 
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facilitation services for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase 
in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
  
1.45 We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should 

be able to offer matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements 
outside the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated 
surrogacy organisations or any other organisations being able to provide matching and 
facilitation services for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase 
in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.95 

 

Consultation Question 38. 
1.46 We invite consultees’ views as to the sanctions that should be available against 

organisations that offer matching and facilitation services without being regulated to do so, 
and whether these should be criminal, civil or regulatory. 

I do not accept that matching and facilitation services should be allowed – regardless who they 
are provided by – because they would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I 
consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. Offering such services 
should be a criminal offence. 

Paragraph 9.97 

 

Consultation Question 39. 
1.47 We provisionally propose that the remit of the Human Fertilisation and Embryology 

Authority be expanded to include the regulation of regulated surrogacy organisations, and 
oversight of compliance with the proposed legal requirements for the new pathway to legal 
parenthood. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction 
surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and 
would drive an increase in surrogacy.  
 



24 
 

1.48 If consultees agree, we invite their views as to how the Authority’s Code of Practice should 
apply to regulated surrogacy organisations, including which additional or new areas of 
regulation should be applied. 

Paragraph 9.117 

 

Consultation Question 40. 
1.49 We provisionally propose that surrogacy agreements should remain unenforceable 

(subject to the exception we provisionally propose in Consultation Question 88 in relation 
to financial terms).  

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 9.129 

 

Consultation Question 41. 
1.50 We provisionally propose that there should be no prohibition against charging for 

negotiating, facilitating and advising on surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I VEHEMENTLY disagree with this proposal and the opening up of surrogacy in this country, 
because I consider it a violation of the human rights of both women and the child. The idea of 
organisations charging to facilitate it is utterly abhorrent and violates the spirit, if not the letter, of 
Article 6 of CEDAW, given the parallels between surrogacy and prostitution. Article 6 prohibits 
the exploitation of the prostitution of women – which includes deriving any form of benefit from 
women’s prostitution. 

Paragraph 9.135 

 

Consultation Question 42. 
1.51 We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy 

should be removed, with the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything 
that can lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
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I VEHEMENTLY disagree with removing the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy. 
Surrogacy is a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and enabling 
advertising sites (and other ‘service’ organisations) to financially benefit from it is abhorrent. 
 
At this time of increasing poverty and inequality, it would be unethical to promote the idea that 
being a ‘surrogate’ mother would be a solution to an impoverished woman’s financial problems. If 
this proposal is implemented, Facebook and Google are likely present surrogacy ads to female 
students and young women suggesting that becoming a ‘surrogate’ would provide the solution to 
their f inancial worries. The most disadvantaged young women would be the most vulnerable to 
this idea and it is doubtful it would ever truly be in her best interest. 
 
Just as we protect disadvantaged people from the temptation of selling their kidneys for money, 
we need to protect disadvantaged women from the temptation of renting their wombs. This 
means that advertising of surrogacy MUST remain banned. 

Paragraph 9.145 

 

Consultation Question 43. 
1.52 We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, where the making of a parental 

order in respect of a child born of a surrogacy arrangement has been recorded in the 
Parental Order Register, the child should be able to access his or her original birth 
certif icate at the age of 18. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 10.80 

 

Consultation Question 44. 
1.53 We provisionally propose that where children are born of surrogacy arrangements that 

result in the intended parents being recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full 
form of that certif icate should make clear that the birth was the result of a surrogacy 
arrangement. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended 
parents’ should be recorded as parents on the original birth certif icate. The birth mother should 
be recorded as the birth mother on the birth certificate and all decisions involving legal 
parenthood and parental responsibility should be taken after the birth by a court or other 
competent authority, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the 



26 
 

recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale 
and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
However, if the ‘intended parents’ are recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of 
the certif icate should make clear that the birth was the result of a surrogacy arrangement. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 10.85 

 

Consultation Question 45. 
1.54 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the birth registration system in England and 

Wales requires reform and, if so, which reforms they would like to see. 

I do not consider the birth registration system to be in need for reform. I am particularly opposed 
to changes to allow for the registration of three parents or for anyone other than the birth mother 
to be recorded as the mother on the original birth certif icate. Such proposals could lead to the 
facilitation of the sale of children and an erosion of mothers’ rights and a diluting of the 
understanding that the relationship between the birth mother and the child is unique. 

Paragraph 10.87 

 

Consultation Question 46. 
1.55 We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has 

been the subject of a parental order should be able to access all the documents contained 
in the court’s file for those parental order proceedings. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 10.89 

 

Consultation Question 47. 
1.56 We provisionally propose that a national register of surrogacy arrangements should be 

created to record the identity of the intended parents, the surrogate and the gamete 
donors. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
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1.57 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the register should be maintained by the Authority; 

(2) the register should record information for all surrogacy arrangements, whether in or 
outside the new pathway, provided that the information about who has contributed 
gametes for the conception of the child has been medically verif ied, and that the 
information should include: 

(a) identifying information about all the parties to the surrogacy arrangement, and 

(b) non-identifying information about those who have contributed gametes to the 
conception of the child; and 

(3) to facilitate the record of this information, the application form/petition for a parental 
order should record full information about a child’s genetic heritage where available 
and established by DNA or medical evidence, recording the use of an anonymous 
gamete donor if that applies. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy 
organisations. However, should surrogacy take place, it is important that the children have 
access to information about their origins and these proposals seem generally sound, except that 
the information held on gamete donors should also include identifying information – because 
otherwise it trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the right to know her or his 
genetic parentage. 

Paragraph 10.102 

 

Consultation Question 48. 
1.58 We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate 

and the intended parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy 
arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy arrangement. 

I agree but with the proviso that all the information should be identifying – because otherwise it 
trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the right to know her or his genetic 
parentage. 

Paragraph 10.104 

 



28 
 

Consultation Question 49. 
1.59 We provisionally propose that a child born of a surrogacy arrangement should be able to 

access the information recorded in the register from the age of 18 for identifying 
information, and 16 for non-identifying information (if such information is included on the 
register), provided that he or she has been given a suitable opportunity to receive 
counselling about the implications of compliance with this request. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
1.60 We invite consultees’ views as to whether a child under the age of 18 or 16 (depending on 

whether the information is identifying or non-identifying respectively) should be able to 
access the information in the register and, if so, in which circumstances: 

(1) where his or her legal parents have consented; 

(2) if he or she has received counselling and the counsellor judges that he or she is 
sufficiently mature to receive this information; and/or 

(3) in any other circumstances. 

I agree with (1) and (2) and believe there might be other circumstances where this is reasonable. 
Paragraph 10.110 

 

Consultation Question 50. 
1.61 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any provision for those born of 

a surrogacy arrangement to make a request for information to disclose whether a person 
whom he or she is intending to marry, or with whom he or she intends to enter into a civil 
partnership or intimate physical relationship, was carried by the same surrogate. 

YES, this should be possible. 
Paragraph 10.114 

 

Consultation Question 51. 
1.62 We provisionally propose that where two people are born to, and genetically related 

through, the same surrogate, they should be able to access the register to identify each 
other, if they both wish to do so. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
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1.63 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be provision to allow people born 

to the same surrogate – but who are not genetically related – to access the register to 
identify each other, if they both wish to do so. 

YES, I agree. 
Paragraph 10.121 

 

Consultation Question 52. 
1.64 We invite consultees’ views as to whether provision should be made to allow a person 

carried by a surrogate, and the surrogate’s own child, to access the register to identify 
each other, if they both wish to do so: 

(1) if they are genetically related through the surrogate; and/or 

(2) if they are not genetically related through the surrogate. 

YES to both (1) and (2) 
Paragraph 10.123 

 

Consultation Question 53. 
1.65 For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to 

whether details of an intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental 
order should be recorded in the register. 

The intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded 
in the register. 

Paragraph 10.128 
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Consultation Question 54. 
1.66 We provisionally propose that the six month time limits in sections 54 and 54A of the 

HFEA 2008 for making a parental order application should be abolished. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain 
circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child. 

Paragraph 11.20 

 

Consultation Question 55. 
1.67 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the current circumstances in which the consent of the surrogate (and any other legal 
parent) is not required, namely where a person cannot be found or is incapable of 
giving agreement, should continue to be available; 

NO  
 
I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child 
trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s wombs. An adoption order can be considered 
as an option when a parental order is not possible. 
 

(2) the court should have the power to dispense with the consent of the surrogate, and 
any other legal parent of the child, in the following circumstances: 

(a) where the child is living with the intended parents, with the consent of the 
surrogate and any other legal parent, or 

(b) following a determination by the court that the child should live with the 
intended parents; and 

(3) the court’s power to dispense with consent should be subject to the paramount 
consideration of the child’s welfare throughout his or her life guided by the factors 
set out in section 1 of the Adoption and Children Act 2002 and, in Scotland, in line 
with the section 14(3) of the Adoption and Children (Scotland) Act 2007. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
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I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child 
trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s wombs. An adoption order can be considered 
as an option when a parental order is not possible. 

Paragraph 11.58 

 

Consultation Question 56. 
1.68 We provisionally propose that, both for a parental order and in the new pathway, the 

intended parents or one of the intended parents must be domiciled or habitually resident in 
the UK, Channel Islands or Isle of Man. 

Do consultees agree?  

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The ‘intended parents’ should be 
domiciled (and not simply habitually resident) in the UK in order to avoid surrogacy tourism. 
 
1.69 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any additional conditions 

imposed on the test of habitual residence, for example, a qualifying period of habitual 
residence required to satisfy the test. 

I profoundly disagree with opening up parental orders to ‘intended parents’ who are habitual 
residents but not domiciled in the UK – because of the risk of surrogacy tourism. 

Paragraph 12.15 

 

Consultation Question 57. 
1.70 We invite consultees’ views on whether: 

(1) the qualifying categories of relationship in section 54(2) of the HFEA 2008 should be 
reformed and, if so, how; or 

(2) the requirement should be removed, subject to two persons who are within the 
prohibited degrees of relationship being prevented from applying. 

The qualifying categories of relationship should not be reformed or removed. 
Paragraph 12.29 
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Consultation Question 58. 
1.71 We provisionally propose that to use the new pathway, intended parents should be 

required to make a declaration in the surrogacy agreement that they intend for the child’s 
home to be with them. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.  

Paragraph 12.34 

 

Consultation Question 59. 
1.72 We provisionally propose that the new pathway –  

(1) should not impose a requirement that the intended parent, or one of the intended 
parents, provide gametes for the conception of the child, so that double donation of 
gametes is permitted, but 

(2) that double donation should only be permitted in cases of medical necessity, 
meaning that there is not an intended parent who is able to provide a gamete due to 
infertility. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic link should 
be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 
 
1.73 We invite consultees’ views as to whether double donation should be permitted under the 

parental order pathway (to the same extent that it may be permitted in the new pathway) in 
domestic surrogacy arrangements.  

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and all other proposals that are 
likely to result in an increase in surrogacy. I therefore do not believe that double donation should 
be permitted under the parental order pathway in domestic surrogacy arrangements.  
 
1.74 We provisionally propose that the requirement that the intended parent or one of the 

intended parents contribute gametes to the conception of the child in the parental order 
pathway should be retained in international surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 



33 
 

Paragraph 12.64 

 

Consultation Question 60. 
1.75 We provisionally propose that if the requirement for a genetic link is retained for domestic 

cases outside the new pathway, the requirement should not apply, subject to medical 
necessity, if the court determines that the intended parents in good faith began the 
surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway but were required to apply for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I fundamentally disagree with proposals to introduce the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic 
link should be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 

Paragraph 12.71 

 

Consultation Question 61. 
1.76 We provisionally propose that if double donation is permitted only in cases of medical 

necessity, an exception should be made to allow a parental order to be granted to a single 
parent without a genetic link where the intended parent’s former partner provides gametes 
but the intended parents’ relationship breaks down before the grant of a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 

Paragraph 12.76 
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Consultation Question 62. 
1.77 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that a surrogacy 

arrangement has been used because of medical necessity: 

(1) for cases under the new pathway to parenthood; and/or 

(2) for cases where a post-birth parental order application is made. 

I oppose surrogacy and believe that it is a fundamental violation of women’s and children’s rights 
and that it should therefore be banned. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’  
 
1.78 We invite consultees’ views as to how a test of medical necessity for surrogacy, if it is 

introduced, should be defined and assessed. 

I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 
Paragraph 12.94 

 

Consultation Question 63. 
1.79 We provisionally propose that in order to use the new pathway to parenthood, information 

identifying the child’s genetic parents and the surrogate must be provided for entry on the 
national register of surrogacy agreements prior to registration of the child’s birth. 

Do consultees agree?  

OTHER 
 
I profoundly oppose the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. However, I support the requirement in 
any surrogacy arrangements for the recording of the identity of all genetic parents and the birth 
mother. 
 
1.80 We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be a condition for an application for a 

parental order that: 

(1) those who contributed gametes are entered on the national register of surrogacy 
agreements; and/or 

(2) if it remains a requirement that one of the intended parents provided gametes in the 
conception of the child, that the genetic link is demonstrated to the court with 
medical or DNA evidence. 

While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, I support this condition for a parental order 
in the circumstances described in both (1) and (2). 
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1.81 We provisionally propose that it should be a condition for the application of a parental 
order that the identity of the surrogate is entered on the national register of surrogacy 
agreements. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, if it happens, I support this provision. 

Paragraph 12.115 

 

Consultation Question 64. 
1.82 We provisionally propose that there should be no maximum age limit for the grant of a 

parental order. The age of the intended parents should continue to be taken into account 
in the assessment of the welfare of the child in applications to grant a parental order.  

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I am opposed to surrogacy and would like to see it banned, because it is a violation of both 
women’s and children’s human rights.  
 
Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society 
and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good health until the child reaches adulthood. 
Surrogacy is therefore particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. If surrogacy is 
to be opened up, a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is imperative. This will make it clear 
that society does not condone older people entering a surrogacy arrangement and will make it 
less likely that older people will go ahead with such an arrangement and present the court with a 
fait accompli. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement up to that age but not beyond. It is 
therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
 
1.83 We invite consultees’ views as to whether under the new pathway there should be a 

maximum age limit for intended parents, and if so, what it should be. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be 
allowed, there should be a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ and it should be 45. 
 
Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society 
and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good health until the child reaches adulthood. 
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I am opposed to surrogacy per se, because it is a violation of both women’s and children’s 
human rights. However, it is particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. I therefore 
consider that a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is important. This will make it clear that 
society does not consider it acceptable for older people to enter into a surrogacy arrangement 
and will make it less likely that they will. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement up to that age. It is therefore imperative 
that age limits are set very carefully.  
 
1.84 We provisionally propose that intended parents should be required to be at least 18 years 

old at the time that they enter into a surrogacy agreement under the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be 
allowed, there should be a minimum age for ‘intended parents’ and it should be much older than 
18. I suggest that 25 would be more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement at that age. It is therefore imperative that 
age limits are set very carefully. What kind of society would want 18-year olds to believe that it 
would be reasonable for them to become ‘parents’ through a surrogacy arrangement – before 
they have taken even their f irst steps into independence and adulthood? 

Paragraph 12.133 

 

Consultation Question 65. 
1.85 We provisionally propose that surrogates should be required to be at least 18 years of age 

(at the time of conception), in order for the court to have the power to make a parental 
order. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I am opposed to surrogacy per se and would like to see it banned, because I consider it a 
violation of both women’s and children’s human rights.  
 
At 18 a woman is barely out of childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish herself 
as an adult. This means that she is particularly vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There 
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should be a significantly older minimum age for entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I 
suggest that 25 years would be more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society 
sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy 
arrangement is a reasonable thing for them to be doing before they have taken even their f irst 
steps into independence and adulthood?  
 
1.86 We provisionally propose that surrogates should be required to be at least 18 years old at 

the time of entering into the surrogacy agreement within the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for a ‘new pathway’. At 18 a woman is barely out of 
childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish herself as an adult. This means that 
she is particularly vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There should be a significantly older 
minimum age for entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I suggest that 25 years would be 
more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society 
sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy 
arrangement is a reasonable thing for them to be doing before they have taken even their f irst 
steps into independence and adulthood?  

Paragraph 12.144 

 

Consultation Question 66. 
1.87 We provisionally propose that medical testing of the surrogate, any partner of the 

surrogate, and any intended parent providing gametes should be required for the new 
pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
 



38 
 

1.88 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the types of testing set out in the Code of 
Practice are feasible for traditional surrogacy arrangements outside a licensed clinic, and if 
not, which types of testing should be required for such arrangements. 

 
Paragraph 13.16 

 

Consultation Question 67. 
1.89 We provisionally propose that, as a condition of being eligible for entry into the new 

pathway: 

(1) the surrogate, her spouse, civil partner or partner (if any) and the intended parents 
intending to enter into a surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway should be 
required to attend counselling with regard to the implications of entering into that 
arrangement; and 

(2) the implications counselling should be provided by a counsellor who meets the 
requirements set out in the Code of Practice at paragraphs 2.14 to 2.15. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.44 

 

Consultation Question 68. 
1.90 We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that 

the surrogate and the intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect 
of the law and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is signed. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.65 
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Consultation Question 69. 
1.91 We provisionally propose that, as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway: 

(1) an enhanced criminal record certificate should be obtained for intended parents, 
surrogates and any spouses, civil partners or partners of surrogates;  

(2) the body overseeing the surrogate arrangement should not enable a surrogate 
arrangement to be proceed under the new pathway where a person screened is unsuitable 
for having being convicted of, or received a police caution for, any offence appearing on a 
prescribed list of offences; and  

(3) the body overseeing the surrogacy arrangement may also determine that a 
person is unsuitable based on the information provided in the enhanced record certificate.  

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
 
1.92 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the list of offences that applies in the case of 

adoption is appropriate in the case of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.73 

 

Consultation Question 70. 
1.93 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the 

surrogate has previously given birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway. 

OTHER 
 
I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. 
 
Society should not condone women who have never had a child of their own entering an 
arrangement to undergo pregnancy and childbirth for someone else. It is impossible to 
understand what pregnancy and childbirth are like and how they will change you until or unless 
you have had that experience yourself. 

Paragraph 13.95 
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Consultation Question 71. 
1.94 We provisionally propose that there should not be a maximum number of surrogate 

pregnancies that a woman can undertake as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. 
 
Society should not condone women undergoing multiple ‘surrogate’ pregnancies and childbirths. 
Even the Kennel Club recognises that female dogs should not be allowed to undertake more 
than four pregnancies. It is abhorrent that female dogs have better protections than women 
would have under this proposal. 

Paragraph 13.99 

 

Consultation Question 72. 
1.95 We invite consultees’ views as to whether payment of costs by the intended parents to the 

surrogate should be able to be: 

(1) based on an allowance;  

(2) based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, but without the need for 
production of receipts; or 

(3) based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, and only on production of 
receipts. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.16 
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Consultation Question 73. 
1.96 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate essential costs 
relating to the pregnancy; and 

(2) the types of expenditure which should be considered “essential”.   

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above the actual 
essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, 
and travel to medical appointments – backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.22 
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Consultation Question 74. 
1.97 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate 
additional costs relating to the pregnancy; and 

(2) the types of expenditure which should be considered additional, rather than 
essential.   

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above the actual 
essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, 
and travel to medical appointments – backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.26 

 

Consultation Question 75. 
1.98 We invite consultees’ views as to:  

(1) whether intended parents should be permitted to pay all costs that arise from 
entering into a surrogacy arrangement, and those unique to a surrogate pregnancy; 
and 

(2) the types of cost which should be included within this category. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
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Paragraph 15.29 

 

Consultation Question 76. 
1.99 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be 

able to pay their surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or 
self-employed). 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost 
earnings. 

Paragraph 15.37 

 

Consultation Question 77. 
1.100 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be 

able to pay their surrogate either or both of the following lost potential earnings: 

(1) her lost employment-related potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 15.35 
above); and/or 

(2) other lost potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 15.36 above). 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
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I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost 
earnings. 

Paragraph 15.38 

 

Consultation Question 78. 
1.101 We invite consultees to share their experiences:  

(1) of the impact that payments received by a surrogate from the intended parents has 
had on the surrogate’s entitlement to means-tested social welfare benefits; and 

(2) where a surrogacy arrangement has had an impact on the surrogate’s entitlement to 
means-tested social welfare benefits, how that has been addressed in their 
surrogacy arrangement. 

N/A 
Paragraph 15.47 
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Consultation Question 79. 
1.102 We invite consultees’ views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay 

compensation to the surrogate for the following: 

(1) pain and inconvenience arising from the pregnancy and childbirth; 

(2) medical treatments relating to the surrogacy, including payments for each 
insemination or embryo transfer; and/or 

(3)  specified complications, including hyperemesis gravidarum, pre-eclampsia, an 
ectopic pregnancy, miscarriage, termination, caesarean birth, excessive 
haemorrhaging, perineal tearing, removal of fallopian tubes or ovaries or a 
hysterectomy. 

It is absurd to propose that one could place a monetary value on the pain of adverse pregnancy 
outcomes. In putting a price tag on perineal tear for example, some mothers report little pain or 
symptoms, others have profound ongoing fear of vaginal penetration, which can result in very 
significant emotional and relationship diff iculties. Infection may complicate healing, and some 
women report long term sequelae from this, such as impaired wound healing.  
 
Haematology conditions should also be considered. Blood loss, for example due to placental 
haemorrhage can be very significant, and potentially result in emergency hysterectomy and 
blood transfusion to save the life of the mother. It is a fact that although blood is thoroughly 
screened in the UK there still remains the potential for blood borne illnesses to be transmitted, 
and the fact that some of these may not have been identif ied yet by researchers is also a real 
risk to a mother receiving transfusion. Persons who have had a blood transfusion are currently 
unable to donate blood themselves in the UK, due to the risk of (vCJD) transmission. This is an 
indication of the gravity of receiving blood products.  
 
No medical intervention is EVER risk free. Receiving multiple blood products in the context of 
Massive Transfusion Protocol (eg platelets, Fresh Frozen Plasma, cryoprecipitate) only heighten 
those risks.  
 
Conditions such as HELLP (Haemolysis, Elevated Liver enzymes, Low Platelets) can be fatal, 
and although the maternal mortality rate is low, it can have significant sequelae, including renal 
failure potentially requiring dialysis, placental abruption (potentially fatal for mother and baby) 
permanent liver damage and retinal detachment resulting in visual impairment.  
 
Each of these conditions have long term consequences for a woman, psychologically, physically 
and emotionally, and may also affect her ability to return to work or care for other children.  
 
Also, the late complications of childbirth have been disregarded. Late consequences of childbirth 
can include vaginal or rectal prolapse, urinary and faecal incontinence. Women who have had a 
C section may experience ongoing pain around the scar. Some sources quote this as affecting 
between 6 and 18 percent of women. These symptoms can be profoundly distressing, and may 
take years to present (conversely, may present immediately). 
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How could we ensure that women suffering these complications are compensated? They are 
multifactorial, and risk increases with instrumented delivery and parity. How would it be proposed 
to unpick the role of a surrogate pregnancy in causing these symptoms in relation to other risk 
factors, for example parity, smoking history, personal medical history? 
 
Psychiatric conditions are also absent from this list. Complications including depression and 
anxiety may be worsened by pregnancy. Other mental health conditions such as post natal 
depression and post partum psychosis can be fatal, and impact on a woman’s health for many 
years to come. I’m quite shocked that none of these conditions have been explicitly mentioned 
and it does make me wonder how the list of complications was created. I’d also like to know what 
level of haemorrhage would be considered “excessive”. 
 
The wording of the question “should” be able to pay compensation is not the same as being 
mandated to do so. This potentially creates a situation where some “luckier” women would 
receive compensation others would not. 
 
All of the above illustrates the risks of surrogacy and confirms my support for a total ban on 
surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.  
 
1.103 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other matters in respect of which 

intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate compensation. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.  
 
1.104 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the level of compensation payable should be: 

(1) a fixed fee set by the regulator (operating as a cap on the maximum payable), or  

(2) left to the parties to negotiate.   

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
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There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. 

Paragraph 15.53 

 

Consultation Question 80. 
1.105 We invite consultees views’ as to whether intended parents should be able to pay 

compensation to the surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the 
surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for the 
surrogate. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question illustrates the risks of surrogacy and why I oppose it.  

Paragraph 15.56 

 

Consultation Question 81. 
1.106 We invite consultees’ views as to whether:  

(1) intended parents should be able to buy gifts for the surrogate; and 

(2) if so, specific provision should be made for these gifts to be modest or reasonable in 
nature. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
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There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to give the birth mother gifts. 

Paragraph 15.60 

 

Consultation Question 82. 
1.107 We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be possible for the intended parents to 

agree to pay a woman for the service of undertaking a surrogacy. 

It should not be possible for the intended parents to agree to pay a woman for the service 
of undertaking a surrogacy. (check box) 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her 
‘services’. 
 
1.108 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay 

a woman for the service of undertaking surrogacy, whether that the fee should be: 

(1) any sum agreed between the parties to the surrogacy; or 

(2) a fixed fee set by the regulator. 

Leave both check boxes blank. 
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I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her 
‘services’. 
 
1.109 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay 

a woman a fixed fee for the service of undertaking surrogacy, what, if any, other payments 
the law should permit, in addition to that f ixed fee: 

(1) no other payments; 

(2) essential costs relating to the pregnancy; 

(3) additional costs relating to the pregnancy; 

(4) lost earnings; 

(5) compensation for pain and inconvenience, medical treatment and complications, 
and the death of the surrogate; and/or 

(6) gifts. 

Leave all check boxes blank. 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
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I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to make any type of fee or payment to 
the birth mother for her ‘services’. 

Paragraph 15.69 

 

Consultation Question 83. 
1.110 We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be possible for any payment the law 

permits the intended parents to pay the surrogate for her services to be reduced in the 
event of a miscarriage or termination of the pregnancy. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their 
‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of surrogacy. 
 

1.111 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if the law permits a fee payable to the surrogate 
to be able to be reduced in the event of a miscarriage or termination, whether such 
provision should apply: 

(1) in the first trimester of pregnancy only; 

(2) to any miscarriage or termination; or 

(3) some other period of time (please specify).   

Leave all check boxes blank. 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
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I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their 
‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of surrogacy. 

Paragraph 15.72 

 

Consultation Question 84. 
1.112 We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to 

surrogates should be the same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to 
parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I am opposed to the ‘new pathway’ but consider that regardless of the surrogacy arrangement 
being used, the only payments that should ever be made are essential and basic expenses for 
which receipts are provided. 

Paragraph 15.74 

 

Consultation Question 85. 
1.113 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have 

not discussed which they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the 
surrogate. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
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There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.75 

 

Consultation Question 86. 
1.114 We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that 

intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.76 
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Consultation Question 87. 
1.115 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are specific methods of enforcing 

limitations that are placed on payments to surrogates that we should consider as part of 
our review: 

(1) for cases within the new pathway to parenthood; and  

(2) for cases where a parental order is made after the birth of the baby. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
The only payments that should be made are essential and basic expenses and for which receipts 
are provided. The judge or other competent authority should closely monitor all f inancial aspects 
of the arrangement (in line with the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations*) and refuse the 
parental order when payments have exceeded basic expenses. If it is not a judge overseeing the 
arrangements, the competent authority should be totally independent and not, for example, an 
agency (or ‘regulated surrogacy organisation’) that has been involved in the arrangements in any 
way. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 15.89 

 

Consultation Question 88. 
1.116 We provisionally propose that financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into under 

the new pathway to parenthood should be enforceable by the surrogate. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
 
1.117 We provisionally propose that if the financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into 

under the new pathway become enforceable, the ability to do so should not be dependent 
on the surrogate complying with any terms of the agreement relating to her lifestyle. 



54 
 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The idea that a ‘surrogacy 
agreement’ could place restrictions on the birth mother’s lifestyle is utterly abhorrent. 

Paragraph 15.99 

 

Consultation Question 89. 
1.118 We invite overseas surrogates (or bodies representing or advocating for surrogates) to 

share with us their experiences f international surrogacy arrangements. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.10 

 

Consultation Question 90. 
1.119 We invite organisations focused on children’s rights and welfare in the international 

context to share with us their views on our proposed reforms and consultation questions in 
this chapter. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.12 

 

Consultation Question 91. 
1.120 We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of their experience of applying to register 

a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement as a British citizen and 
obtaining a passport for the child. In particular, we would be interested to hear how long 
the application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have about 
causes of delays in the process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.52 
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Consultation Question 92. 
1.121 We provisionally propose that it should be possible for a file to be opened, and the 

application process for obtaining registration of a child born from an international 
surrogacy arrangement and obtaining a passport to begin, prior to the birth of the child. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a 
passport in international surrogacy arrangements appears to contradict the UN Special 
Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling and trafficking of 
children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly disagree with this 
proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.53 

 

Consultation Question 93. 
1.122 We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of 

applying for a visa for a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In 
particular, we would be interested to hear how long the application took after the birth of 
the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.68 

 

Consultation Question 94. 
1.123 We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process 

for applying for a visa in respect of a child born through an international surrogacy 
arrangement, before the child is born. The application will need to be completed after the 
birth of the child, and the issue of a passport in the child’s country of birth. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a 
passport before the child is born in international surrogacy arrangements appears to contradict 
the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling 
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and trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly 
disagree with this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

 

1.124 We provisionally propose that the current provision made for the grant of a visa outside of 
the Immigration Rules where the intended parents are not the legal parents of the child 
under nationality law should be brought within the Rules. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
1.125 We provisionally propose that:  

(1) the grant of a visa should not be dependent on the child breaking links with the 
surrogate; or  

(2) that this condition should be clarif ied to ensure that it does not prevent the child 
having contact, and an on-going relationship, with the surrogate. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
1.126 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current requirement for the grant of a visa 

outside the Rules that the intended parents must apply for a parental order within six 
months of the child’s birth should be removed (regardless of whether the availability of the 
visa is brought within the Rules), if our provisional proposal to remove the time limit on 
applications for parental orders is accepted. 

NO 
 
The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain 
circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child. 

Paragraph 16.69 

 

Consultation Question 95. 
1.127 We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process 

for applying for a EU Uniform Format Form in respect of a child born through an 
international surrogacy arrangement, before the child is born. The application will need to 
be completed after the birth of the child. 



57 
 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for an EU Uniform Format Form 
for the child before she or he is born in international surrogacy arrangements appears to 
contradict the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against 
the selling and trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I 
therefore strongly disagree with this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.76 

 

Consultation Question 96. 
1.128 We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of 

applying for a EU Uniform Format Form for a child born through an international 
surrogacy arrangement. In particular we would be interested to hear how long the 
application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of 
causes of delays in the process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.77 

 

Consultation Question 97. 
1.129 We provisionally propose that the UK Government should provide a single, 

comprehensive guide for intended parents explaining the nationality and immigration 
consequences of having a child through an international surrogacy arrangement.  

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I agree with such a guide, but would like to see it explaining the reasons why surrogacy is a 
violation of the human rights of women and children and all the other ways in which it is 
possible for people to enjoy children in their lives. 

Paragraph 16.82 
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Consultation Question 98. 
1.130 We provisionally propose that international surrogacy arrangements should not be 

eligible for the new pathway to parenthood. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 16.93 

 

Consultation Question 99. 
1.131 We provisionally propose that:  

1.132 the Secretary of State should have the power to provide that the intended parents of 
children born through international surrogacy arrangements, who are recognised as the 
legal parents of the child in the country of the child’s birth, should also be recognised as 
the child’s legal parents in the UK, without it being necessary for the intended parents to 
apply for a parental order, but 

1.133 before exercising the power, the Secretary of State should be required to be satisfied that 
the domestic law and practice in the country in question provides protection against the 
exploitation of surrogates, and for the welfare of the child, that is at least equivalent to 
that provided in UK law. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I do not see how this proposal for such a blanket power would align with the UN Special 
Rapporteur’s key recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the Protection of Children 
and Cooperation in respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. The latter requires the birth 
mother to have legal parenthood and parental responsibility when the child is born and that her 
consent to giving up the child must be given AFTER the child's birth and that the transfer of 
‘parenthood’ should be overseen by the courts or a competent authority on an individual case 
by case basis, with the best interests of the child being the paramount consideration. This is an 
important safeguard against the sale of children and for the protection of the birth mother and I 
believe it should apply equally to international surrogacy arrangements. I therefore strongly 
disagree with this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.94 
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Consultation Question 100. 
1.134 We invite consultees to tell us of their experience of surrogacy arrangements in the UK 

involving foreign intended parents. 

N/A 
 
1.135 We invite consultees’ views as to whether: 

(1) any restriction is necessary on the removal of a child from the UK for the purpose 
of the child becoming the subject of a parental order, or its equivalent, in another 
jurisdiction; and 

(2) if such a restriction is necessary, there should be a process allowing foreign 
intended parents to remove the child from the jurisdiction of the UK for this 
purpose and with the approval of the court and, if so, what form should that 
process take. 

Restrictions and checks MUST be in place to protect the child and the birth mother from 
trafficking and exploitation. The process should include the same checks as would be used in 
an international adoption. 

Paragraph 16.120 

 

Consultation Question 101. 
1.136 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current application of the law on statutory 

paternity leave, and statutory paternity pay, to the situation of the surrogate’s spouse, 
civil partner or partner requires reform. 

I do not believe this needs changing. 
Paragraph 17.18 

 

Consultation Question 102. 
1.137 We provisionally propose that provision for maternity allowance should be made in 

respect of intended parents, and that any such provision should be limited so that only 
one intended parent qualif ies.  

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
Paragraph 17.32 

 



60 
 

Consultation Question 103. 
1.138 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether there is a need for reform in respect of the right of intended parents to 
take time off work before the birth of the child, whether for the purpose of induced 
lactation, ante-natal appointments or any other reason; and  

(2) if reform is needed, suggestions on reform. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children.  

Paragraph 17.36 

 

Consultation Question 104. 
1.139 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the duty of employers to provide suitable 

facilities for any person at work who is a pregnant woman or nursing mother to rest under 
Regulation 25 of the Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations 1992 is 
sufficient to include intended parents in a surrogacy arrangement. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children. 

Paragraph 17.40 

 

Consultation Question 105. 
1.140 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are further issues in relation to 

employment rights and surrogacy arrangements and, if so, any suggestions for reform. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children 

Paragraph 17.43 

 

Consultation Question 106. 
1.141 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they believe any reforms in relation to 

surrogacy and succession law are required. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children 

Paragraph 17.56 
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Consultation Question 107. 
1.142 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any issues in how surrogacy 

arrangements are dealt with by the health services, and whether there are reforms to law 
or practice that consultees would like to see in this area. 

It is important that all health and care professionals are aware that surrogacy agreements are 
not legally binding and that ‘intended parents’ have no legal right to override the birth mother’s 
wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or medical and health care, including during 
pregnancy, labour and childbirth. Even if she has previously agreed to them sharing decisions 
and being informed on these matters, she can withdraw her consent at any time for any or no 
reason. All professionals involved in her care are duty-bound to comply with her wishes. 
 
All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being 
coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or more persons, including her spouse 
or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be 
present in so-called altruistic surrogacy arrangements. 
 
Surrogacy arrangements place additional and complicated pressures on healthcare staff and 
this could reduce the standard of impartial care given to birth mothers and new-borns – 
especially when the ‘intended parents’ are entitled, rich or of high status. This itself is a valid 
reason to be extremely cautious about making changes that will increase the numbers of 
surrogacy births. 
 
It is generally recognised that egg donation and IVF pregnancies carry additional health risks. 
As most surrogacy pregnancies involve IVF, any increase in surrogacy is likely to lead to 
additional pressure on the NHS.  
 
Adoption research suggests that the separation of the new-born and the birth mother has long-
term negative effects on the well-being of both of them. This is likely to be the same for birth 
mothers and babies in surrogacy arrangements and so can be expected to place additional 
long-term pressures on the NHS and society as a whole. This has not been considered and 
there are no questions about this. 
 
An increase in surrogacy will require an increase in egg donation, which is a risky procedure 
that can have a long-term negative impact on the woman’s health, including premature death. 
Ethical issues abound. Young women might be coerced by financial pressures to donate eggs 
when this isn’t in their best interests and there are worries about eugenics – where egg donors 
are selected on the basis of blonde hair, blue eyes and stereotypical measures of 
‘attractiveness’ for example. 
 
The law commissioners do not appear to have considered the likely impact of any of these 
issues. There is no question about people’s thoughts about the NHS picking up the tab for the 
extra costs involved in surrogacy and whether this affects their opinions on surrogacy itself. 
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There appears to have been no evaluation of the size of the additional costs to the NHS and 
society. 
 
At a time when the NHS is under severe strain, and life changing therapies (for cancer, cystic 
fibrosis etc) are not funded due to financial constraints it is a slap in the face to provide money 
for prospective parents to indulge their parenting fantasies while denying patients access to 
drugs which are standard of care in other counties. 
 
1.143 We invite consultees’ views as to any additions or revisions that they would like to see 

made to the guidance published by the Department for Health and Social Care for 
England and Wales. 

The guidance should be revised to clarify that surrogacy agreements are not legally binding and 
that the birth mother has the right to change her mind at any time, for any or no reason. 
Healthcare professionals must accept that her wishes are paramount and that the ‘intended 
parents’ have no legal right to override her wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or 
medical and health care, including during pregnancy, labour, childbirth and the postpartum 
period. 
 
All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being 
coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or more persons, including her spouse 
or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be 
present in so-called altruistic surrogacy arrangements. 
 
The guidance should make it clear that healthcare professionals should be even more alert 
than normal to the possibility that she is being coerced and to ensure that they can speak to her 
alone, including during labour, and that if she changes her mind about who is present in 
consultations, and the labour ward/delivery suite, they must respect her wishes. 
 
1.144 We invite consultees’ views as to how midwifery practice may better accommodate 

surrogacy arrangements, in particular with regard to safeguarding issues. 

It is important that midwifery practice always prioritises the wishes of the birth mother and the 
wellbeing of herself and the child. 

Paragraph 17.76 

 

Consultation Question 108. 
1.145 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other legal issues in relation to 

surrogacy, not covered in this Consultation Paper, that merit examination. 

It is of considerable concern that the law commissioners appear to have given no consideration 
to the significant risk that women will be coerced into agreeing to participate in surrogacy 
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arrangements for someone else’s benefit. This can be true in ‘altruistic’ surrogacy but is even 
more likely if substantial payments are involved. 
 
It is well-known that women and girls are groomed and/or coerced into prostitution by partners 
and ‘boyfriends’ who act as their pimp and take all or much of their earnings. This is a major 
route by which many women enter prostitution and is a major factor in preventing their exit. 
There is no reason to expect that the same dynamics will not occur in relation to surrogacy if it 
is opened up and provides opportunities to make significant amounts of money. 
 
If the law commissioners’ proposals are enacted, there must therefore also be legislation that 
prohibits coercing a woman into a surrogacy arrangement. This should be a criminal offence 
and carry a hefty penalty – in recognition that it is a human rights violation and so that it acts as 
a deterrent. That such a law would be diff icult to enforce just adds to the arguments for why 
paid surrogacy is a bad idea – and especially for women. 
 
It would be far better to simply ban all surrogacy arrangements – or at the very least any 
payments beyond basic and essential expenses backed by receipts and overseen by a judge. 

Paragraph 17.80 

 

Consultation Question 109. 
1.146 We invite consultees who are intended parents, live in the UK, and have entered into a 

surrogacy arrangement that led to the birth of a child to tell us: 

(1) when the child was born; 

(2) whether the arrangement was domestic or international and, if international, in 
which country the arrangement took place; 

(3) whether the arrangement led to the making of a parental order in the UK; and 

(4) whether they are a: 

(a) opposite-sex couple; 

(b) male same-sex couple; 

(c) female same-sex couple; 

(d) single woman; or 

(e) single man. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.2 
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Consultation Question 110. 
1.147 We invite consultees who have experience of applying for a parental order in the UK to 

tell us: 

(1) whether the surrogacy arrangement was domestic or international; 

(2) whether they had legal advice before the making of the parental order; 

(3) whether they were represented by a lawyer in court; and 

(4) the cost of any legal advice or representation. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.4 

 

Consultation Question 111. 
1.148 We invite consultees’ views as to the impact (social, emotional, f inancial or otherwise) of 

the current law where the intended parents are not the legal parents from birth of the 
child born of the surrogacy arrangement. 

Paragraph 18.6 

 

Consultation Question 112. 
1.149 We invite consultees to tell us what they have paid for, or to provide evidence about the 

cost of: 

(1) medical screening; and 

(2) implications counselling 

(where possible separating out the cost of such screening, tests or implications 
counselling from any other costs involved with fertility treatment). 

N/A 
 
1.150 We invite legal consultees, who advise on surrogacy and parental order proceedings, to 

provide evidence of what they would charge: 

(1) to provide advice sufficient to meet the proposed requirement for independent 
legal advice discussed in Chapter 13; and 
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(2) to draft, advise on and negotiate the written surrogacy agreement required for the 
new pathway. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.8 

 

Consultation Question 113. 
1.151 We invite consultees to tell us of the impact of: 

(1) the current requirement of a genetic link; and 

(2) any removal of this requirement in cases of medical necessity: 

(a) in the new pathway; 

(b) in the parental order route for domestic surrogacy arrangements; or 

(c) in both situations. 

 
Paragraph 18.11 

 

Consultation Question 114. 
1.152 We invite consultees who consider that they might be able to fulf il the role of the 

independent professional discussed in Chapter 9 to tell us: 

(1) their profession; and  

(2) what they would charge to provide such a service. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.13 

 

Consultation Question 115. 
1.153 We invite consultees who are intended parents to give us their views on the impact of our 

proposals for reform on their ability to enter into surrogacy arrangements and, in 
particular: 

(1) if particular proposals will increase accessibility, and why; and 
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(2) if particular proposals will restrict accessibility, and why. 

N/A 
1.154 We invite consultees who are surrogates to give us their views on the impact of our 

proposals for reform on their ability to enter into surrogacy arrangements and, in 
particular: 

(1) if particular proposals will increase accessibility, and why; and 

(2) if particular proposals will restrict accessibility, and why. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.15 

 

Consultation Question 116. 
1.155 We ask consultees who are intended parents to tell us: 

(1) whether the surrogacy arrangement was domestic or international; 

(2) what they spent, in total, on the surrogacy arrangement(s) that led to the birth of 
their child(ren), including the cost of fertility treatment, payments to the surrogate 
and payments to any surrogacy agency or organisation; 

(3) how they raised the funds for the surrogacy arrangement(s); 

(4) what they spent on any fertility treatment prior to entering into a surrogacy 
arrangement (where that treatment did not lead to the birth of a child); and 

(5) how they raised the funds for the fertility treatment. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.18 

 

Consultation Question 117. 
1.156 We invite consultees’ views as to the specific impact of our proposals in Northern Ireland. 

 
Paragraph 18.20 
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Consultation Question 118. 
1.157 We invite consultees’ views as to any other impact that we have not specifically 

addressed in this chapter, or the preceding chapters, of this paper. 

It seems that before the law commissioners designed this consultation, they had already 
decided that surrogacy is a positive thing and so legislation should enable it. This may be 
explained by a limited ‘pre-consultation’ mainly focusing on people who already had a vested 
interest in surrogacy – ‘intended parents,’ women who claim to have had a positive experience 
of surrogacy, and lawyers and other organisations who stand to make money from commercial 
surrogacy if it is given the green light. 
 
It seems that the law commissioners did not consider women as a group to be key stakeholders 
in this endeavour. This is a major error, because just as all women are affected by the 
institution of prostitution, so all women will be affected by any opening up of commercial 
surrogacy in this country. 
 
It could even be argued that one of the key drivers of commercial surrogacy is a desire by men 
to break the legal and cultural recognition of the unique bond between birth mother and child – 
and indeed the proposals to make the ‘intended parents’ the legal parents from the moment of 
birth are a major step in this direction, and are likely to have a significant impact down the line – 
potentially affecting the status of all women.  
 
Paid surrogacy opens up enormous potential for abuse and risks spouses, partners and other 
family members coercing a woman into engaging in commercial surrogacy for their (and not 
her) f inancial benefit. This will be a potential risk for thousands of women, which appears to 
have been completely overlooked by the law commissioners. 
 
UK and Scottish Law Commissions are obliged to comply with the Public Sector Equality Duty 
(PSED) when carrying out public functions, such as this consultation. There doesn’t appear to 
be any evidence they have done so, because they have not provided their equality 
considerations and impact assessments. As surrogacy has a very different impact on women 
and children than on adult males, we believe the law commissioners are in breach of equality 
legislation. 
 
The Equality and Human Rights Commission describes the obligations under the PSED to have 
due regard to the need to: 
 

• Eliminate unlawful discrimination, harassment and victimisation and other conduct 
prohibited by the Act. 

• Advance equality of opportunity between people who share a protected characteristic 
and those who do not. 

• Foster good relations between people who share a protected characteristic and those 
who do not. 
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There are many ways in which opening up surrogacy in the UK is likely to worsen women’s 
position relative to men’s, and the relationship between the sexes. Any loosening of the laws 
around surrogacy could therefore be considered discriminatory. Surrogacy is also likely to have 
an impact on the relations between the different generations. Imagine the rage that young 
people may feel when they discover that their ‘parents’ not only bought them but took 
advantage of their birth mothers. 
 
It is of major concern that the law commissioners’ ethical arguments hinge on ideas that are not 
based on any recognised human rights instruments – such as the idea that ‘procreative liberty’ 
confers some kind of human right to surrogacy and the idea that a woman has a human right to 
be a ‘surrogate.’ These arguments do not hold up to scrutiny and have been clearly rejected by 
the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
It is shocking that the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ violate many of the recommendations of 
the UN Special Rapporteur that are designed to guard against the sale of children and the 
exploitation of birth mothers, including: 
 
 The birth mother must be accorded the status of legal mother at birth, and must be under no 

contractual or legal obligation to participate in the legal or physical transfer of the child. 
 All payments to the birth mother must be made before the legal and physical transfer of the 

child and must be non-reimbursable – even if she decides not to relinquish the child. 
 The birth mother’s choice to transfer the child “must be a gratuitous act, based on her own 

post-birth intentions, rather than on any legal or contractual obligation.” 
 Pre-conception checks, while encouraged, cannot take the place of appropriate welfare 

checks after the birth of the child. 
 Decisions about parentage and parental responsibility must be made by a court or other 

competent authority on an individual basis after the birth with the best interests of the child 
being paramount. 

 
The consultation is confusing and it does not conform to the government’s consultation 
guidelines. There are too many questions, they are too detailed and do not ask the important 
high-level questions – such as whether you think surrogacy can ever be ethical, etc.  
 
For all these reasons, the law commissioners should go back to the drawing board and start 
again from the position of women’s and children’s human rights. If it is found that there is no 
way to liberalise surrogacy law that is compliant with obligations under international treaties 
such as CEDAW and the UNCRC and its first optional protocol, then the law must not be 
liberalised.  
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 
 

Paragraph 18.22 
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About you

1  What is your name?

Name:

2  If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a university), what is the name of your organisation?

Enter the name of your organisation:

N/A

3  Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your organisation?

This is a personal response

If other, please provide details:

4  If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best describes you?

Other individual

5  What is your email address?

Email address:

6  What is your telephone number?

Telephone number:

7  If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be treated as confidential, please explain to us why you
regard the information as confidential. As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your explanation but cannot give an
assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances.

Please explain why you wish the information that you will provide to us to be treated as confidential:

Chapter 6: The parental order procedure

8  Consultation Question 1:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

International surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale, abuse and trafficking of children and the exploitation of birth mothers. These are
human rights issues of the utmost seriousness and so the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. For this reason these
cases should continue to be heard by a judge of the High Court.

Please provide your views below:

9  Consultation Question 2:

Please provide your views below:

All surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights
issues of the utmost seriousness and so the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. For this reason these cases should
NOT be heard by a lay judge but rather by a senior judge, e.g. ticketed to circuit judges or higher.

10  Consultation Question 3: We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the current allocation
rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation Questions 1 and 2.

Please provide your views below:



11  Consultation Question 4:

No

Please provide your views below:

The UN Special Rapporteur recommends* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be
taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration. Nothing about the
transfer of parental responsibility should be automatic and all options should be open.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

12  Consultation Question 5: We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the Family Procedure Rules 2010
should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise.
Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

13  Consultation Question 6:

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 8: Legal Parenthood: Proposals for Reform - A New Pathway

14  Consultation Question 7:

No

Please provide your views below:

I vehemently disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s key recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the Protection
of Children and Cooperation in respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. These require the birth mother to have legal parenthood and parental
responsibility when the child is born and that her consent to giving up the child must be freely given AFTER the child's birth. I believe that this important
safeguard against the sale of children and the exploitation of birth mothers should apply equally to surrogacy arrangements, in both an international and
a domestic context.

This proposal would set a very dangerous precedent for all women, all mothers, all children and all of the implications need to be fully understood. There
is no evidence in the consultation paper that the law commissioners have considered these more general implications fully, if at all.

I understand that the proposal to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ legal parenthood at birth is based on (or justified by) in part at least the
wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the consultation. I do not agree that these claimed wishes alone justify measures that contravene
the recommendations of the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to reduce the risk of the sale and
trafficking of children and to protect birth mothers.

Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to encourage or condone a system that would require women to deliberately
conceive and subsequently give birth with the expectation that they would have little or no legal responsibility for the child. The rights of the child must
be prioritised regardless whether that is what some ‘surrogate’ mothers say they want or not.

15  Consultation Question 8:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy organisations.

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

16  Consultation Question 9: We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes should apply to
traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated surrogacy organisation is involved.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations, because they would inevitably lead to a normalising of surrogacy and an
increase in its prevalence.



17  Consultation Question 10: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a traditional, domestic
surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from entering into the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway.’

18  Consultation Question 11:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposal that the ‘intended parents’ should automatically acquire legal parenthood at birth and that the birth mother has
only a limited time to object. This contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations,* including that the birth mother is the legal parent at birth
and that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements are taken by a court or other competent authority
AFTER the birth, with the child’s best interests being the paramount consideration.

The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6
weeks after childbirth are recognised as the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy human life. In a
normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering
from major abdominal surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered decision of such huge and
life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is
received before the expiry of the deadline.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

19  Consultation Question 12:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly with the ‘intended parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth
unless the birth mother objects.

The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent
change of legal parenthood and parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth and with the child’s best
interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.*

The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6
weeks after childbirth are recognised as the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy human life. In a
normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering
from major abdominal surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered decision of such huge and
life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is
received before the expiry of the deadline.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

20  Consultation Question 13:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth
unless the birth mother objects.

The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent
change of legal parenthood and parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth and with the child’s best
interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.*

The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6
weeks after childbirth are recognised as the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy human life. In a
normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering
from major abdominal surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered decision of such huge and
life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is
received before the expiry of the deadline.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx



21  Consultation Question 14:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendation* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and
parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth and that the child’s best
interests are the paramount consideration. A welfare assessment is an absolute requirement if an informed decision is to be made about the child’s best
interest. Therefore a welfare assessment MUST be made after the child’s birth.

The pre-conception assessment would typically have been carried out more than a year before the birth of the child. Much can change in that time.

The justification that a welfare assessment after the birth of the child is not necessary because parents of children born through the normal process are
not subject to such checks does not hold. Pregnancy, birth and the post-partum changes are intense physical and existential experiences that change you
and prime you to love and be sensitive to the new-born child and rise to the challenge of the enormous task of raising him or her to adulthood. For
obvious reasons ‘intended parents’ do not have this advantage.

In addition, pregnancy and childbirth are a huge investment of the birth mother’s physical, physiological and emotional resources, which means she has
already made a huge and unquantifiable, nearly year-long, commitment to the child. This means her practical and emotional commitment to the child is
already well-developed, giving her the best chance of surmounting all the difficulties that will inevitably arise over the course of the child’s childhood and
adolescence.

The ‘intended parents’ have had no similar experience. The investment of financial resources does not in any way prepare you for the practical reality of
caring for a new-born child and the long road of nurturing and shepherding him or her to adulthood.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

22  Consultation Question 15:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the ‘new pathway.’

There is a very real risk that spouses and partners will coerce women into being a ‘surrogate’ for financial gain. This risk is likely to increase if he or she
does not have legal parenthood or parental responsibility for any children born of the arrangement. This is enough reason to reject this proposal.
However, it also represents a significant change in legal parenthood rules and would therefore have an implication for all children, all families because it
would set a precedent. It should not be introduced without a full assessment of all the implications, including on the rights of mothers and children. There
is no evidence that the law commissioners have carried out any such assessment.

Yes

Please share your views below:

The normal legal parenthood rules should apply. This will reduce the risk of spouses and partners coercing women into surrogacy for financial gain.

23  Consultation Question 16:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth
unless the birth mother objects. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should not change if the child is stillborn.

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the birth parents in this situation. The birth mother should always be the legal
parent of the child at birth and this should not change if the child is stillborn and the registration should accurately reflect this.

24  Consultation Question 17: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, where the child dies
before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents
before the expiry of the period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a declaration to the
effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the birth.Do consultees agree?

No



Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in this situation. The birth mother should always be the legal
parent of the child at birth and if the child dies before the parental order, the registration of birth should accurately reflect that the birth mother was the
legal parent.

25  Consultation Question 18: For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether, where the surrogate
dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during which she can exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the
new pathway and the intended parents should be required to make an application for a parental order.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

26  Consultation Question 19:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with the deceased ‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in
this situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and the registration of birth should accurately reflect this.

Please provide your views below:

The intended parents should NOT be registered as the child’s parents if they are already deceased – so option (2) is preferable.

27  Consultation Question 20:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

28  Consultation Question 21: We invite consultees’ views as to: (1) a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases;
and (2) how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this model.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly oppose a three-parent model of legal parenthood, even if it is temporary. The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth and all
decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority
AFTER the birth of the child with the best interests of the child being the paramount consideration, as recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.*

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

29  Consultation Question 22:

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should be the legal parent and have parental responsibility at birth and
all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority
AFTER the birth of the child based on the best interests of the child, as recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.*

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

30  Consultation Question 23:

Please provide your views below:

The child’s best interests should drive all decisions about the child in the event of a dispute about a surrogacy arrangement. The welfare checklist
provides a comprehensive summary of the issues to be considered and is adequate as it is, and conforms to the UN Special Rapporteur’s
recommendation* that the child’s best interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not believe any other factors should be added.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

31  Consultation Question 24:

Please provide your views below:

The child’s best interests should drive all decisions when considering whether to make a parental order. The welfare checklist provides a comprehensive 
summary of the issues to be considered and is adequate as it is, and it conforms to UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendation* that the child’s best 
interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not believe any other factors should be added.



 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

32  Consultation Question 25: We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be amended to add the
intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section 8 order without leave.

Please provide your views below:

No.
There are real risks of the sale and trafficking of children and of exploitation of the birth mother and her reproductive capacities in all surrogacy
arrangements. The court should therefore always have oversight of the arrangements. I am also concerned that there should be no liberalisation of the
law on surrogacy because of the potential human rights abuses involved. I do not believe that ‘intended parents’ should be added to the list of those who
can apply for a section 8 order without leave.

33  Consultation Question 26:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with this proposal. The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental
responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, as recommended by the
UN Special Rapporteur* in order to reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities.
I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility is based on (or justified by) the wishes expressed by
some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify measures that contravene recommendations of the UN Special
Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children.

Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system that would require women to give birth with the
expectation that they would have no legal responsibility for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must be prioritised
regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

34  Consultation Question 27:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended parents’ should acquire parentage or parental
responsibility automatically. The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility
in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, with the child’s best interest the
paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of
children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities.

I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility is based on (or justified by) the wishes expressed by
some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify a measure that contravenes recommendations of the UN Special
Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children.

Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system that would require women to give birth with the
expectation that they would have no responsibility for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must be prioritised
regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

35  Consultation Question 28: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the surrogate should retain
parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right
to object, assuming that she does not exercise her right to object.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I agree that the birth mother should have parental responsibility for the child but NOT that the ‘intended parents’ should get automatic legal parenthood 
and parental responsibility. 
 
All decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority 
AFTER the birth of the child, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and 
has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their women’s reproductive capacities. 



* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

36  Consultation Question 29:

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should have legal parenthood and parental responsibility at and after
the birth and all subsequent decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility should be taken by a court or other competent authority,
with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the
risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

Chapter 9: The Regulation of Surrogacy Arrangements

37  Consultation Question 30: We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the scope of the new
pathway.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

38  Consultation Question 31: We invite the views of independent surrogates, and intended parents who have used independent surrogacy
arrangements, to tell us about their experience. In particular, we would be interested to hear about any health screening, counselling and
legal advice that took place.

Please provide your views below:

39  Consultation Question 32:

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first
optional protocol.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first
optional protocol.

40  Consultation Question 33:

No

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its
prevalence. I consider surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

Other

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its
prevalence. I consider surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

Other

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its
prevalence. I consider surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

41  Consultation Question 34:

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its
prevalence. I consider surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.



Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its
prevalence. I consider surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its
prevalence. I consider surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

42  Consultation Question 35: We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit making bodies. Do
consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human
rights of both women and children, and would drive an increase in surrogacy. Even if surrogacy organisations are non-profit making, they will inevitably
be driven by commercial imperatives (for example, to cover costs, salaries, etc.) and will need to continuously seek new business and to convince or
coerce more women to act as ‘surrogates.’

Deriving income from surrogacy is abhorrent and, given the parallels between surrogacy and prostitution, is a potential violation of Article 6 of CEDAW,
which prohibits third-parties profiting or otherwise benefiting from the prostitution of women.

43  Consultation Question 36: We invite consultees’ views as to what should be included in the definition of matching and facilitation services.

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with organisations being able to provide matching and facilitation services, because that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy,
which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

44  Consultation Question 37: We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer matching and
facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated surrogacy organisations or any other organisations being able to
provide matching and facilitation services for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I consider a
violation of the human rights of both women and children.

45  Consultation Question 37: We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer
matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated surrogacy organisations or any other organisations being able to
provide matching and facilitation services for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I consider a
violation of the human rights of both women and children.

46  Consultation Question 38: We invite consultees’ views as to the sanctions that should be available against organisations that offer
matching and facilitation services without being regulated to do so, and whether these should be criminal, civil or regulatory.

Please provide your views below:

I do not accept that matching and facilitation services should be allowed – regardless who they are provided by – because they would inevitably lead to an
increase in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. Offering such services should be a criminal offence.

47  Consultation Question 39: We provisionally propose that the remit of the Human Fertilisation and Embryology Authority be expanded to
include the regulation of regulated surrogacy organisations, and oversight of compliance with the proposed legal requirements for the new
pathway to legal parenthood. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human
rights of both women and children, and would drive an increase in surrogacy.



Please provide your views below:

48  Consultation Question 40: We provisionally propose that surrogacy agreements should remain unenforceable (subject to the exception we
provisionally propose in Consultation Question 88 in relation to financial terms). Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

49  Consultation Question 41: We provisionally propose that there should be no prohibition against charging for negotiating, facilitating and
advising on surrogacy arrangements. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

I VEHEMENTLY disagree with this proposal and the opening up of surrogacy in this country, because I consider it a violation of the human rights of both
women and the child. The idea of organisations charging to facilitate it is utterly abhorrent and violates the spirit, if not the letter, of Article 6 of CEDAW,
given the parallels between surrogacy and prostitution. Article 6 prohibits the exploitation of the prostitution of women – which includes deriving any
form of benefit from women’s prostitution.

50  Consultation Question 42: We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy should be removed, with
the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything that can lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. Do
consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

I VEHEMENTLY disagree with removing the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy. Surrogacy is a violation of the human rights of both women
and children, and enabling advertising sites (and other ‘service’ organisations) to financially benefit from it is abhorrent.

At this time of increasing poverty and inequality, it would be unethical to promote the idea that being a ‘surrogate’ mother would be a solution to an
impoverished woman’s financial problems. If this proposal is implemented, Facebook and Google are likely present surrogacy ads to female students and
young women suggesting that becoming a ‘surrogate’ would provide the solution to their financial worries. The most disadvantaged young women would
be the most vulnerable to this idea and it is doubtful it would ever truly be in her best interest.

Just as we protect disadvantaged people from the temptation of selling their kidneys for money, we need to protect disadvantaged women from the
temptation of renting their wombs. This means that advertising of surrogacy MUST remain banned.

Chapter 10: Children's Access to Information About Surrogacy Arrangements

51  Consultation Question 43: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, where the making of a parental order in respect of a child
born of a surrogacy arrangement has been recorded in the Parental Order Register, the child should be able to access his or her original birth
certificate at the age of 18. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

52  Consultation Question 44: We provisionally propose that where children are born of surrogacy arrangements that result in the intended
parents being recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of that certificate should make clear that the birth was the result of a
surrogacy arrangement. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended parents’ should be recorded as parents on the original
birth certificate. The birth mother should be recorded as the birth mother on the birth certificate and all decisions involving legal parenthood and
parental responsibility should be taken after the birth by a court or other competent authority, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration.
This is the recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation
of women and their reproductive capacities.

However, if the ‘intended parents’ are recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of the certificate should make clear that the birth was the
result of a surrogacy arrangement.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx



53  Consultation Question 45: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the birth registration system in England and Wales requires reform
and, if so, which reforms they would like to see.

Please provide your views below:

I do not consider the birth registration system to be in need for reform. I am particularly opposed to changes to allow for the registration of three parents
or for anyone other than the birth mother to be recorded as the mother on the original birth certificate. Such proposals could lead to the facilitation of
the sale of children and an erosion of mothers’ rights and a diluting of the understanding that the relationship between the birth mother and the child is
unique.

54  Consultation Question 46: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has been the subject of a
parental order should be able to access all the documents contained in the court’s file for those parental order proceedings.Do consultees
agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

55  Consultation Question 47:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy organisations. However, should surrogacy take place, it is
important that the children have access to information about their origins and these proposals seem generally sound, except that the information held
on gamete donors should also include identifying information – because otherwise it trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the right to
know her or his genetic parentage.

56  Consultation Question 48: We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate and the intended
parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy
arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

I agree but with the proviso that all the information should be identifying – because otherwise it trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the
right to know her or his genetic parentage.

57  Consultation Question 49:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

I agree with (1) and (2) and believe there might be other circumstances where this is reasonable.

58  Consultation Question 50: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any provision for those born of a surrogacy
arrangement to make a request for information to disclose whether a person whom he or she is intending to marry, or with whom he or she
intends to enter into a civil partnership or intimate physical relationship, was carried by the same surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

YES, this should be possible.

59  Consultation Question 51:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

YES I agree

60  Consultation Question 52:



Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

61  Consultation Question 53: For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether details of an
intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded in the register.

Please provide your views below:

The intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded in the register.

Chapter 11: Eligibility Criteria for a Parental Order

62  Consultation Question 54: We provisionally propose that the six month time limits in sections 54 and 54A of the HFEA 2008 for making a
parental order application should be abolished. Do consultees agree?

Please provide your views below:

No.
The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child.

63  Consultation Question 55:

No

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s
wombs. An adoption order can be considered as an option when a parental order is not possible.

No

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s
wombs. An adoption order can be considered as an option when a parental order is not possible.

Chapter 12: Eligibility Criteria for Both a Parental Order and for the New Pathway

64  Consultation Question 56:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The ‘intended parents’ should be domiciled (and not simply habitually resident) in the UK
in order to avoid surrogacy tourism.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with opening up parental orders to ‘intended parents’ who are habitual residents but not domiciled in the UK – because of the risk
of surrogacy tourism.

65  Consultation Question 57:

Please provide your views below:

The qualifying categories of relationship should not be reformed or removed.

66  Consultation Question 58: We provisionally propose that to use the new pathway, intended parents should be required to make a
declaration in the surrogacy agreement that they intend for the child’s home to be with them. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.



67  Consultation Question 59:

No

Please provide views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic link should be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical
necessity.’

Please provide views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and all other proposals that are likely to result in an increase in surrogacy. I therefore do
not believe that double donation should be permitted under the parental order pathway in domestic surrogacy arrangements.

Yes

Please provide views below:

68  Consultation Question 60: We provisionally propose that if the requirement for a genetic link is retained for domestic cases outside the
new pathway, the requirement should not apply, subject to medical necessity, if the court determines that the intended parents in good faith
began the surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway but were required to apply for a parental order. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

I fundamentally disagree with proposals to introduce the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic link should be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a
‘medical necessity.’

69  Consultation Question 61: We provisionally propose that if double donation is permitted only in cases of medical necessity, an exception
should be made to allow a parental order to be granted to a single parent without a genetic link where the intended parent’s former partner
provides gametes but the intended parents’ relationship breaks down before the grant of a parental order. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide views below:

I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’

70  Consultation Question 62:

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy and believe that it is a fundamental violation of women’s and children’s rights and that it should therefore be banned. I dispute that
surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’

Please provide your views below:

I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’

71  Consultation Question 63:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly oppose the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. However, I support the requirement in any surrogacy arrangements for the recording of the
identity of all genetic parents and the birth mother.

Please provide your views below:

While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, I support this condition for a parental order in the circumstances described in both (1) and (2).

Yes

Please provide your views below:

While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, if it happens, I support this provision.

72  Consultation Question 64:

No



Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to surrogacy and would like to see it banned, because it is a violation of both women’s and children’s human rights.

Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good
health until the child reaches adulthood. Surrogacy is therefore particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. If surrogacy is to be opened up,
a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is imperative. This will make it clear that society does not condone older people entering a surrogacy
arrangement and will make it less likely that older people will go ahead with such an arrangement and present the court with a fait accompli.

Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement
up to that age but not beyond. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be allowed, there should be a maximum age limit for ‘intended
parents’ and it should be 45.

Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good
health until the child reaches adulthood. I am opposed to surrogacy per se, because it is a violation of both women’s and children’s human rights.
However, it is particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. I therefore consider that a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is important.
This will make it clear that society does not consider it acceptable for older people to enter into a surrogacy arrangement and will make it less likely that
they will.

Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement
up to that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully.

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be allowed, there should be a minimum age for ‘intended
parents’ and it should be much older than 18. I suggest that 25 would be more appropriate.

Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement
at that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. What kind of society would want 18-year olds to believe that it would be
reasonable for them to become ‘parents’ through a surrogacy arrangement – before they have taken even their first steps into independence and
adulthood?

Neuroscientists now say that the 'teenage brain' which is predisposed to risk-taking behaviours, does not fully mature until the mid-twenties. Young
people can and do start families, but the limits set on surrogacy should be stricter because of the greater risks and potential for harm.

73  Consultation Question 65:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to surrogacy per se and would like to see it banned, because I consider it a violation of both women’s and children’s human rights.

At 18 a woman is barely out of childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish herself as an adult. This means that she is particularly
vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There should be a significantly older minimum age for entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I suggest that
25 years would be more appropriate.

Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that
age limits are set very carefully. What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy arrangement is a reasonable thing
for them to be doing before they have taken even their first steps into independence and adulthood?

Neuroscientists now say that the 'teenage brain' which is predisposed to risk-taking behaviours, does not fully mature until the mid-twenties. Young
people can and do start families, but the limits set on surrogacy should be stricter because of the greater risks and potential for harm.

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for a ‘new pathway’. At 18 a woman is barely out of childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish 
herself as an adult. This means that she is particularly vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There should be a significantly older minimum age for 
entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I suggest that 25 years would be more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that 
age limits are set very carefully. What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy arrangement is a reasonable thing 
for them to be doing before they have taken even their first steps into independence and adulthood?



 
Neuroscientists now say that the 'teenage brain' which is predisposed to risk-taking behaviours, does not fully mature until the mid-twenties. Young
people can and do start families, but the limits set on surrogacy should be stricter because of the greater risks and potential for harm.

Chapter 13: Eligibility Criteria for the New Pathway

74  Consultation Question 66:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

75  Consultation Question 67:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

76  Consultation Question 68: We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that the surrogate and the
intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect of the law and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is
signed. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

77  Consultation Question 69:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

78  Consultation Question 70: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the surrogate has previously given
birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

Society should not condone women who have never had a child of their own entering an arrangement to undergo pregnancy and childbirth for someone
else. It is impossible to understand what pregnancy and childbirth are like and how they will change you until or unless you have had that experience
yourself.

79  Consultation Question 71: We provisionally propose that there should not be a maximum number of surrogate pregnancies that a woman
can undertake as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’.

Society should not condone women undergoing multiple ‘surrogate’ pregnancies and childbirths. Even the Kennel Club recognises that female dogs
should not be allowed to undertake more than four pregnancies. It is abhorrent that female dogs have better protections than women would have under
this proposal.



Chapter 15: Payments to the Surrogate: Options for Reform

80  Consultation Question 72:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above the actual essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, and travel to medical
appointments – backed up by receipts.

81  Consultation Question 73:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above the actual essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, and travel to medical
appointments – backed up by receipts.

82  Consultation Question 74:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above the actual essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, and travel to medical
appointments – backed up by receipts.

83  Consultation Question 75:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above the actual essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, and travel to medical
appointments – backed up by receipts.

84  Consultation Question 76: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay their
surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or self-employed).

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against 
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor 
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.



 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above the actual essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, and travel to medical
appointments – backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost earnings.

85  Consultation Question 77:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost earnings.

86  Consultation Question 78:

Please provide your views below:

N/A

87  Consultation Question 79:

Please provide your views below:

It is absurd to propose that one could place a monetary value on the pain of adverse pregnancy outcomes. In putting a price tag on perineal tear for
example, some mothers report little pain or symptoms, others have profound ongoing fear of vaginal penetration, which can result in very significant
emotional and relationship difficulties. Infection may complicate healing, and some women report long term sequelae from this, such as impaired wound
healing.

Haematology conditions should also be considered. Blood loss, for example due to placental haemorrhage can be very significant, and potentially result
in emergency hysterectomy and blood transfusion to save the life of the mother. It is a fact that although blood is thoroughly screened in the UK there
still remains the potential for blood borne illnesses to be transmitted, and the fact that some of these may not have been identified yet by researchers is
also a real risk to a mother receiving transfusion. Persons who have had a blood transfusion are currently unable to donate blood themselves in the UK,
due to the risk of (vCJD) transmission. This is an indication of the gravity of receiving blood products.

No medical intervention is EVER risk free. Receiving multiple blood products in the context of Massive Transfusion Protocol (eg platelets, Fresh Frozen
Plasma, cryoprecipitate) only heighten those risks.

Conditions such as HELLP (Haemolysis, Elevated Liver enzymes, Low Platelets) can be fatal, and although the maternal mortality rate is low, it can have
significant sequelae, including renal failure potentially requiring dialysis, placental abruption (potentially fatal for mother and baby) permanent liver
damage and retinal detachment resulting in visual impairment.

Each of these conditions have long term consequences for a woman, psychologically, physically and emotionally, and may also affect her ability to return
to work or care for other children.

Also, the late complications of childbirth have been disregarded. Late consequences of childbirth can include vaginal or rectal prolapse, urinary and faecal
incontinence. Women who have had a C section may experience ongoing pain around the scar. Some sources quote this as affecting between 6 and 18
percent of women. These symptoms can be profoundly distressing, and may take years to present (conversely, may present immediately).

How could we ensure that women suffering these complications are compensated? They are multifactorial, and risk increases with instrumented delivery
and parity. How would it be proposed to unpick the role of a surrogate pregnancy in causing these symptoms in relation to other risk factors, for example
parity, smoking history, personal medical history?

Psychiatric conditions are also absent from this list. Complications including depression and anxiety may be worsened by pregnancy. Other mental health
conditions such as post natal depression and post partum psychosis can be fatal, and impact on a woman’s health for many years to come. I’m quite
shocked that none of these conditions have been explicitly mentioned and it does make me wonder how the list of complications was created. I’d also like
to know what level of haemorrhage would be considered “excessive”.

The wording of the question “should” be able to pay compensation is not the same as being mandated to do so. This potentially creates a situation where
some “luckier” women would receive compensation others would not.

All of the above illustrates the risks of surrogacy and confirms my support for a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.



Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.

88  Consultation Question 80: We invite consultees' views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay compensation to the
surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for
the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

This question illustrates the risks of surrogacy and why I oppose it.

89  Consultation Question 81:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to give the birth mother gifts.

90  Consultation Question 82:

It should not be possible for the intended parents to agree to pay a woman for the service of undertaking a surrogacy.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her ‘services’.



Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her ‘services’.

Please provide any views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to make any type of fee or payment to the birth mother for her ‘services’.

91  Consultation Question 83:

Please provide views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their ‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of
surrogacy.

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their ‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of
surrogacy.

92  Consultation Question 84: We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to surrogates should be the
same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. Do consultees
agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against 
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 



There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I am opposed to the ‘new pathway’ but consider that regardless of the surrogacy arrangement being used, the only payments that should ever be made
are essential and basic expenses for which receipts are provided.

93  Consultation Question 85: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have not discussed which
they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

94  Consultation Question 86: We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that intended parents should
be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

95  Consultation Question 87:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

The only payments that should be made are essential and basic expenses and for which receipts are provided. The judge or other competent authority
should closely monitor all financial aspects of the arrangement (in line with the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations*) and refuse the parental
order when payments have exceeded basic expenses. If it is not a judge overseeing the arrangements, the competent authority should be totally
independent and not, for example, an agency (or ‘regulated surrogacy organisation’) that has been involved in the arrangements in any way.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

96  Consultation Question 88:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The idea that a ‘surrogacy agreement’ could place restrictions on the birth mother’s
lifestyle is utterly abhorrent.

Chapter 16: International Surrogacy Arrangements

97  Consultation Question 89: We invite overseas surrogates (or bodies representing or advocating for surrogates) to share with us their
experiences of international surrogacy arrangements.



Please provide your views below:

N/A

98  Consultation Question 90: We invite organisations focused on children’s rights and welfare in the international context to share with us
their views on our proposed reforms and consultation questions in this chapter.

Please provide your views below:

N/A

99  Consultation Question 91: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of their experience of applying to register a child born through
an international surrogacy arrangement as a British citizen and obtaining a passport for the child. In particular, we would be interested to hear
how long the application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have about causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

N/A

100  Consultation Question 92: We provisionally propose that it should be possible for a file to be opened, and the application process for
obtaining registration of a child born from an international surrogacy arrangement and obtaining a passport to begin, prior to the birth of the
child.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a passport in international surrogacy arrangements appears
to contradict the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling and trafficking of children and the
protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly disagree with this proposal.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

101  Consultation Question 93: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of applying for a visa for a
child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In particular, we would be interested to hear how long the application took after
the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

N/A

102  Consultation Question 94:

No

Please provide your views below:

Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a passport before the child is born in international surrogacy
arrangements appears to contradict the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling and trafficking of
children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly disagree with this proposal.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

No

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

No

The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child.



103  Consultation Question 95:We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process for applying for a EU
Uniform Format Form in respect of a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement, before the child is born. The application will
need to be completed after the birth of the child.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for an EU Uniform Format Form for the child before she or he is born in international
surrogacy arrangements appears to contradict the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling and
trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly disagree with this proposal.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

104  Consultation Question 96: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of applying for a EU Uniform
Format Form for a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In particular we would be interested to hear how long the
application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

N/A

105  Consultation Question 97: We provisionally propose that the UK Government should provide a single, comprehensive guide for intended
parents explaining the nationality and immigration consequences of having a child through an international surrogacy arrangement. Do
consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I agree with such a guide, but would like to see it explaining the reasons why surrogacy is a violation of the human rights of women and children and all
the other ways in which it is possible for people to enjoy children in their lives.

106  Consultation Question 98: We provisionally propose that international surrogacy arrangements should not be eligible for the new
pathway to parenthood.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

107  Consultation Question 99:

No

Please provide your views below:

I do not see how this proposal for such a blanket power would align with the UN Special Rapporteur’s key recommendations* and the Hague Convention
on the Protection of Children and Cooperation in respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. The latter requires the birth mother to have legal parenthood
and parental responsibility when the child is born and that her consent to giving up the child must be given AFTER the child's birth and that the transfer of
‘parenthood’ should be overseen by the courts or a competent authority on an individual case by case basis, with the best interests of the child being the
paramount consideration. This is an important safeguard against the sale of children and for the protection of the birth mother and I believe it should
apply equally to international surrogacy arrangements. I therefore strongly disagree with this proposal.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

108  Consultation Question 100:

Please provide your views below:

N/A

Please provide your views below:

Restrictions and checks MUST be in place to protect the child and the birth mother from trafficking and exploitation. The process should include the same
checks as would be used in an international adoption.

Chapter 17: Miscellaneous Issues



109  Consultation Question 101: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current application of the law on statutory paternity leave, and
statutory paternity pay, to the situation of the surrogate’s spouse, civil partner or partner requires reform.

Please provide your views below:

I do not believe this needs changing.

110  Consultation Question 102: We provisionally propose that provision for maternity allowance should be made in respect of intended
parents, and that any such provision should be limited so that only one intended parent qualifies. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

111  Consultation Question 103:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a human rights abuse of both women and children.

112  Consultation Question 104: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the duty of employers to provide suitable facilities for any person at
work who is a pregnant woman or nursing mother to rest under Regulation 25 of the Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations 1992
is sufficient to include intended parents in a surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a human rights abuse of both women and children.

113  Consultation Question 105: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are further issues in relation to employment rights and
surrogacy arrangements and, if so, any suggestions for reform.

Please provude your views below:

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a human rights abuse of both women and children.

114  Consultation Question 106: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they believe any reforms in relation to surrogacy and succession
law are required.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a human rights abuse of both women and children.

115  Consultation Question 107:

Please provide your views below:

It is important that all health and care professionals are aware that surrogacy agreements are not legally binding and that ‘intended parents’ have no legal 
right to override the birth mother’s wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or medical and health care, including during pregnancy, labour and 
childbirth. Even if she has previously agreed to them sharing decisions and being informed on these matters, she can withdraw her consent at any time 
for any or no reason. All professionals involved in her care are duty-bound to comply with her wishes. 
 
All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or 
more persons, including her spouse or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be present in so-called 
altruistic surrogacy arrangements. 
 
Surrogacy arrangements place additional and complicated pressures on healthcare staff and this could reduce the standard of impartial care given to 
birth mothers and new-borns – especially when the ‘intended parents’ are entitled, rich or of high status. This itself is a valid reason to be extremely 
cautious about making changes that will increase the numbers of surrogacy births. 
 
It is generally recognised that egg donation and IVF pregnancies carry additional health risks. As most surrogacy pregnancies involve IVF, any increase in 
surrogacy is likely to lead to additional pressure on the NHS. 
 
Adoption research suggests that the separation of the new-born and the birth mother has long-term negative effects on the well-being of both of them. 
This is likely to be the same for birth mothers and babies in surrogacy arrangements and so can be expected to place additional long-term pressures on 
the NHS and society as a whole. This has not been considered and there are no questions about this. 
 
An increase in surrogacy will require an increase in egg donation, which is a risky procedure that can have a long-term negative impact on the woman’s 
health, including premature death. Ethical issues abound. Young women might be coerced by financial pressures to donate eggs when this isn’t in their 
best interests and there are worries about eugenics – where egg donors are selected on the basis of blonde hair, blue eyes and stereotypical measures of 
‘attractiveness’ for example.



 
The law commissioners do not appear to have considered the likely impact of any of these issues. There is no question about people’s thoughts about the
NHS picking up the tab for the extra costs involved in surrogacy and whether this affects their opinions on surrogacy itself. There appears to have been
no evaluation of the size of the additional costs to the NHS and society. 
 
At a time when the NHS is under severe strain, and life changing therapies (for cancer, cystic fibrosis etc) are not funded due to financial constraints it is a
slap in the face to provide money for prospective parents to indulge their parenting fantasies while denying patients access to drugs which are standard
of care in other counties.

Please provide your views below:

The guidance should be revised to clarify that surrogacy agreements are not legally binding and that the birth mother has the right to change her mind at
any time, for any or no reason. Healthcare professionals must accept that her wishes are paramount and that the ‘intended parents’ have no legal right to
override her wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or medical and health care, including during pregnancy, labour, childbirth and the postpartum
period.

All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or
more persons, including her spouse or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be present in so-called
altruistic surrogacy arrangements.

The guidance should make it clear that healthcare professionals should be even more alert than normal to the possibility that she is being coerced and to
ensure that they can speak to her alone, including during labour, and that if she changes her mind about who is present in consultations, and the labour
ward/delivery suite, they must respect her wishes.

Please provide your views below:

It is important that midwifery practice always prioritises the wishes of the birth mother and the wellbeing of herself and the child.

116  Consultation Question 108: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other legal issues in relation to surrogacy, not
covered in this Consultation Paper, that merit examination.

Please provide your views below:

It is of considerable concern that the law commissioners appear to have given no consideration to the significant risk that women will be coerced into
agreeing to participate in surrogacy arrangements for someone else’s benefit. This can be true in ‘altruistic’ surrogacy but is even more likely if substantial
payments are involved.
It is well-known that women and girls are groomed and/or coerced into prostitution by partners and ‘boyfriends’ who act as their pimp and take all or
much of their earnings. This is a major route by which many women enter prostitution and is a major factor in preventing their exit. There is no reason to
expect that the same dynamics will not occur in relation to surrogacy if it is opened up and provides opportunities to make significant amounts of money.

If the law commissioners’ proposals are enacted, there must therefore also be legislation that prohibits coercing a woman into a surrogacy arrangement.
This should be a criminal offence and carry a hefty penalty – in recognition that it is a human rights violation and so that it acts as a deterrent. That such a
law would be difficult to enforce just adds to the arguments for why paid surrogacy is a bad idea – and especially for women.

It would be far better to simply ban all surrogacy arrangements – or at the very least any payments beyond basic and essential expenses backed by
receipts and overseen by a judge.

Chapter 18: Impact

117  Consultation Question 109:

Please insert the year of birth here:

Not Answered

If international, in which country did the arrangement take place?:

N/A

Not Answered

Not Answered

118  Consultation Question 110:

Not Answered

Not Answered

Not Answered



Please provide the cost of any legal advice or representation below:

N/A

119  Consultation Question 111: We invite consultees’ views as to the impact (social, emotional, financial or otherwise) of the current law
where the intended parents are not the legal parents from birth of the child born of the surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

N/A

120  Consultation Question 112:

Please provide your views below:

N/A

Please provide your views below:

N/A

121  Consultation Question 113:

Please provide your views below:

N/A

Please provide your views below:

N/A

122  Consultation Question 114:

Please provide your views below:

N/A

123  Consultation Question 115:

Please provide your views below:

N/A

Please provide your views below:

N/A

124  Consultation Question 116:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

N/A

Please provide your views below:

N/A

Please provide your views below:

N/A

Please provide your views below:

N/A

125  Consultation Question 117: We invite consultees’ views as to the specific impact of our proposals in Northern Ireland.

Please provide your views below:

N/A



126  Consultation Question 118: We invite consultees’ views as to any other impact that we have not specifically addressed in this chapter, or
the preceding chapters, of this Consultation Paper.

Please provide your views below:

It seems that before the law commissioners designed this consultation, they had already decided that surrogacy is a positive thing and so legislation 
should enable it. This may be explained by a limited ‘pre-consultation’ mainly focusing on people who already had a vested interest in surrogacy – 
‘intended parents,’ women who claim to have had a positive experience of surrogacy, and lawyers and other organisations who stand to make money 
from commercial surrogacy if it is given the green light. 
 
It seems that the law commissioners did not consider women as a group to be key stakeholders in this endeavour. This is a major error, because just as 
all women are affected by the institution of prostitution, so all women will be affected by any opening up of commercial surrogacy in this country. 
 
It could even be argued that one of the key drivers of commercial surrogacy is a desire by men to break the legal and cultural recognition of the unique 
bond between birth mother and child – and indeed the proposals to make the ‘intended parents’ the legal parents from the moment of birth are a major 
step in this direction, and are likely to have a significant impact down the line – potentially affecting the status of all women. 
 
Paid surrogacy opens up enormous potential for abuse and risks spouses, partners and other family members coercing a woman into engaging in 
commercial surrogacy for their (and not her) financial benefit. This will be a potential risk for thousands of women, which appears to have been 
completely overlooked by the law commissioners. 
It is clear if we look at the state of prostitution worldwide that any kind of paid 'work' which involves the intimate use of a female body and /or female 
biology will lead to exploitation. The argument that some women 'choose' this use of their bodies does not negate the fact that many more will be 
exploited by it. Globally more women live in poverty than men and more women depend on men financially. Paid 'work' such as prostitution and 
surrogacy, which men cannot do themselves, will be pushed onto women who have the fewest choices. The use of a human being's biology which is not 
sex-based (for example organ donation) is highly regulated and not commercialised for the very reason that it would be inhumane to allow the poorest 
people to put themselves at such risk in order to survive. The same ethics should be applied to sex-specific biological procedures, because women are 
human too. Commercial surrogacy is essentially womb-renting and it is unethical to treat women in this way. If one woman can rent out her womb why 
not another? Why not you? No woman should be put in the position where she can be forced, coerced or even tempted to engage in such a personally 
risky procedure for financial reasons. The parallels with the sex trade are clear. State-sanctioned exploitation of women will lead to more exploitation of 
women. Treating individual women as commercial breeders will have an impact on the status of all women, just as the sex trade does. Women should not 
be sold or rented out, ever. 
 
UK and Scottish Law Commissions are obliged to comply with the Public Sector Equality Duty (PSED) when carrying out public functions, such as this 
consultation. There doesn’t appear to be any evidence they have done so, because they have not provided their equality considerations and impact 
assessments. As surrogacy has a very different impact on women and children than on adult males, we believe the law commissioners are in breach of 
equality legislation. 
 
The Equality and Human Rights Commission describes the obligations under the PSED to have due regard to the need to: 
 
• Eliminate unlawful discrimination, harassment and victimisation and other conduct prohibited by the Act. 
• Advance equality of opportunity between people who share a protected characteristic and those who do not. 
• Foster good relations between people who share a protected characteristic and those who do not. 
 
There are many ways in which opening up surrogacy in the UK is likely to worsen women’s position relative to men’s, and the relationship between the 
sexes. Any loosening of the laws around surrogacy could therefore be considered discriminatory. Surrogacy is also likely to have an impact on the 
relations between the different generations. Imagine the rage that young people may feel when they discover that their ‘parents’ not only bought them 
but took advantage of their birth mothers. 
 
It is of major concern that the law commissioners’ ethical arguments hinge on ideas that are not based on any recognised human rights instruments – 
such as the idea that ‘procreative liberty’ confers some kind of human right to surrogacy and the idea that a woman has a human right to be a ‘surrogate.’ 
These arguments do not hold up to scrutiny and have been clearly rejected by the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
It is shocking that the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ violate many of the recommendations of the UN Special Rapporteur that are designed to guard 
against the sale of children and the exploitation of birth mothers, including: 
 
 The birth mother must be accorded the status of legal mother at birth, and must be under no contractual or legal obligation to participate in the legal or 
physical transfer of the child. 
 All payments to the birth mother must be made before the legal and physical transfer of the child and must be non-reimbursable – even if she decides 
not to relinquish the child. 
 The birth mother’s choice to transfer the child “must be a gratuitous act, based on her own post-birth intentions, rather than on any legal or contractual 
obligation.” 
 Pre-conception checks, while encouraged, cannot take the place of appropriate welfare checks after the birth of the child. 
 Decisions about parentage and parental responsibility must be made by a court or other competent authority on an individual basis after the birth with 
the best interests of the child being paramount. 
 
The consultation is confusing and it does not conform to the government’s consultation guidelines. There are too many questions, they are too detailed 
and do not ask the important high-level questions – such as whether you think surrogacy can ever be ethical, etc. 
 
For all these reasons, the law commissioners should go back to the drawing board and start again from the position of women’s and children’s human



rights. If it is found that there is no way to liberalise surrogacy law that is compliant with obligations under international treaties such as CEDAW and the
UNCRC and its first optional protocol, then the law must not be liberalised. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx
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Surrogacy Consultation Questions 
Email the completed document to surrogacy@lawcommission.gov.uk before the 
deadline of 11 October 2019. 

ABOUT YOU 
1. What is your name? 
Name (Required) 

 
 
2. If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or 
a university), what is the name of your organisation? 
[Name of organisation if relevant.] 
 
3. Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of 
your organisation? 
(Required – Choose one response) 

• This is a personal response 
 
 
4. If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best 
describes you? 
 

• other 
 

5. What is your email address? 
Email address: 

 
 
If you enter your email address then you will automatically receive an acknowledgement 
email when you submit your response. 
6. What is your telephone number? 
Telephone number: 

 
 
7. If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to 
be treated as confidential, please explain to us why you regard the information as 
confidential. As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your 
explanation but cannot give an assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in 
all circumstances. 
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Consultation Question 1. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in England and Wales: 

1. all international surrogacy arrangements should continue to be automatically 
allocated to a judge of the High Court; and 

YES 
 
International surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale, abuse and trafficking of 
children and the exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights issues of the utmost 
seriousness and so the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. For 
this reason these cases should continue to be heard by a judge of the High Court. 

 
2. if international surrogacy arrangements are not automatically allocated to a 

judge of the High Court, circuit judges should be ticketed to hear such 
cases. 

Paragraph 6.42 

 
Consultation Question 2. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in respect of England and Wales 

(1) domestic surrogacy cases which continue to require a post-birth parental 
order should continue to be heard by lay justices, or whether they should be 
allocated to another level of the judiciary; and 
(2) If consultees consider that such cases should be allocated to another level 
of the judiciary, which level of the judiciary would be appropriate. 

All surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale and trafficking of children and the 
exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights issues of the utmost seriousness and so the 
arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. For this reason these 
cases should NOT be heard by a lay judge but rather by a senior judge, e.g. ticketed to circuit 
judges or higher. 

Paragraph 6.51 

 
Consultation Question 3. 
We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the 
current allocation rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation 
Questions 1 and 2. 
 

Paragraph 6.53 

 
Consultation Question 4. 
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We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, the court should be placed under a 
duty to consider whether to make an order awarding the intended parents parental 
responsibility at the first directions hearing in the proceedings. 

Do consultees agree? 
(Note that this provisional proposal would be necessary only if our provisional 
proposal in Chapter 8 that all intended parents (whether in the new pathway or not) 
automatically acquire parental responsibility if the child is living with or being cared 
for by them is not supported by consultees). 

NO 
 
The UN Special Rapporteur recommends* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent 
authority AFTER the birth and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration. 
Nothing about the transfer of parental responsibility should be automatic and all options should be 
open. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 6.58 

 
Consultation Question 5. 
We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the FPR 
2010 should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the 
proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise. 

Do consultees agree? 
YES 

Paragraph 6.72 

 
Consultation Question 6. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether they are of the view that, in Scotland: 

3. there is a need for greater consistency and clarity in provisions relating to 
the expenses of curators ad litem and reporting officers and, if so, how this 
should be addressed;   

4. it should be provided by statute that, at the initial hearing or any subsequent 
hearing for a parental order, the court may make any such interim order or 
orders for parental responsibilities and parental rights as it sees fit; and/or 

5. further procedural reform is needed and, if so, what that reform should be. 
 

Paragraph 6.110 

 
Consultation Question 7. 
In respect of a domestic surrogacy arrangement, we provisionally propose that, before the 
child is conceived, where the intended parents and surrogate have: 

6. entered into an agreement including the prescribed information, which will 
include a statement as to legal parenthood on birth, 
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7. complied with procedural safeguards for the agreement, and 
8. met eligibility requirements, 

on the birth of the child the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child, 
subject to the surrogate’s right to object. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I vehemently disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s key 
recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the Protection of Children and Cooperation in 
respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. These require the birth mother to have legal parenthood 
and parental responsibility when the child is born and that her consent to giving up the child must 
be freely given AFTER the childs birth. I believe that this important safeguard against the sale of 
children and the exploitation of birth mothers should apply equally to surrogacy arrangements, in 
both an international and a domestic context. 
 
This proposal would set a very dangerous precedent for all women, all mothers, all children and all 
of the implications need to be fully understood. There is no evidence in the consultation paper that 
the law commissioners have considered these more general implications fully, if at all. 
 
I understand that the proposal to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ legal parenthood at 
birth is based on (or justified by) in part at least the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ 
mothers prior to the consultation. I do not agree that these claimed wishes alone justify measures 
that contravene the recommendations of the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the 
Hague Convention that are designed to reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and 
to protect birth mothers. 
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to encourage or condone 
a system that would require women to deliberately conceive and subsequently give birth with the 
expectation that they would have little or no legal responsibility for the child. The rights of the child 
must be prioritised regardless whether that is what some ‘surrogate’ mothers say they want or not. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.13 

 
Consultation Question 8. 
We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations and licensed clinics 
should be under a duty to keep a record of surrogacy arrangements under the new 
pathway to which they are a party, with such records being retained for a specified 
minimum period. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy 
organisations. 
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We invite consultees’ views as to what the length of that period should be: whether 100 
years or another period. 

Paragraph 8.14 

 
Consultation Question 9. 
We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated 
gametes should apply to traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated 
surrogacy organisation is involved. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations, because they would 
inevitably lead to a normalising of surrogacy and an increase in its prevalence. 

Paragraph 8.21 

 
Consultation Question 10. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a 
traditional, domestic surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from 
entering into the new pathway. 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway.’ 

Paragraph 8.22 

 
Consultation Question 11. 
We provisionally propose that: 

9. the surrogate should have the right to object to the acquisition of legal 
parenthood by the intended parents, for a fixed period after the birth of the 
child; 

10. this right to object should operate by the surrogate making her objection in 
writing within a defined period, with the objection being sent to both the 
intended parents and the body responsible for the regulation of surrogacy; 
and 

11. the defined period should be the applicable period for birth registration less 
one week. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposal that the ‘intended parents’ should automatically acquire 
legal parenthood at birth and that the birth mother has only a limited time to object. This 
contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations,* including that the birth mother is the 
legal parent at birth and that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in 
surrogacy arrangements are taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth, with 
the child’s best interests being the paramount consideration. 
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The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to give 
the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as the 
most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before the 
expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.35 

 
Consultation Question 12. 
We provisionally propose that, where the surrogate objects to the intended parents 
acquiring legal parenthood within the period fixed after birth, the surrogacy arrangement 
should no longer be able to proceed in the new pathway, with the result that: 

12. the surrogate will be the legal parent of the child; 
13. if one of the intended parents would, under the current law, be a legal parent 

of the child, then he or she will continue to be a legal parent in these 
circumstances; and 

14. the intended parents would be able to make an application for a parental 
order to obtain legal parenthood. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly with the ‘intended 
parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects. 
 
The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil 
partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent change of legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth and 
with the child’s best interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN 
Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.* 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to give 
the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as the 
most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before the 
expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 
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Paragraph 8.36 

 
Consultation Question 13. 
We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway: 

15. the intended parents should be required to make a declaration on registering 
the birth of the child that they have no reason to believe that the surrogate 
has lacked capacity at any time during the period in which she had the right 
to object to the intended parents acquiring legal parenthood; 

16. if the intended parents cannot provide this declaration then, during the 
period in which she has the right to object to the intended parents acquiring 
legal parenthood, the surrogate should be able to provide a positive consent 
to such acquisition; and 

17. if the intended parents are unable to make this declaration and the surrogate 
is unable to provide the positive consent within the relevant period, the 
surrogacy arrangement should exit the new pathway and the intended 
parents should be able to make an application for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended parents’ 
acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects. 
 
The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil 
partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent change of legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth and 
with the child’s best interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN 
Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.* 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to give 
the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as the 
most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before the 
expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.37 

 
Consultation Question 14. 
1.15 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway, the welfare of the child to be 

born as a result of the surrogacy arrangement: 
(1.15.1) should be assessed in the way set out in Chapter 8 of the current 
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Code of Practice; 
(1.15.2) either the regulated surrogacy organisation or regulated clinic, as 

appropriate, should be responsible for ensuring that this procedure is 
followed; and 

(1.15.3) there should be no requirement for any welfare assessment of the 
child after his or her birth. 

Do consultees agree? 
 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s 
recommendation* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in 
surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth 
and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration. A welfare assessment is an 
absolute requirement if an informed decision is to be made about the child’s best interest. 
Therefore a welfare assessment MUST be made after the child’s birth. 
 
The pre-conception assessment would typically have been carried out more than a year before 
the birth of the child. Much can change in that time. 
 
The justification that a welfare assessment after the birth of the child is not necessary because 
parents of children born through the normal process are not subject to such checks does not hold. 
Pregnancy, birth and the post-partum changes are intense physical and existential experiences 
that change you and prime you to love and be sensitive to the new-born child and rise to the 
challenge of the enormous task of raising him or her to adulthood. For obvious reasons ‘intended 
parents’ do not have this advantage. 
 
In addition, pregnancy and childbirth are a huge investment of the birth mother’s physical, 
physiological and emotional resources, which means she has already made a huge and 
unquantifiable, nearly year-long, commitment to the child. This means her practical and emotional 
commitment to the child is already well-developed, giving her the best chance of surmounting all 
the difficulties that will inevitably arise over the course of the child’s childhood and adolescence. 
 
The ‘intended parents’ have had no similar experience. The investment of financial resources 
does not in any way prepare you for the practical reality of caring for a new-born child and the long 
road of nurturing and shepherding him or her to adulthood. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.51 

 
Consultation Question 15. 
1.1 We provisionally propose that, for a child born as a result of a surrogacy 

arrangement under the new pathway, where the surrogate has exercised her right to 
object to the intended parents’ acquisition of legal parenthood at birth, the 
surrogate’s spouse or civil partner, if any, should not be a legal parent of the child. 
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Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘new pathway.’ 
 
There is a very real risk that spouses and partners will coerce women into being a ‘surrogate’ for 
financial gain. This risk is likely to increase if he or she does not have legal parenthood or parental 
responsibility for any children born of the arrangement. This is enough reason to reject this 
proposal. 
 
However, it also represents a significant change in legal parenthood rules and would therefore 
have an implication for all children, all families because it would set a precedent. It should not be 
introduced without a full assessment of all the implications, including on the rights of mothers and 
children. There is no evidence that the law commissioners have carried out any such assessment. 
 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in the case of a surrogacy arrangement outside 
the new pathway, the surrogate’s spouse or civil partner should continue to be a legal 
parent of the child born as a result of the arrangement. 
YES 
 
The normal legal parenthood rules should apply. This will reduce the risk of spouses and partners 
coercing women into surrogacy for financial gain. 

Paragraph 8.57 

 
Consultation Question 16. 
We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway, where a child born of a surrogacy 
arrangement is stillborn: 

18. the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child unless the 
surrogate exercises her right to object; and 

19. the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being 
registered as the parents before the expiry of the period of the right to 
object. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended parents’ 
acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects. The birth mother 
should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should not change if the child is 
stillborn. 
 
We provisionally propose that, outside the new pathway, where a child born of a 
surrogacy arrangement is stillborn, the surrogate should be able to consent to the 
intended parents being registered as the parents before the expiry of the period allowed 
for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a 



10 

declaration to the effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are 
satisfied, on registration of the stillbirth. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the birth parents in this 
situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should 
not change if the child is stillborn and the registration should accurately reflect this. 

Paragraph 8.77 

 
Consultation Question 17. 
We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, 
where the child dies before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able 
to consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents before the expiry of the 
period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have 
made a declaration to the effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order 
are satisfied, on registration of the birth. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in this 
situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and if the child 
dies before the parental order, the registration of birth should accurately reflect that the birth 
mother was the legal parent. 

Paragraph 8.79 

 
Consultation Question 18. 
For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to 
whether, where the surrogate dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during 
which she can exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the new 
pathway and the intended parents should be required to make an application for a 
parental order. 
OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 8.80 
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Consultation Question 19. 
We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, where 
both intended parents die during the surrogate’s pregnancy, the intended parents should 
be registered as the child’s parents on birth, subject to the surrogate not exercising her 
right to object within the defined period. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with the deceased 
‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in this situation. The birth mother should 
always be the legal parent of the child at birth and the registration of birth should accurately reflect 
this. 
 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new 
pathway, where both intended parents die during the surrogate’s pregnancy or before a 
parental order is made: 

20. it should be competent for an application to be made, by a person who 
claims an interest under section 11(3)(a) of the Children (Scotland) Act 
1995, or who would be permitted to apply for an order under section 8 of the 
Children Act 1989: 
1. for an order for appointment as guardian of the child, and 
2. for a parental order in the name of the intended parents, subject to the 

surrogate’s consent; or 
21. the surrogate should be registered as the child’s mother and it should not be 

possible for the intended parents to be registered as the child’s parents, but 
that there should be a procedure for the surrogate to provide details of the 
intended parents, and, if relevant, gamete donors, for entry onto the register 
of surrogacy arrangements. 

The intended parents should NOT be registered as the child’s parents if they are already 
deceased – so option (2) is preferable. 

Paragraph 8.81 

 
Consultation Question 20. 
We provisionally propose that, where an application is made for a parental order by a sole 
applicant under section 54A: 

22. the applicant should have to make a declaration that it was always intended 
that there would only be a single applicant for a parental order in respect of 
the child concerned or to supply the name and contact details of the other 
intended parent; 

23. if details of another intended parent are supplied, a provision should be 
made for notice to be given to the potential second intended parent of the 
application and an opportunity given to that party to provide notice of 
opposition within a brief period (of, say, 14 to 21 days); and 

24. if the second intended parent gives notice of his or her intention to oppose, 
he or she should be required to make his or her own application within a 
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brief period (say 14 days), otherwise the application of the first intended 
parent will be determined by the court. 

Do consultees agree? 
YES 

Paragraph 8.86 

 
Consultation Question 21. 
We invite consultees’ views as to: 

25. a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases; and 
26. how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this 

model. 
I profoundly oppose a three-parent model of legal parenthood, even if it is temporary. The birth 
mother should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent 
authority AFTER the birth of the child with the best interests of the child being the paramount 
consideration, as recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.91 

 
Consultation Question 22. 
We invite consultees’ views: 

27. as to whether there should be any additional oversight in the new pathway 
that we have proposed, leading to the acquisition of legal parenthood by the 
intended parents at birth; and 

28. if so, as to whether should this oversight be: 
1. administrative, or 
2. judicial. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should be the 
legal parent and have parental responsibility at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood 
and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other 
competent authority AFTER the birth of the child based on the best interests of the child, as 
recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.93 
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Consultation Question 23. 
In respect of England and Wales, we invite consultees’ views as to: 

29. whether the welfare checklist, contained in section 1(3) of the Children Act 
1989, should be amended to provide for the court to have regard to 
additional specific factors in the situation where it is considering the 
arrangements for a child in the context of a dispute about a surrogacy 
arrangement; and 

30. if so, as to what those additional factors should be. 
The child’s best interests should drive all decisions about the child in the event of a dispute about 
a surrogacy arrangement. The welfare checklist provides a comprehensive summary of the issues 
to be considered and is adequate as it is, and conforms to the UN Special Rapporteur’s 
recommendation* that the child’s best interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not 
believe any other factors should be added. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.120 

 
Consultation Question 24. 
In respect of England and Wales, we invite consultees’ views: 

31. as to whether the checklist, contained in section 1(4) of the ACA 2002 (as 
applied and modified by regulation 2 and paragraph 1 of Schedule 1 of the 
2018 Regulations) should be further amended to provide for the court to 
have regard to additional specific factors in the situation where it is 
considering whether to make a parental order; and 

32. what those additional factors should be. 
The child’s best interests should drive all decisions when considering whether to make a parental 
order. The welfare checklist provides a comprehensive summary of the issues to be considered 
and is adequate as it is, and it conforms to UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendation* that the 
child’s best interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not believe any other factors 
should be added. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.121 
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Consultation Question 25. 
We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be 
amended to add the intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section 
8 order without leave. 
NO 
 
There are real risks of the sale and trafficking of children and of exploitation of the birth mother 
and her reproductive capacities in all surrogacy arrangements. The court should therefore always 
have oversight of the arrangements. I am also concerned that there should be no liberalisation of 
the law on surrogacy because of the potential human rights abuses involved. I do not believe that 
‘intended parents’ should be added to the list of those who can apply for a section 8 order without 
leave. 

Paragraph 8.123 

 
Consultation Question 26. 
We provisionally propose that, where a child is born as a result of a surrogacy 
arrangement outside the new pathway, the intended parents should acquire parental 
responsibility automatically where: 

33. the child is living with them or being cared for by them; and 
34. they intend to apply for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with this proposal. The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth and 
all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements 
should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, as 
recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur* in order to reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking 
of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility 
is based on (or justified by) the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the 
consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify measures that contravene recommendations of the 
UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to reduce 
the risk of the sale and trafficking of children. 
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system 
that would require women to give birth with the expectation that they would have no legal 
responsibility for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must be 
prioritised regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.132 
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Consultation Question 27. 
We provisionally propose that, where a child is born as a result of a surrogacy 
arrangement in the new pathway: 

35. the intended parents should acquire parental responsibility on the birth of 
the child; and 

36. if the surrogate exercises her right to object, the intended parents should 
continue to have parental responsibility for the child where the child is living 
with, or being cared for by, them, and they intend to apply for a parental 
order. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended 
parents’ should acquire parentage or parental responsibility automatically. The birth mother should 
be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility 
in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the 
birth of the child, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the 
recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale 
and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility 
is based on (or justified by) the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the 
consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify a measure that contravenes recommendations of 
the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to 
reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children. 
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system 
that would require women to give birth with the expectation that they would have no responsibility 
for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must be prioritised 
regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.134 
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Consultation Question 28. 
We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the 
surrogate should retain parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the 
arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right to 
object, assuming that she does not exercise her right to object. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I agree that the birth mother should have parental responsibility for the child but NOT that the 
‘intended parents’ should get automatic legal parenthood and parental responsibility. 
 
All decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements 
should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, with the 
child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN Special 
Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the 
exploitation of women and their women’s reproductive capacities. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.139 

 
Consultation Question 29. 
For all surrogacy arrangements, we invite consultees’ views as to: 

37. whether there is a need for any restriction to be placed on the exercise of 
parental responsibility by either the surrogate (or other legal parent), or the 
intended parents, during the period in which parental responsibility is 
shared; and 

38. whether it should operate to restrict the exercise of parental responsibility by 
the party not caring for the child or with whom the child is not living. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should have legal 
parenthood and parental responsibility at and after the birth and all subsequent decisions involving 
legal parenthood and parental responsibility should be taken by a court or other competent 
authority, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of 
the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of 
children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.140 
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Consultation Question 30. 
We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the 
scope of the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 9.29 

 
Consultation Question 31. 
We invite the views of independent surrogates, and intended parents who have used 
independent surrogacy arrangements, to tell us about their experience. In particular, we 
would be interested to hear about any health screening, counselling and legal advice that 
took place. 
N/A 

Paragraph 9.35 

 
Consultation Question 32. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether independent surrogacy arrangements should 
be brought within the scope of the new pathway. 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts 
binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first optional protocol. 
 
We invite consultees’ views as to how independent surrogacy arrangements might be 
brought within the scope of the new pathway. 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts 
binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first optional protocol. 

Paragraph 9.36 

 
Consultation Question 33. 
We provisionally propose that: 

39. there should be regulated surrogacy organisations; 
NO 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 

40. there should be no requirement for a regulated surrogacy organisation to 
take a particular form; and 

OTHER 
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I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 

41. each surrogacy organisation should be required to appoint an individual 
responsible for ensuring that the organisation complies with regulation. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.61 
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Consultation Question 34. 
We provisionally propose that the person responsible must be responsible for: 

42. representing the organisation to, and liaising with, the regulator; 
43. managing the regulated surrogacy organisation with sufficient care, 

competence and skill; 
44. ensuring the compliance of the organisation with relevant law and 

regulation, including the creation, maintenance and operation of necessary 
policies and procedures; 

45. training any staff, including that of the person responsible; and 
46. providing data to the regulator and to such other person as required by law. 

Do consultees agree? 
LEAVE ALL CHECK BOXES BLANK (i.e. none of the above) 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
We invite consultees to identify any other responsibilities which a responsible individual 
should have. 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
We invite consultees’ views as to what experience, skills and qualifications a person 
responsible for a surrogacy organisation should have. 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.62 
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Consultation Question 35. 
We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit 
making bodies. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction 
surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and would 
drive an increase in surrogacy. Even if surrogacy organisations are non-profit making, they will 
inevitably be driven by commercial imperatives (for example, to cover costs, salaries, etc.) and will 
need to continuously seek new business and to convince or coerce more women to act as 
‘surrogates.’ 
 
Deriving income from surrogacy is abhorrent and, given the parallels between surrogacy and 
prostitution, is a potential violation of Article 6 of CEDAW, which prohibits third-parties profiting or 
otherwise benefiting from the prostitution of women. 

Paragraph 9.84 

 
Consultation Question 36. 
We invite consultees’ views as to what should be included in the definition of matching 
and facilitation services. 
I disagree with organisations being able to provide matching and facilitation services, because that 
would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights 
of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.94 

 
Consultation Question 37. 
We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to 
offer matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new 
pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated surrogacy 
organisations or any other organisations being able to provide matching and facilitation services 
for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I 
consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
  
We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should 
be able to offer matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements 
outside the new pathway. 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated surrogacy 
organisations or any other organisations being able to provide matching and facilitation services 
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for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I 
consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.95 

 
Consultation Question 38. 
We invite consultees’ views as to the sanctions that should be available against 
organisations that offer matching and facilitation services without being regulated to do so, 
and whether these should be criminal, civil or regulatory. 
I do not accept that matching and facilitation services should be allowed – regardless who they 
are provided by – because they would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I consider 
a violation of the human rights of both women and children. Offering such services should be a 
criminal offence. 

Paragraph 9.97 

 
Consultation Question 39. 
We provisionally propose that the remit of the Human Fertilisation and Embryology 
Authority be expanded to include the regulation of regulated surrogacy organisations, and 
oversight of compliance with the proposed legal requirements for the new pathway to 
legal parenthood. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction 
surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and would 
drive an increase in surrogacy. 
 
If consultees agree, we invite their views as to how the Authority’s Code of Practice 
should apply to regulated surrogacy organisations, including which additional or new 
areas of regulation should be applied. 

Paragraph 9.117 

 
Consultation Question 40. 
We provisionally propose that surrogacy agreements should remain unenforceable 
(subject to the exception we provisionally propose in Consultation Question 88 in relation 
to financial terms). 

Do consultees agree? 
YES 

Paragraph 9.129 
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Consultation Question 41. 
We provisionally propose that there should be no prohibition against charging for 
negotiating, facilitating and advising on surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I VEHEMENTLY disagree with this proposal and the opening up of surrogacy in this country, 
because I consider it a violation of the human rights of both women and the child. The idea of 
organisations charging to facilitate it is utterly abhorrent and violates the spirit, if not the letter, of 
Article 6 of CEDAW, given the parallels between surrogacy and prostitution. Article 6 prohibits the 
exploitation of the prostitution of women – which includes deriving any form of benefit from 
women’s prostitution. 

Paragraph 9.135 

 
Consultation Question 42. 
We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy 
should be removed, with the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything 
that can lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I VEHEMENTLY disagree with removing the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy. 
Surrogacy is a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and enabling advertising 
sites (and other ‘service’ organisations) to financially benefit from it is abhorrent. 
 
At this time of increasing poverty and inequality, it would be unethical to promote the idea that 
being a ‘surrogate’ mother would be a solution to an impoverished woman’s financial problems. If 
this proposal is implemented, Facebook and Google are likely present surrogacy ads to female 
students and young women suggesting that becoming a ‘surrogate’ would provide the solution to 
their financial worries. The most disadvantaged young women would be the most vulnerable to 
this idea and it is doubtful it would ever truly be in her best interest. 
 
Just as we protect disadvantaged people from the temptation of selling their kidneys for money, 
we need to protect disadvantaged women from the temptation of renting their wombs. This means 
that advertising of surrogacy MUST remain banned. 

Paragraph 9.145 
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Consultation Question 43. 
We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, where the making of a parental 
order in respect of a child born of a surrogacy arrangement has been recorded in the 
Parental Order Register, the child should be able to access his or her original birth 
certificate at the age of 18. 

Do consultees agree? 
YES 

Paragraph 10.80 

 
Consultation Question 44. 
We provisionally propose that where children are born of surrogacy arrangements that 
result in the intended parents being recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full 
form of that certificate should make clear that the birth was the result of a surrogacy 
arrangement. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended 
parents’ should be recorded as parents on the original birth certificate. The birth mother should be 
recorded as the birth mother on the birth certificate and all decisions involving legal parenthood 
and parental responsibility should be taken after the birth by a court or other competent authority, 
with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN 
Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and 
the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
However, if the ‘intended parents’ are recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of 
the certificate should make clear that the birth was the result of a surrogacy arrangement. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 10.85 

 
Consultation Question 45. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether the birth registration system in England and 
Wales requires reform and, if so, which reforms they would like to see. 
I do not consider the birth registration system to be in need for reform. I am particularly opposed to 
changes to allow for the registration of three parents or for anyone other than the birth mother to 
be recorded as the mother on the original birth certificate. Such proposals could lead to the 
facilitation of the sale of children and an erosion of mothers’ rights and a diluting of the 
understanding that the relationship between the birth mother and the child is unique. 

Paragraph 10.87 
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Consultation Question 46. 
We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has 
been the subject of a parental order should be able to access all the documents contained 
in the court’s file for those parental order proceedings. 

Do consultees agree? 
YES 

Paragraph 10.89 

 
Consultation Question 47. 
We provisionally propose that a national register of surrogacy arrangements should be 
created to record the identity of the intended parents, the surrogate and the gamete 
donors. 

Do consultees agree? 
YES 
 
We provisionally propose that: 

47. the register should be maintained by the Authority; 
48. the register should record information for all surrogacy arrangements, 

whether in or outside the new pathway, provided that the information about 
who has contributed gametes for the conception of the child has been 
medically verified, and that the information should include: 
1. identifying information about all the parties to the surrogacy 

arrangement, and 
2. non-identifying information about those who have contributed gametes to 

the conception of the child; and 
49. to facilitate the record of this information, the application form/petition for a 

parental order should record full information about a child’s genetic heritage 
where available and established by DNA or medical evidence, recording the 
use of an anonymous gamete donor if that applies. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy 
organisations. However, should surrogacy take place, it is important that the children have access 
to information about their origins and these proposals seem generally sound, except that the 
information held on gamete donors should also include identifying information – because 
otherwise it trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the right to know her or his 
genetic parentage. 

Paragraph 10.102 
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Consultation Question 48. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate 
and the intended parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy 
arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy arrangement. 
I agree but with the proviso that all the information should be identifying – because otherwise it 
trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the right to know her or his genetic 
parentage. 

Paragraph 10.104 

 
Consultation Question 49. 
We provisionally propose that a child born of a surrogacy arrangement should be able to 
access the information recorded in the register from the age of 18 for identifying 
information, and 16 for non-identifying information (if such information is included on the 
register), provided that he or she has been given a suitable opportunity to receive 
counselling about the implications of compliance with this request. 

Do consultees agree? 
YES 
 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether a child under the age of 18 or 16 (depending on 
whether the information is identifying or non-identifying respectively) should be able to 
access the information in the register and, if so, in which circumstances: 

50. where his or her legal parents have consented; 
51. if he or she has received counselling and the counsellor judges that he or 

she is sufficiently mature to receive this information; and/or 
52. in any other circumstances. 

I agree with (1) and (2) and believe there might be other circumstances where this is reasonable. 
Paragraph 10.110 

 
Consultation Question 50. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any provision for those born of 
a surrogacy arrangement to make a request for information to disclose whether a person 
whom he or she is intending to marry, or with whom he or she intends to enter into a civil 
partnership or intimate physical relationship, was carried by the same surrogate. 
YES, this should be possible. 

Paragraph 10.114 

 
Consultation Question 51. 
We provisionally propose that where two people are born to, and genetically related 
through, the same surrogate, they should be able to access the register to identify each 
other, if they both wish to do so. 

Do consultees agree? 
YES 
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We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be provision to allow people born 
to the same surrogate – but who are not genetically related – to access the register to 
identify each other, if they both wish to do so. 
YES, I agree. 

Paragraph 10.121 

 
Consultation Question 52. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether provision should be made to allow a person 
carried by a surrogate, and the surrogate’s own child, to access the register to identify 
each other, if they both wish to do so: 

53. if they are genetically related through the surrogate; and/or 
54. if they are not genetically related through the surrogate. 

YES to both (1) and (2) 
Paragraph 10.123 

 
Consultation Question 53. 
For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to 
whether details of an intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental 
order should be recorded in the register. 
The intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded 
in the register. 

Paragraph 10.128 

 
Consultation Question 54. 
We provisionally propose that the six month time limits in sections 54 and 54A of the 
HFEA 2008 for making a parental order application should be abolished. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain 
circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child. 

Paragraph 11.20 

 
Consultation Question 55. 
We provisionally propose that: 

55. the current circumstances in which the consent of the surrogate (and any 
other legal parent) is not required, namely where a person cannot be found 
or is incapable of giving agreement, should continue to be available; 

NO 
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I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child 
trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s wombs. An adoption order can be considered 
as an option when a parental order is not possible. 
 

56. the court should have the power to dispense with the consent of the 
surrogate, and any other legal parent of the child, in the following 
circumstances: 
1. where the child is living with the intended parents, with the consent of the 

surrogate and any other legal parent, or 
2. following a determination by the court that the child should live with the 

intended parents; and 
57. the court’s power to dispense with consent should be subject to the 

paramount consideration of the child’s welfare throughout his or her life 
guided by the factors set out in section 1 of the Adoption and Children Act 
2002 and, in Scotland, in line with the section 14(3) of the Adoption and 
Children (Scotland) Act 2007. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child 
trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s wombs. An adoption order can be considered 
as an option when a parental order is not possible. 

Paragraph 11.58 

 
Consultation Question 56. 
We provisionally propose that, both for a parental order and in the new pathway, the 
intended parents or one of the intended parents must be domiciled or habitually resident 
in the UK, Channel Islands or Isle of Man. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The ‘intended parents’ should be 
domiciled (and not simply habitually resident) in the UK in order to avoid surrogacy tourism. 
 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any additional conditions 
imposed on the test of habitual residence, for example, a qualifying period of habitual 
residence required to satisfy the test. 
I profoundly disagree with opening up parental orders to ‘intended parents’ who are habitual 
residents but not domiciled in the UK – because of the risk of surrogacy tourism. 

Paragraph 12.15 
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Consultation Question 57. 
We invite consultees’ views on whether: 

58. the qualifying categories of relationship in section 54(2) of the HFEA 2008 
should be reformed and, if so, how; or 

59. the requirement should be removed, subject to two persons who are within 
the prohibited degrees of relationship being prevented from applying. 

The qualifying categories of relationship should not be reformed or removed. 
Paragraph 12.29 

 
Consultation Question 58. 
We provisionally propose that to use the new pathway, intended parents should be 
required to make a declaration in the surrogacy agreement that they intend for the child’s 
home to be with them. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 12.34 

 
Consultation Question 59. 
We provisionally propose that the new pathway – 

60. should not impose a requirement that the intended parent, or one of the 
intended parents, provide gametes for the conception of the child, so that 
double donation of gametes is permitted, but 

61. that double donation should only be permitted in cases of medical necessity, 
meaning that there is not an intended parent who is able to provide a 
gamete due to infertility. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic link should 
be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 
 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether double donation should be permitted under the 
parental order pathway (to the same extent that it may be permitted in the new pathway) 
in domestic surrogacy arrangements. 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and all other proposals that are 
likely to result in an increase in surrogacy. I therefore do not believe that double donation should 
be permitted under the parental order pathway in domestic surrogacy arrangements. 
 
We provisionally propose that the requirement that the intended parent or one of the 
intended parents contribute gametes to the conception of the child in the parental order 
pathway should be retained in international surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 
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YES 
Paragraph 12.64 

 
Consultation Question 60. 
We provisionally propose that if the requirement for a genetic link is retained for domestic 
cases outside the new pathway, the requirement should not apply, subject to medical 
necessity, if the court determines that the intended parents in good faith began the 
surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway but were required to apply for a parental 
order. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I fundamentally disagree with proposals to introduce the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic 
link should be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 

Paragraph 12.71 

 
Consultation Question 61. 
We provisionally propose that if double donation is permitted only in cases of medical 
necessity, an exception should be made to allow a parental order to be granted to a single 
parent without a genetic link where the intended parent’s former partner provides gametes 
but the intended parents’ relationship breaks down before the grant of a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 

Paragraph 12.76 

 
Consultation Question 62. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that a surrogacy 
arrangement has been used because of medical necessity: 

62. for cases under the new pathway to parenthood; and/or 
63. for cases where a post-birth parental order application is made. 

I oppose surrogacy and believe that it is a fundamental violation of women’s and children’s rights 
and that it should therefore be banned. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 
 
We invite consultees’ views as to how a test of medical necessity for surrogacy, if it is 
introduced, should be defined and assessed. 
I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 

Paragraph 12.94 

 
Consultation Question 63. 
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We provisionally propose that in order to use the new pathway to parenthood, information 
identifying the child’s genetic parents and the surrogate must be provided for entry on the 
national register of surrogacy agreements prior to registration of the child’s birth. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I profoundly oppose the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. However, I support the requirement in 
any surrogacy arrangements for the recording of the identity of all genetic parents and the birth 
mother. 
 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be a condition for an application for a 
parental order that: 

64. those who contributed gametes are entered on the national register of 
surrogacy agreements; and/or 

65. if it remains a requirement that one of the intended parents provided 
gametes in the conception of the child, that the genetic link is demonstrated 
to the court with medical or DNA evidence. 

While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, I support this condition for a parental order in 
the circumstances described in both (1) and (2). 
 
We provisionally propose that it should be a condition for the application of a parental 
order that the identity of the surrogate is entered on the national register of surrogacy 
agreements. 

Do consultees agree? 
YES 
 
While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, if it happens, I support this provision. 

Paragraph 12.115 

 
Consultation Question 64. 
We provisionally propose that there should be no maximum age limit for the grant of a 
parental order. The age of the intended parents should continue to be taken into account 
in the assessment of the welfare of the child in applications to grant a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I am opposed to surrogacy and would like to see it banned, because it is a violation of both 
women’s and children’s human rights. 
 
Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society 
and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good health until the child reaches adulthood. 
Surrogacy is therefore particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. If surrogacy is to 
be opened up, a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is imperative. This will make it clear that 
society does not condone older people entering a surrogacy arrangement and will make it less 
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likely that older people will go ahead with such an arrangement and present the court with a fait 
accompli. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement up to that age but not beyond. It is therefore 
imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether under the new pathway there should be a 
maximum age limit for intended parents, and if so, what it should be. 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be 
allowed, there should be a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ and it should be 45. 
 
Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society 
and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good health until the child reaches adulthood. I 
am opposed to surrogacy per se, because it is a violation of both women’s and children’s human 
rights. However, it is particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. I therefore consider 
that a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is important. This will make it clear that society 
does not consider it acceptable for older people to enter into a surrogacy arrangement and will 
make it less likely that they will. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement up to that age. It is therefore imperative that 
age limits are set very carefully. 
 
We provisionally propose that intended parents should be required to be at least 18 years 
old at the time that they enter into a surrogacy agreement under the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be 
allowed, there should be a minimum age for ‘intended parents’ and it should be much older than 
18. I suggest that 25 would be more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement at that age. It is therefore imperative that 
age limits are set very carefully. What kind of society would want 18-year olds to believe that it 
would be reasonable for them to become ‘parents’ through a surrogacy arrangement – before they 
have taken even their first steps into independence and adulthood? 

Paragraph 12.133 

 
Consultation Question 65. 
We provisionally propose that surrogates should be required to be at least 18 years of age 
(at the time of conception), in order for the court to have the power to make a parental 
order. 

Do consultees agree? 
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OTHER 
 
I am opposed to surrogacy per se and would like to see it banned, because I consider it a violation 
of both women’s and children’s human rights. 
 
At 18 a woman is barely out of childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish herself 
as an adult. This means that she is particularly vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There 
should be a significantly older minimum age for entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I 
suggest that 25 years would be more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society 
sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy arrangement 
is a reasonable thing for them to be doing before they have taken even their first steps into 
independence and adulthood? 
 
We provisionally propose that surrogates should be required to be at least 18 years old at 
the time of entering into the surrogacy agreement within the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for a ‘new pathway’. At 18 a woman is barely out of 
childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish herself as an adult. This means that she 
is particularly vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There should be a significantly older 
minimum age for entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I suggest that 25 years would be 
more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society 
sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy arrangement 
is a reasonable thing for them to be doing before they have taken even their first steps into 
independence and adulthood? 

Paragraph 12.144 

 
Consultation Question 66. 
We provisionally propose that medical testing of the surrogate, any partner of the 
surrogate, and any intended parent providing gametes should be required for the new 
pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
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We invite consultees’ views as to whether the types of testing set out in the Code of 
Practice are feasible for traditional surrogacy arrangements outside a licensed clinic, and 
if not, which types of testing should be required for such arrangements. 
 

Paragraph 13.16 

 
Consultation Question 67. 
We provisionally propose that, as a condition of being eligible for entry into the new 
pathway: 

66. the surrogate, her spouse, civil partner or partner (if any) and the intended 
parents intending to enter into a surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway 
should be required to attend counselling with regard to the implications of 
entering into that arrangement; and 

67. the implications counselling should be provided by a counsellor who meets 
the requirements set out in the Code of Practice at paragraphs 2.14 to 2.15. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.44 

 
Consultation Question 68. 
We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that 
the surrogate and the intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect 
of the law and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is signed. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.65 
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Consultation Question 69. 
We provisionally propose that, as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway: 

(1) an enhanced criminal record certificate should be obtained for intended 
parents, surrogates and any spouses, civil partners or partners of surrogates; 
(2) the body overseeing the surrogate arrangement should not enable a 
surrogate arrangement to be proceed under the new pathway where a person 
screened is unsuitable for having being convicted of, or received a police caution 
for, any offence appearing on a prescribed list of offences; and 
(3) the body overseeing the surrogacy arrangement may also determine that a 
person is unsuitable based on the information provided in the enhanced record 
certificate. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether the list of offences that applies in the case of 
adoption is appropriate in the case of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. 
OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.73 

 
Consultation Question 70. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the 
surrogate has previously given birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway. 
OTHER 
 
I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. 
 
Society should not condone women who have never had a child of their own entering an 
arrangement to undergo pregnancy and childbirth for someone else. It is impossible to understand 
what pregnancy and childbirth are like and how they will change you until or unless you have had 
that experience yourself. 

Paragraph 13.95 

 
Consultation Question 71. 
We provisionally propose that there should not be a maximum number of surrogate 
pregnancies that a woman can undertake as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
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I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. 
 
Society should not condone women undergoing multiple ‘surrogate’ pregnancies and childbirths. 
Even the Kennel Club recognises that female dogs should not be allowed to undertake more than 
four pregnancies. It is abhorrent that female dogs have better protections than women would have 
under this proposal. 

Paragraph 13.99 

 
Consultation Question 72. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether payment of costs by the intended parents to the 
surrogate should be able to be: 

68. based on an allowance; 
69. based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, but without the need for 

production of receipts; or 
70. based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, and only on production of 

receipts. 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.16 

 
Consultation Question 73. 
We invite consultees’ views as to: 

71. whether intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate essential 
costs relating to the pregnancy; and 

72. the types of expenditure which should be considered “essential”.   
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above the actual 
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essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, 
and travel to medical appointments – backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.22 

 
Consultation Question 74. 
We invite consultees’ views as to: 

73. whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay the 
surrogate additional costs relating to the pregnancy; and 

74. the types of expenditure which should be considered additional, rather than 
essential.   

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above the actual 
essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, 
and travel to medical appointments – backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.26 

 
Consultation Question 75. 
We invite consultees’ views as to: 

75. whether intended parents should be permitted to pay all costs that arise 
from entering into a surrogacy arrangement, and those unique to a 
surrogate pregnancy; and 

76. the types of cost which should be included within this category. 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.29 
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Consultation Question 76. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be 
able to pay their surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or 
self-employed). 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost earnings. 

Paragraph 15.37 

 
Consultation Question 77. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be 
able to pay their surrogate either or both of the following lost potential earnings: 

77. her lost employment-related potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 
15.35 above); and/or 

78. other lost potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 15.36 above). 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost earnings. 

Paragraph 15.38 
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Consultation Question 78. 
We invite consultees to share their experiences: 

79. of the impact that payments received by a surrogate from the intended 
parents has had on the surrogate’s entitlement to means-tested social 
welfare benefits; and 

80. where a surrogacy arrangement has had an impact on the surrogate’s 
entitlement to means-tested social welfare benefits, how that has been 
addressed in their surrogacy arrangement. 

N/A 
Paragraph 15.47 

 



39 

Consultation Question 79. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay 
compensation to the surrogate for the following: 

81. pain and inconvenience arising from the pregnancy and childbirth; 
82. medical treatments relating to the surrogacy, including payments for each 

insemination or embryo transfer; and/or 
83.  specified complications, including hyperemesis gravidarum, pre-eclampsia, 

an ectopic pregnancy, miscarriage, termination, caesarean birth, excessive 
haemorrhaging, perineal tearing, removal of fallopian tubes or ovaries or a 
hysterectomy. 

It is absurd to propose that one could place a monetary value on the pain of adverse pregnancy 
outcomes. In putting a price tag on perineal tear for example, some mothers report little pain or 
symptoms, others have profound ongoing fear of vaginal penetration, which can result in very 
significant emotional and relationship difficulties. Infection may complicate healing, and some 
women report long term sequelae from this, such as impaired wound healing. 
 
Haematology conditions should also be considered. Blood loss, for example due to placental 
haemorrhage can be very significant, and potentially result in emergency hysterectomy and blood 
transfusion to save the life of the mother. It is a fact that although blood is thoroughly screened in 
the UK there still remains the potential for blood borne illnesses to be transmitted, and the fact that 
some of these may not have been identified yet by researchers is also a real risk to a mother 
receiving transfusion. Persons who have had a blood transfusion are currently unable to donate 
blood themselves in the UK, due to the risk of (vCJD) transmission. This is an indication of the 
gravity of receiving blood products. 
 
No medical intervention is EVER risk free. Receiving multiple blood products in the context of 
Massive Transfusion Protocol (eg platelets, Fresh Frozen Plasma, cryoprecipitate) only heighten 
those risks. 
 
Conditions such as HELLP (Haemolysis, Elevated Liver enzymes, Low Platelets) can be fatal, and 
although the maternal mortality rate is low, it can have significant sequelae, including renal failure 
potentially requiring dialysis, placental abruption (potentially fatal for mother and baby) permanent 
liver damage and retinal detachment resulting in visual impairment. 
 
Each of these conditions have long term consequences for a woman, psychologically, physically 
and emotionally, and may also affect her ability to return to work or care for other children. 
 
Also, the late complications of childbirth have been disregarded. Late consequences of childbirth 
can include vaginal or rectal prolapse, urinary and faecal incontinence. Women who have had a C 
section may experience ongoing pain around the scar. Some sources quote this as affecting 
between 6 and 18 percent of women. These symptoms can be profoundly distressing, and may 
take years to present (conversely, may present immediately). 
 
How could we ensure that women suffering these complications are compensated? They are 
multifactorial, and risk increases with instrumented delivery and parity. How would it be proposed 



40 

to unpick the role of a surrogate pregnancy in causing these symptoms in relation to other risk 
factors, for example parity, smoking history, personal medical history? 
 
Psychiatric conditions are also absent from this list. Complications including depression and 
anxiety may be worsened by pregnancy. Other mental health conditions such as post natal 
depression and post partum psychosis can be fatal, and impact on a woman’s health for many 
years to come. I’m quite shocked that none of these conditions have been explicitly mentioned 
and it does make me wonder how the list of complications was created. I’d also like to know what 
level of haemorrhage would be considered “excessive”. 
 
The wording of the question “should” be able to pay compensation is not the same as being 
mandated to do so. This potentially creates a situation where some “luckier” women would receive 
compensation others would not. 
 
All of the above illustrates the risks of surrogacy and confirms my support for a total ban on 
surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. 
 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other matters in respect of which 
intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate compensation. 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. 
 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether the level of compensation payable should be: 

84. a fixed fee set by the regulator (operating as a cap on the maximum 
payable), or 

85. left to the parties to negotiate.   
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. 

Paragraph 15.53 
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Consultation Question 80. 
We invite consultees views’ as to whether intended parents should be able to pay 
compensation to the surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the 
surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for the 
surrogate. 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question illustrates the risks of surrogacy and why I oppose it. 

Paragraph 15.56 

 
Consultation Question 81. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether: 

86. intended parents should be able to buy gifts for the surrogate; and 
87. if so, specific provision should be made for these gifts to be modest or 

reasonable in nature. 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to give the birth mother gifts. 

Paragraph 15.60 

 
Consultation Question 82. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be possible for the intended parents to 
agree to pay a woman for the service of undertaking a surrogacy. 
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It should not be possible for the intended parents to agree to pay a woman for the service 
of undertaking a surrogacy. (check box) 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her ‘services’. 
 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay 
a woman for the service of undertaking surrogacy, whether that the fee should be: 

88. any sum agreed between the parties to the surrogacy; or 
89. a fixed fee set by the regulator. 

Leave both check boxes blank. 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her ‘services’. 
 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay 
a woman a fixed fee for the service of undertaking surrogacy, what, if any, other payments 
the law should permit, in addition to that fixed fee: 

90. no other payments; 
91. essential costs relating to the pregnancy; 
92. additional costs relating to the pregnancy; 
93. lost earnings; 
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94. compensation for pain and inconvenience, medical treatment and 
complications, and the death of the surrogate; and/or 

95. gifts. 
Leave all check boxes blank. 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to make any type of fee or payment to 
the birth mother for her ‘services’. 

Paragraph 15.69 

 
Consultation Question 83. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be possible for any payment the law 
permits the intended parents to pay the surrogate for her services to be reduced in the 
event of a miscarriage or termination of the pregnancy. 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their 
‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of surrogacy. 
 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if the law permits a fee payable to the 
surrogate to be able to be reduced in the event of a miscarriage or termination, whether 
such provision should apply: 

96. in the first trimester of pregnancy only; 
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97. to any miscarriage or termination; or 
98. some other period of time (please specify).   

Leave all check boxes blank. 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their 
‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of surrogacy. 

Paragraph 15.72 

 
Consultation Question 84. 
We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to 
surrogates should be the same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to 
parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I am opposed to the ‘new pathway’ but consider that regardless of the surrogacy arrangement 
being used, the only payments that should ever be made are essential and basic expenses for 
which receipts are provided. 

Paragraph 15.74 

 
Consultation Question 85. 
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We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have 
not discussed which they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the 
surrogate. 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.75 

 
Consultation Question 86. 
We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that 
intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate. 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.76 
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Consultation Question 87. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are specific methods of enforcing 
limitations that are placed on payments to surrogates that we should consider as part of 
our review: 

99. for cases within the new pathway to parenthood; and 
100. for cases where a parental order is made after the birth of the baby. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
The only payments that should be made are essential and basic expenses and for which receipts 
are provided. The judge or other competent authority should closely monitor all financial aspects 
of the arrangement (in line with the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations*) and refuse the 
parental order when payments have exceeded basic expenses. If it is not a judge overseeing the 
arrangements, the competent authority should be totally independent and not, for example, an 
agency (or ‘regulated surrogacy organisation’) that has been involved in the arrangements in any 
way. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 15.89 

 
Consultation Question 88. 
We provisionally propose that financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into 
under the new pathway to parenthood should be enforceable by the surrogate. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
 
We provisionally propose that if the financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into 
under the new pathway become enforceable, the ability to do so should not be dependent 
on the surrogate complying with any terms of the agreement relating to her lifestyle. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The idea that a ‘surrogacy 
agreement’ could place restrictions on the birth mother’s lifestyle is utterly abhorrent. 

Paragraph 15.99 
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Consultation Question 89. 
We invite overseas surrogates (or bodies representing or advocating for surrogates) to 
share with us their experiences f international surrogacy arrangements. 
N/A 

Paragraph 16.10 

 
Consultation Question 90. 
We invite organisations focused on children’s rights and welfare in the international 
context to share with us their views on our proposed reforms and consultation questions 
in this chapter. 
N/A 

Paragraph 16.12 

 
Consultation Question 91. 
We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of their experience of applying to register 
a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement as a British citizen and 
obtaining a passport for the child. In particular, we would be interested to hear how long 
the application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have about 
causes of delays in the process. 
N/A 

Paragraph 16.52 

 
Consultation Question 92. 
We provisionally propose that it should be possible for a file to be opened, and the 
application process for obtaining registration of a child born from an international 
surrogacy arrangement and obtaining a passport to begin, prior to the birth of the child. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a 
passport in international surrogacy arrangements appears to contradict the UN Special 
Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling and trafficking of 
children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly disagree with this 
proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.53 
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Consultation Question 93. 
We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of 
applying for a visa for a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In 
particular, we would be interested to hear how long the application took after the birth of 
the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process. 
N/A 

Paragraph 16.68 

 
Consultation Question 94. 
We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process 
for applying for a visa in respect of a child born through an international surrogacy 
arrangement, before the child is born. The application will need to be completed after the 
birth of the child, and the issue of a passport in the child’s country of birth. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a 
passport before the child is born in international surrogacy arrangements appears to contradict the 
UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling and 
trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly 
disagree with this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

 
We provisionally propose that the current provision made for the grant of a visa outside of 
the Immigration Rules where the intended parents are not the legal parents of the child 
under nationality law should be brought within the Rules. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the grant of a visa should not be dependent on the child breaking links with 
the surrogate; or 
(2) that this condition should be clarified to ensure that it does not prevent the 
child having contact, and an on-going relationship, with the surrogate. 
Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current requirement for the grant of a visa 
outside the Rules that the intended parents must apply for a parental order within six 
months of the child’s birth should be removed (regardless of whether the availability of the 
visa is brought within the Rules), if our provisional proposal to remove the time limit on 
applications for parental orders is accepted. 
NO 
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The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain 
circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child. 

Paragraph 16.69 

 
Consultation Question 95. 
We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process 
for applying for a EU Uniform Format Form in respect of a child born through an 
international surrogacy arrangement, before the child is born. The application will need to 
be completed after the birth of the child. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for an EU Uniform Format Form 
for the child before she or he is born in international surrogacy arrangements appears to 
contradict the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against 
the selling and trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I 
therefore strongly disagree with this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.76 

 
Consultation Question 96. 
We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of 
applying for a EU Uniform Format Form for a child born through an international 
surrogacy arrangement. In particular we would be interested to hear how long the 
application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of 
causes of delays in the process. 
N/A 

Paragraph 16.77 

 
Consultation Question 97. 
We provisionally propose that the UK Government should provide a single, 
comprehensive guide for intended parents explaining the nationality and immigration 
consequences of having a child through an international surrogacy arrangement. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I agree with such a guide, but would like to see it explaining the reasons why surrogacy is a 
violation of the human rights of women and children and all the other ways in which it is possible 
for people to enjoy children in their lives. 

Paragraph 16.82 



50 

 
Consultation Question 98. 
We provisionally propose that international surrogacy arrangements should not be 
eligible for the new pathway to parenthood. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 16.93 

 
Consultation Question 99. 
We provisionally propose that: 
the Secretary of State should have the power to provide that the intended parents of 
children born through international surrogacy arrangements, who are recognised as the 
legal parents of the child in the country of the child’s birth, should also be recognised as 
the child’s legal parents in the UK, without it being necessary for the intended parents to 
apply for a parental order, but 
before exercising the power, the Secretary of State should be required to be satisfied 
that the domestic law and practice in the country in question provides protection against 
the exploitation of surrogates, and for the welfare of the child, that is at least equivalent 
to that provided in UK law. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I do not see how this proposal for such a blanket power would align with the UN Special 
Rapporteur’s key recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the Protection of Children 
and Cooperation in respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. The latter requires the birth mother 
to have legal parenthood and parental responsibility when the child is born and that her consent 
to giving up the child must be given AFTER the childs birth and that the transfer of ‘parenthood’ 
should be overseen by the courts or a competent authority on an individual case by case basis, 
with the best interests of the child being the paramount consideration. This is an important 
safeguard against the sale of children and for the protection of the birth mother and I believe it 
should apply equally to international surrogacy arrangements. I therefore strongly disagree with 
this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.94 
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Consultation Question 100. 
We invite consultees to tell us of their experience of surrogacy arrangements in the UK 
involving foreign intended parents. 
N/A 
 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether: 

101. any restriction is necessary on the removal of a child from the UK for 
the purpose of the child becoming the subject of a parental order, or its 
equivalent, in another jurisdiction; and 

102. if such a restriction is necessary, there should be a process allowing 
foreign intended parents to remove the child from the jurisdiction of the UK 
for this purpose and with the approval of the court and, if so, what form 
should that process take. 

Restrictions and checks MUST be in place to protect the child and the birth mother from 
trafficking and exploitation. The process should include the same checks as would be used in an 
international adoption. 

Paragraph 16.120 

 
Consultation Question 101. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current application of the law on statutory 
paternity leave, and statutory paternity pay, to the situation of the surrogate’s spouse, 
civil partner or partner requires reform. 
I do not believe this needs changing. 

Paragraph 17.18 

 
Consultation Question 102. 
We provisionally propose that provision for maternity allowance should be made in 
respect of intended parents, and that any such provision should be limited so that only 
one intended parent qualifies. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 

Paragraph 17.32 
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Consultation Question 103. 
We invite consultees’ views as to: 

103. whether there is a need for reform in respect of the right of intended 
parents to take time off work before the birth of the child, whether for the 
purpose of induced lactation, ante-natal appointments or any other reason; 
and 

104. if reform is needed, suggestions on reform. 
I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children. 

Paragraph 17.36 

 
Consultation Question 104. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether the duty of employers to provide suitable 
facilities for any person at work who is a pregnant woman or nursing mother to rest 
under Regulation 25 of the Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations 1992 is 
sufficient to include intended parents in a surrogacy arrangement. 
I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children. 

Paragraph 17.40 

 
Consultation Question 105. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are further issues in relation to 
employment rights and surrogacy arrangements and, if so, any suggestions for reform. 
I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children 

Paragraph 17.43 

 
Consultation Question 106. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether they believe any reforms in relation to 
surrogacy and succession law are required. 
I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children 

Paragraph 17.56 

 
Consultation Question 107. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any issues in how surrogacy 
arrangements are dealt with by the health services, and whether there are reforms to law 
or practice that consultees would like to see in this area. 
It is important that all health and care professionals are aware that surrogacy agreements are not 
legally binding and that ‘intended parents’ have no legal right to override the birth mother’s 
wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or medical and health care, including during 
pregnancy, labour and childbirth. Even if she has previously agreed to them sharing decisions 
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and being informed on these matters, she can withdraw her consent at any time for any or no 
reason. All professionals involved in her care are duty-bound to comply with her wishes. 
 
All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being 
coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or more persons, including her spouse 
or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be 
present in so-called altruistic surrogacy arrangements. 
 
Surrogacy arrangements place additional and complicated pressures on healthcare staff and this 
could reduce the standard of impartial care given to birth mothers and new-borns – especially 
when the ‘intended parents’ are entitled, rich or of high status. This itself is a valid reason to be 
extremely cautious about making changes that will increase the numbers of surrogacy births. 
 
It is generally recognised that egg donation and IVF pregnancies carry additional health risks. As 
most surrogacy pregnancies involve IVF, any increase in surrogacy is likely to lead to additional 
pressure on the NHS. 
 
Adoption research suggests that the separation of the new-born and the birth mother has long-
term negative effects on the well-being of both of them. This is likely to be the same for birth 
mothers and babies in surrogacy arrangements and so can be expected to place additional long-
term pressures on the NHS and society as a whole. This has not been considered and there are 
no questions about this. 
 
An increase in surrogacy will require an increase in egg donation, which is a risky procedure that 
can have a long-term negative impact on the woman’s health, including premature death. Ethical 
issues abound. Young women might be coerced by financial pressures to donate eggs when this 
isn’t in their best interests and there are worries about eugenics – where egg donors are selected 
on the basis of blonde hair, blue eyes and stereotypical measures of ‘attractiveness’ for example. 
 
The law commissioners do not appear to have considered the likely impact of any of these 
issues. There is no question about people’s thoughts about the NHS picking up the tab for the 
extra costs involved in surrogacy and whether this affects their opinions on surrogacy itself. 
There appears to have been no evaluation of the size of the additional costs to the NHS and 
society. 
 
At a time when the NHS is under severe strain, and life changing therapies (for cancer, cystic 
fibrosis etc) are not funded due to financial constraints it is a slap in the face to provide money 
for prospective parents to indulge their parenting fantasies while denying patients access to 
drugs which are standard of care in other counties. 
 
We invite consultees’ views as to any additions or revisions that they would like to see 
made to the guidance published by the Department for Health and Social Care for 
England and Wales. 
The guidance should be revised to clarify that surrogacy agreements are not legally binding and 
that the birth mother has the right to change her mind at any time, for any or no reason. 
Healthcare professionals must accept that her wishes are paramount and that the ‘intended 
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parents’ have no legal right to override her wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or 
medical and health care, including during pregnancy, labour, childbirth and the postpartum 
period. 
 
All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being 
coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or more persons, including her spouse 
or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be 
present in so-called altruistic surrogacy arrangements. 
 
The guidance should make it clear that healthcare professionals should be even more alert than 
normal to the possibility that she is being coerced and to ensure that they can speak to her 
alone, including during labour, and that if she changes her mind about who is present in 
consultations, and the labour ward/delivery suite, they must respect her wishes. 
 
We invite consultees’ views as to how midwifery practice may better accommodate 
surrogacy arrangements, in particular with regard to safeguarding issues. 
It is important that midwifery practice always prioritises the wishes of the birth mother and the 
wellbeing of herself and the child. 

Paragraph 17.76 

 
Consultation Question 108. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other legal issues in relation to 
surrogacy, not covered in this Consultation Paper, that merit examination. 
It is of considerable concern that the law commissioners appear to have given no consideration 
to the significant risk that women will be coerced into agreeing to participate in surrogacy 
arrangements for someone else’s benefit. This can be true in ‘altruistic’ surrogacy but is even 
more likely if substantial payments are involved. 
 
It is well-known that women and girls are groomed and/or coerced into prostitution by partners 
and ‘boyfriends’ who act as their pimp and take all or much of their earnings. This is a major 
route by which many women enter prostitution and is a major factor in preventing their exit. 
There is no reason to expect that the same dynamics will not occur in relation to surrogacy if it is 
opened up and provides opportunities to make significant amounts of money. 
 
If the law commissioners’ proposals are enacted, there must therefore also be legislation that 
prohibits coercing a woman into a surrogacy arrangement. This should be a criminal offence and 
carry a hefty penalty – in recognition that it is a human rights violation and so that it acts as a 
deterrent. That such a law would be difficult to enforce just adds to the arguments for why paid 
surrogacy is a bad idea – and especially for women. 
 
It would be far better to simply ban all surrogacy arrangements – or at the very least any 
payments beyond basic and essential expenses backed by receipts and overseen by a judge. 

Paragraph 17.80 
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Consultation Question 109. 
We invite consultees who are intended parents, live in the UK, and have entered into a 
surrogacy arrangement that led to the birth of a child to tell us: 

105. when the child was born; 
106. whether the arrangement was domestic or international and, if 

international, in which country the arrangement took place; 
107. whether the arrangement led to the making of a parental order in the 

UK; and 
108. whether they are a: 

1. opposite-sex couple; 
2. male same-sex couple; 
3. female same-sex couple; 
4. single woman; or 
5. single man. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.2 

 
Consultation Question 110. 
We invite consultees who have experience of applying for a parental order in the UK to 
tell us: 

109. whether the surrogacy arrangement was domestic or international; 
110. whether they had legal advice before the making of the parental 

order; 
111. whether they were represented by a lawyer in court; and 
112. the cost of any legal advice or representation. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.4 

 
Consultation Question 111. 

We invite consultees’ views as to the impact (social, emotional, financial or otherwise) of 
the current law where the intended parents are not the legal parents from birth of the 
child born of the surrogacy arrangement. 

Paragraph 18.6 

 
Consultation Question 112. 
We invite consultees to tell us what they have paid for, or to provide evidence about the 
cost of: 

113. medical screening; and 
114. implications counselling 

(where possible separating out the cost of such screening, tests or implications 
counselling from any other costs involved with fertility treatment). 

N/A 
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We invite legal consultees, who advise on surrogacy and parental order proceedings, to 
provide evidence of what they would charge: 

115. to provide advice sufficient to meet the proposed requirement for 
independent legal advice discussed in Chapter 13; and 

116. to draft, advise on and negotiate the written surrogacy agreement 
required for the new pathway. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.8 

 
Consultation Question 113. 
We invite consultees to tell us of the impact of: 

117. the current requirement of a genetic link; and 
118. any removal of this requirement in cases of medical necessity: 

1. in the new pathway; 
2. in the parental order route for domestic surrogacy arrangements; or 
3. in both situations. 

 
Paragraph 18.11 

 
Consultation Question 114. 
We invite consultees who consider that they might be able to fulfil the role of the 
independent professional discussed in Chapter 9 to tell us: 

119. their profession; and 
120. what they would charge to provide such a service. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.13 

 
Consultation Question 115. 
We invite consultees who are intended parents to give us their views on the impact of 
our proposals for reform on their ability to enter into surrogacy arrangements and, in 
particular: 

121. if particular proposals will increase accessibility, and why; and 
122. if particular proposals will restrict accessibility, and why. 

N/A 
We invite consultees who are surrogates to give us their views on the impact of our 
proposals for reform on their ability to enter into surrogacy arrangements and, in 
particular: 

123. if particular proposals will increase accessibility, and why; and 
124. if particular proposals will restrict accessibility, and why. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.15 
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Consultation Question 116. 
We ask consultees who are intended parents to tell us: 

125. whether the surrogacy arrangement was domestic or international; 
126. what they spent, in total, on the surrogacy arrangement(s) that led to 

the birth of their child(ren), including the cost of fertility treatment, 
payments to the surrogate and payments to any surrogacy agency or 
organisation; 

127. how they raised the funds for the surrogacy arrangement(s); 
128. what they spent on any fertility treatment prior to entering into a 

surrogacy arrangement (where that treatment did not lead to the birth of a 
child); and 

129. how they raised the funds for the fertility treatment. 
N/A 

Paragraph 18.18 

 
Consultation Question 117. 
We invite consultees’ views as to the specific impact of our proposals in Northern 
Ireland. 
 

Paragraph 18.20 
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Consultation Question 118. 
We invite consultees’ views as to any other impact that we have not specifically 
addressed in this chapter, or the preceding chapters, of this paper. 
It seems that before the law commissioners designed this consultation, they had already decided 
that surrogacy is a positive thing and so legislation should enable it. This may be explained by a 
limited ‘pre-consultation’ mainly focusing on people who already had a vested interest in 
surrogacy – ‘intended parents,’ women who claim to have had a positive experience of 
surrogacy, and lawyers and other organisations who stand to make money from commercial 
surrogacy if it is given the green light. 
 
It seems that the law commissioners did not consider women as a group to be key stakeholders 
in this endeavour. This is a major error, because just as all women are affected by the institution 
of prostitution, so all women will be affected by any opening up of commercial surrogacy in this 
country. 
 
It could even be argued that one of the key drivers of commercial surrogacy is a desire by men to 
break the legal and cultural recognition of the unique bond between birth mother and child – and 
indeed the proposals to make the ‘intended parents’ the legal parents from the moment of birth 
are a major step in this direction, and are likely to have a significant impact down the line – 
potentially affecting the status of all women. 
 
Paid surrogacy opens up enormous potential for abuse and risks spouses, partners and other 
family members coercing a woman into engaging in commercial surrogacy for their (and not her) 
financial benefit. This will be a potential risk for thousands of women, which appears to have 
been completely overlooked by the law commissioners. 
 
UK and Scottish Law Commissions are obliged to comply with the Public Sector Equality Duty 
(PSED) when carrying out public functions, such as this consultation. There doesn’t appear to be 
any evidence they have done so, because they have not provided their equality considerations 
and impact assessments. As surrogacy has a very different impact on women and children than 
on adult males, we believe the law commissioners are in breach of equality legislation. 
 
The Equality and Human Rights Commission describes the obligations under the PSED to have 
due regard to the need to: 
 

• Eliminate unlawful discrimination, harassment and victimisation and other conduct 
prohibited by the Act. 

• Advance equality of opportunity between people who share a protected characteristic and 
those who do not. 

• Foster good relations between people who share a protected characteristic and those 
who do not. 

 
There are many ways in which opening up surrogacy in the UK is likely to worsen women’s 
position relative to men’s, and the relationship between the sexes. Any loosening of the laws 
around surrogacy could therefore be considered discriminatory. Surrogacy is also likely to have 
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an impact on the relations between the different generations. Imagine the rage that young people 
may feel when they discover that their ‘parents’ not only bought them but took advantage of their 
birth mothers. 
 
It is of major concern that the law commissioners’ ethical arguments hinge on ideas that are not 
based on any recognised human rights instruments – such as the idea that ‘procreative liberty’ 
confers some kind of human right to surrogacy and the idea that a woman has a human right to 
be a ‘surrogate.’ These arguments do not hold up to scrutiny and have been clearly rejected by 
the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
It is shocking that the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ violate many of the recommendations of 
the UN Special Rapporteur that are designed to guard against the sale of children and the 
exploitation of birth mothers, including: 
 
 The birth mother must be accorded the status of legal mother at birth, and must be under no 

contractual or legal obligation to participate in the legal or physical transfer of the child. 
 All payments to the birth mother must be made before the legal and physical transfer of the 

child and must be non-reimbursable – even if she decides not to relinquish the child. 
 The birth mother’s choice to transfer the child “must be a gratuitous act, based on her own 

post-birth intentions, rather than on any legal or contractual obligation.” 
 Pre-conception checks, while encouraged, cannot take the place of appropriate welfare 

checks after the birth of the child. 
 Decisions about parentage and parental responsibility must be made by a court or other 

competent authority on an individual basis after the birth with the best interests of the child 
being paramount. 

 
The consultation is confusing and it does not conform to the government’s consultation 
guidelines. There are too many questions, they are too detailed and do not ask the important 
high-level questions – such as whether you think surrogacy can ever be ethical, etc. 
 
For all these reasons, the law commissioners should go back to the drawing board and start 
again from the position of women’s and children’s human rights. If it is found that there is no way 
to liberalise surrogacy law that is compliant with obligations under international treaties such as 
CEDAW and the UNCRC and its first optional protocol, then the law must not be liberalised. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 
 

Paragraph 18.22 
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About you

1  What is your name?

Name:
Teresa Baron

2  If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a university), what is the name of your organisation?

Enter the name of your organisation:

University of Southampton

3  Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your organisation?

This is a personal response

If other, please provide details:

4  If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best describes you?

Academic

5  What is your email address?

Email address:

6  What is your telephone number?

Telephone number:

7  If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be treated as confidential, please explain to us why you
regard the information as confidential. As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your explanation but cannot give an
assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances.

Please explain why you wish the information that you will provide to us to be treated as confidential:

n/a

Chapter 6: The parental order procedure

8  Consultation Question 1:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

The attraction of international surrogacy arrangements for intending parents is widely recognised, but the same characteristics which make it an
attractive option also present worries: where other countries have more 'permissive' laws which grant intending parents legal rights over the child earlier
or more extensively than in the UK (and by extension, remove legal rights from the surrogate mother), this may be more attractive to intending parents
than the UK system which, in order to balance the rights of all parties, leaves them with the possibility of disappointment. Countries in which paid
surrogacy is legal may also allow intending parents a feeling of greater 'rights' by framing the arrangement as a transaction or business contract, which
may assuage the fear (which some couples have expressed) that they do not have genuine rights to the child. Further, international arrangements
(particularly involving countries in which surrogacy and adoption records are sealed) make it less likely that a gestational mother will be able to 'come
knocking'. But while these features understandably make international surrogacy an attractive option for UK intending parents, they are also
characteristics which allow for a significantly heightened chance of exploitation. As such, the UK should continue to take such assessment of such
arrangements seriously by automatically allocating them to a judge of the High Court.

Please provide your views below:

While I believe that the gravity of the exploitation possible through international surrogacy contracts implies that these cases ought to be allocated to a
judge of the High Court (as stated in my answer above) then if this procedure is ended, circuit judges should be ticketed to hear these cases; the cases
certainly should not be dropped to the districts or not heard at all.



9  Consultation Question 2:

Please provide your views below:

It is my view that, while there should be changes in how the judiciary assess applications for post-birth parental orders (see answers to following
questions), these cases may, in cases where there is no objection from any party, generally continue to be heard by lay justices, as long as with the
support and advice of qualified legal advisers. In more difficult cases (e.g. in cases where either party reneges on the original agreement) I believe that we
should maintain the current procedure, by which the case is heard in the family court by a circuit level judge.

10  Consultation Question 3: We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the current allocation
rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation Questions 1 and 2.

Please provide your views below:

Given that adoption orders are currently issued by the family court, retaining current allocation rules would ensure (a) a reflection of the gravity of
recognition of parental rights and responsibility, and (b) the parity of those seeking to become parents by transfer of legal parenthood from another
party.

11  Consultation Question 4:

No

Please provide your views below:

The UN Special Rapporteur recommends (https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx) that all decisions involving legal parenthood
and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority after the birth - I therefore believe that
no part of the deliberation over the transfer of parental responsibility can be automatic.

12  Consultation Question 5: We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the Family Procedure Rules 2010
should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise.
Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

13  Consultation Question 6:

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 8: Legal Parenthood: Proposals for Reform - A New Pathway

14  Consultation Question 7:

No

Please provide your views below:

I strongly disagree with this proposal for various reasons - firstly, I think that removing the the birth mother's automatic legal status as a parent in any
scenario (including surrogacy arrangement) weakens protections for women's rights and would set a dangerous precedent in weakening the link between
gestation and parental rights. Even if a surrogate mother has the right to object, granting priority as legal parents to the commissioning parents will
intuitively make it more difficult for the birth mother to claim back those rights.
While I recognise that some surrogate mothers have expressed a wish not to have legal parental status at any time, I do not believe that these wishes are
sufficient to outweigh the recommendations of the UN Special Rapporteur and the Hague Convention (designed to protect women's rights and to prevent
risks of child trafficking). The protection of both children and birth mothers requires that legal priority lies with the woman who gives birth to a child, even
if she is free to give up her parental rights and responsibilities to others after the birth.
Finally, as I have mentioned already, these proposed changes pose a threat, by way of precedent, to laws which currently protect mothers considering
giving up children for adoption. The requirement that consent may only be given after the birth of the child (+6 weeks), which is currently a requirement
in surrogacy arrangements also, is important in protecting women from exploitation and helping to prevent child trafficking.
We also have to take account of the hormonal and emotional changes that a woman may undergo during pregnancy and childbirth, and following
childbirth, and the effects that conditions such as post-partum depression may have; we currently do so by ensuring that a woman does not have to
consent to give up her rights to her child until significantly after the birth.

15  Consultation Question 8:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I disagree strongly with both the new pathway and the role of surrogacy organisations within this pathway.



Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

16  Consultation Question 9: We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes should apply to
traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated surrogacy organisation is involved.Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Given that traditional surrogacy involves the surrogate mother's own gametes, the use of anonymous donor sperm would result in a child with which the
commissioning parents have no procreative/biological relationship. Allowing arrangements in which an individual or couple can become the legal parents
of a child to whom they are not related, for a reason other than the best interests of a child who needs parents (since in surrogacy, the arrangement is
the reason for which a child is conceived, and the interests driving the arrangement are the interests of the commissioning parents in acquiring a child)
would contradict the spirit of the law currently regulating adoption in the UK. Under this law, private adoption is illegal, and adoption orders are made
primarily with the interests of the child in mind. Given the proposals made in this consultation to allow advertising and more significant payment
schemes, the proposed change also contravenes the spirit of UK laws prohibiting payment for adoption.

Further: the ability of individuals/couples to (essentially) be able to order a child, who is not biologically related to them, to be conceived, gestated, and
handed over to them, should be profoundly worrying for those concerned with the rights of both children and of surrogate mothers. Such a system
(especially, again, given the proposals made in this consultation to allow advertising and more significant payment schemes) would make wealth the
determining factor in an individual/couple's capacity to acquire children.

The use of surrogacy in place of adoption, for those suffering from fertility problems, has long been justified (in part) by appeal to the importance of
genetic inheritance for many people who wish to have children. Where this genetic connection is absent, this justification no longer exists; we will
approach an abhorrent kind of pro-natalism which suggests that, rather than adopting existing non-related children, those with financial means should
be able to have 'brand-new' non-related children conceived and birthed for them. Sociological and psychological studies have found that couples in the
UK already feel intense pressure to undergo medical interventions to try and reproduce when they have fertility issues, with adoption considered as the
'last resort'. The difference, however, between a couple undergoing IVF and a couple using traditional surrogacy plus donor sperm, is that they will
acquire an unrelated child whilst depending on other individuals to undergo all the medical treatment involved, and the health risks that accompany
these. This is incredibly ethically dubious.

17  Consultation Question 10: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a traditional, domestic
surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from entering into the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

I disagree strongly with the new pathway. Apart from that, my reasons for disagreeing with any arrangement in which neither intending parent is related
to the child are outlined in my answer to question 16 (primarily that allowing such arrangements would set a dangerous precedent and contradict the
spirit of UK laws regulating adoption; but also for the ways in which these changes would encourage and reinforce ethically and socially dangerous ways
of treating children and parenthood).

18  Consultation Question 11:

No

Please provide your views below:

As mentioned above, I strongly disagree with the notion that 'intended' parents should automatically acquire legal parenthood as the child's birth, rather
than the birth mother. The birth registration period is only 6 weeks, and so this proposal would give the birth mother only 5 weeks to object. This again
conflicts with the legal protection given to other women considering giving up the children they have given birth to - adoption law grants them 6 weeks
before an adoption can be finalised. Surrogate mothers should have equal protection. The reasons for which this 6-week period is protected in the case
of adoption - that the time following childbirth is a period of intense and rapid change in a woman's physical, psychological and emotional health - is
identical no matter what arrangement the birth mother is involved in. It is both inappropriate and a matter of profound inequality to grant some women
lesser legal protections in this period than other women.

19  Consultation Question 12:

Other

Please provide your views below:

As stated above, I strongly disagree with the proposed 'new pathway', especially (as explained in my answer to question 18) as concerns the notion of
intended parents acquiring legal parenthood instead of the birth mother at the child's birth. The birth mother should, as in all other situations, be legally
protected as the parent of the child at birth, and any change in PR and legal parenthood should be taken by a court/other competent authority after the
birth of the child, with the child's best interests given priority in these considerations. This would ensure that inconsistencies do not arise between
surrogacy law and adoption law, and would also be consistent with the UN Special Rapporteur's recommendations regarding parenthood and surrogacy
(https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx).

20  Consultation Question 13:



No

Please provide your views below:

This proposal contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur's recommendation (https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx) that all
decisions about legal parenthood and PR in surrogacy arrangement should be undertaken after the child's birth, by a court or other competent authority.
In order for these authorities to make an informed decision about the child's best interests, a welfare assessment must be made after the child's birth; a
pre-conception assessment would usually have been carried out over a year before the child is born, and a lot can change during that time.

While parents of children born through ordinary procreation (medically assisted or not) are not subject to such checks, adoptive parents are subject to
such checks. It would be seriously inconsistent to assess only some of those individuals/couples raising children to whom they did not give birth.

21  Consultation Question 14:

No

Please provide your views below:

I strongly disagree with this proposal - there is a very real risk (reflected in sociological data from countries such as Cambodia) that spouses and partners
may coerce women into surrogate motherhood for financial gain, as already occurs in prostitution. Ensuring that the spouse/civil partner of a surrogate
mother has legal parenthood at the child's birth is a significant insurance against such exploitation.

Further, this proposal would set a precedent which conflicts with other UK laws concerned with parenthood and adoption, and would therefore have
significant implications for all children and families. It cannot ethically be introduced without a full impact assessment; there is no evidence that the
commissioners have carried out this assessment.

22  Consultation Question 15:

No

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please share your views below:

The currently established laws governing parenthood should apply. As well as reducing the risk of spouses/partners exploiting women's reproductive
capacities for financial gain through surrogacy under the new pathway, staying with the established laws avoids the introduction of legal inconsistencies,
and inequalities in the treatment of a birth mother's spouse/partner under different reproductive arrangements.

23  Consultation Question 16:

No

Please provide your views below:

I disagree (as explained above) with the proposal that under the new pathway, the commissioning parents should be automatically legal parents at birth,
unless the birth mother objects. The priority of the birth mother as a legal parent should continue to be protected, and this should not change if the child
is stillborn.

No

Please provide your views below:

24  Consultation Question 17: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, where the child dies
before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents
before the expiry of the period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a declaration to the
effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the birth.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

Please see answer to question 16.

25  Consultation Question 18: For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether, where the surrogate
dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during which she can exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the
new pathway and the intended parents should be required to make an application for a parental order.

Please provide your views below:

26  Consultation Question 19:



No

Please provide your views below:

I strongly disagree with the notion that the deceased commissioning parents should be registered as the legal parents in this situation - as I have argued
in responses to other questions, the birth mother should (as in all situations) be the legal parent of the child at birth, and the registration of birth should
accurately reflect this.

Please provide your views below:

Option (2) is preferable, given the answer to the first part of question 19.

27  Consultation Question 20:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

28  Consultation Question 21: We invite consultees’ views as to: (1) a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases;
and (2) how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this model.

Please provide your views below:

I strongly disagree with the intended/commissioning parents being automatically granted legal parenthood at the child's birth, whether by means of a
temporary three-parent model or otherwise. All decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility being removed from the birth mother in
surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court/other competent authority, after the child's birth, having conducted appropriate welfare
assessments, and prioritising the best interests of the child.

29  Consultation Question 22:

Please provide your views below:

I do not agree with the 'new pathway' proposal that the birth mother would not be the legal parent of the child at birth. All decisions involving legal
parenthood and parental responsibility being removed from the birth mother in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court/other competent
authority, after the child's birth, having conducted appropriate welfare assessments, and prioritising the best interests of the child.

30  Consultation Question 23:

Please provide your views below:

Any decisions about a child's legal parentage, custody, etc. in the event of disputes about a surrogacy arrangement, should be driven by the child's best
interests. The welfare checklist contained in the CA 1989 provides a comprehensive list of the issues to be considered, and is consistent with the UN
Special Rapporteur's recommendations that the priority is the child's best interest. I would therefore not recommend any amendments.

31  Consultation Question 24:

Please provide your views below:

See answer to question 30.

32  Consultation Question 25: We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be amended to add the
intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section 8 order without leave.

Please provide your views below:

I strongly disagree with this suggestion.
The court should always have oversight of surrogacy arrangements, given the risks that surrogacy arrangements carry regarding (a) child trafficking, and
(b) the exploitation of women's reproductive capacities. Protecting human rights demands caution and we should therefore not liberalise surrogacy law
by adding intended parents in surrogacy arrangements to those who may apply for a section 8 order without leave.

33  Consultation Question 26:

No

Please provide your views below:

34  Consultation Question 27:

No

Please provide your views below:



I do not believe that intended parents in surrogacy arrangements should acquire parental responsibility automatically at the birth of the child, for the
same reasons I have given not to grant them automatic legal parenthood at the birth of the child. This follows the recommendations of the UN Special
Rapporteur, aimed to reduce the risks of child trafficking and the exploitation of women through surrogacy.

35  Consultation Question 28: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the surrogate should retain
parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right
to object, assuming that she does not exercise her right to object.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I agree that the birth mother of the child should retain parental responsibility for the child, but that this should not be straightforwardly limited simply by
the period during which she can exercise her right to object under the new pathway. As according to the law regulating PR in all other circumstances, it
should be regulated by primary appeal to the best interests of the child. The intended parents should not have automatic PR and legal parenthood at the
birth of the child; this should be determined by a competent authority/court after the birth of the child, prioritising the best interests of the child.

36  Consultation Question 29:

Please provide your views below:

I strongly disagree with the proposed 'new pathway'. Regarding this question, please see answers to the preceding questions.

Chapter 9: The Regulation of Surrogacy Arrangements

37  Consultation Question 30: We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the scope of the new
pathway.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with the proposals for the 'new pathway.' It introduces inconsistencies into UK regarding the treatment of birth mothers and their spouses; and
of the weight of the best interests of children as a determining factor in legal parenthood. It also sets dangerous precedents which would have significant
implications for the rights of women and children (regarding which it seems clear that the commissioners have not carried out the required impact
assessment), and contradicts binding obligations under the UNCRC.

38  Consultation Question 31: We invite the views of independent surrogates, and intended parents who have used independent surrogacy
arrangements, to tell us about their experience. In particular, we would be interested to hear about any health screening, counselling and
legal advice that took place.

Please provide your views below:

39  Consultation Question 32:

Please provide your views below:

No - see answer to question 30.

Please provide your views below:

40  Consultation Question 33:

No

Please provide your views below:

I strongly disagree with this proposal. Regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy within society, and would lead to the
increased prevalence of surrogacy. I believe that surrogacy constitutes exploitation of women's reproductive capacities, and has documented (a) social
harms, and (b) harms to the rights of women and children, in many countries in which it has become more prevalent following the liberalisation of
surrogacy laws.

Other

Please provide your views below:

See answer to part 1 of this question.

Other

Please provide your views below:



See answer to part 1 of this question.

41  Consultation Question 34:

Please provide your views below:

I have ticked none of the above because I believe that regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and further enable surrogacy in a way highly
detrimental to the equality of women and children in the UK.

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

42  Consultation Question 35: We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit making bodies. Do
consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

Even if surrogacy organisations are non-profit making, they will inevitably be driven by commercial imperatives (for example, to cover costs, salaries, etc.)
and will need to continuously seek new business and to convince or coerce more women to act
as ‘surrogates.’ (This is acknowledged in other parts of the consultation report and implied by the proposal to allow companies to advertise for surrogate
mothers through social media platforms). Deriving derive income from surrogacy is abhorrent and, given the parallels between surrogacy and
prostitution, is a potential violation of Article 6 of CEDAW, which prohibits third-parties profiting or otherwise benefiting from the prostitution of women.

43  Consultation Question 36: We invite consultees’ views as to what should be included in the definition of matching and facilitation services.

Please provide your views below:

44  Consultation Question 37: We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer matching and
facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

45  Consultation Question 37: We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer
matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

46  Consultation Question 38: We invite consultees’ views as to the sanctions that should be available against organisations that offer
matching and facilitation services without being regulated to do so, and whether these should be criminal, civil or regulatory.

Please provide your views below:

47  Consultation Question 39: We provisionally propose that the remit of the Human Fertilisation and Embryology Authority be expanded to
include the regulation of regulated surrogacy organisations, and oversight of compliance with the proposed legal requirements for the new
pathway to legal parenthood. Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

48  Consultation Question 40: We provisionally propose that surrogacy agreements should remain unenforceable (subject to the exception we
provisionally propose in Consultation Question 88 in relation to financial terms). Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

49  Consultation Question 41: We provisionally propose that there should be no prohibition against charging for negotiating, facilitating and
advising on surrogacy arrangements. Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:



50  Consultation Question 42: We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy should be removed, with
the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything that can lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. Do
consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 15: Payments to the Surrogate: Options for Reform

80  Consultation Question 72:

based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, and only on production of receipts.

Please provide your views below:

Any payments to surrogate mothers should be limited strictly to verified expenses, in order to ensure that the system cannot be abused in a way which
would encourage commercial surrogacy and child trafficking. Given that we already live in a country in which partner abuse and coercive control are rife,
and in which sociological data shows us that the bodies of prostituted women are frequently sold by those women's partners, a law which may be
interpreted to allow financial incentives provides another way in which women may be exploited, either by their partners/families or by intending parents
who can use financial gain as leverage when a woman would otherwise be unwilling to act as a surrogate.

81  Consultation Question 73:

Please provide your views below:

82  Consultation Question 74:

Please provide your views below:

83  Consultation Question 75:

Please provide your views below:

84  Consultation Question 76: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay their
surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or self-employed).

Please provide your views below:

85  Consultation Question 77:

Please provide your views below:

86  Consultation Question 78:

Please provide your views below:

87  Consultation Question 79:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

88  Consultation Question 80: We invite consultees' views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay compensation to the
surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for
the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

89  Consultation Question 81:

Please provide your views below:

90  Consultation Question 82:

Not Answered



Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide any views below:

91  Consultation Question 83:

Please provide views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

92  Consultation Question 84: We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to surrogates should be the
same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. Do consultees
agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

93  Consultation Question 85: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have not discussed which
they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

94  Consultation Question 86: We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that intended parents should
be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

95  Consultation Question 87:

Please provide your views below:

96  Consultation Question 88:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

I strongly disagree with the new pathway; however, if any enforceable contracts/agreements WERE to be introduced (which I do not believe that they
should, given the concerns over financial exploitation of vulnerable women) then they should be enforceable by the surrogate.

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 18: Impact

117  Consultation Question 109:

Please insert the year of birth here:

Not Answered

If international, in which country did the arrangement take place?:

Not Answered

Not Answered

118  Consultation Question 110:

Not Answered

Not Answered

Not Answered



Please provide the cost of any legal advice or representation below:

119  Consultation Question 111: We invite consultees’ views as to the impact (social, emotional, financial or otherwise) of the current law
where the intended parents are not the legal parents from birth of the child born of the surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

120  Consultation Question 112:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

121  Consultation Question 113:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

The removal of the requirement for a genetic link would allow what would, in all fundamentals, become a planned adoption process, by which intending
parents could acquire a non-related child to raise, but in which they could circumvent the checks and balances ensured by current adoption law in the UK.
The impact of removing this requirement would therefore be to throw into doubt the legitimacy of adoption law, and to undermine those checks and
balances. On a larger social scale, this would legitimise the acquisition of children alienated from their biological ancestry in every way, by people who
want children but do not want to adopt existing children; it would also legitimise the type of pro-natalism which leads to the neglect of children who need
adoptive/foster parents on the grounds that people desire a 'new'/'untainted' child to mould in their own image. The notion that people could select
donor eggs and sperm and a surrogate mother and thus commission a child for themselves is uncomfortably close to a neoliberal 'one-click'
child-ordering system.

122  Consultation Question 114:

Please provide your views below:

123  Consultation Question 115:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

124  Consultation Question 116:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

125  Consultation Question 117: We invite consultees’ views as to the specific impact of our proposals in Northern Ireland.

Please provide your views below:

126  Consultation Question 118: We invite consultees’ views as to any other impact that we have not specifically addressed in this chapter, or
the preceding chapters, of this Consultation Paper.

Please provide your views below:
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Consultation Question 7.  

 

19.7 In respect of a domestic surrogacy arrangement, we provisionally propose that, before the 

child is conceived, where the intended parents and surrogate have:  

 
(1)  entered into an agreement including the prescribed information, which will include a 

statement as to legal parenthood on birth,  

 

(2)  complied with procedural safeguards for the agreement, and  

 

(3)  met eligibility requirements,  

 

on the birth of the child the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child, subject to the 

surrogate’s right to object.  

Do consultees agree?  

 

 

We agree that in respect of a domestic surrogacy arrangement before the child is conceived, where 

the intended parents and surrogate have:  

 

(1)  entered into an agreement including the prescribed information, which will include a 

statement as to legal parenthood on birth,  

 

(2)  complied with procedural safeguards for the agreement, and  

 

(3)  met eligibility requirements,  

 

on the birth of the child the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child, subject to the 

surrogate’s right to object.  

 

 

 

Consultation Question 8.  

 

19.8  We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations and licensed clinics should 

be under a duty to keep a record of surrogacy arrangements under the new pathway to which they 

are a party, with such records being retained for a specified minimum period.  

 

Do consultees agree?  

 

19.9  We invite consultees’ views as to what the length of that period should be: whether 100 years 

or another period.  

 



 

We agree that regulated surrogacy organisations and licensed clinics should be under a duty to keep a 

record of surrogacy arrangements under the new pathway to which they are a party, with such records 

being retained for a specified minimum period. 

 

 

Consultation Question 9.  

 

19.10 We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes 

should apply to traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated surrogacy organisation 

is involved.  

 

Do consultees agree?  

 

 

We agree that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes should apply to traditional 
surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated surrogacy organisation is involved. 

 

 

 

Consultation Question 11.  

 

19.12 We provisionally propose that:  

 

(1)  the surrogate should have the right to object to the acquisition of legal parenthood by 

the intended parents, for a fixed period after the birth of the child;  

 

(2)  this right to object should operate by the surrogate making her objection in writing 

within a defined period, with the objection being sent to both the intended parents and the 

body responsible for the regulation of surrogacy; and  

 

(3)  the defined period should be the applicable period for birth registration less one week.  

 

Do consultees agree?  

 

 

The response to this question is from Cambridge Family Law only.  

 

Cambridge Family Law is concerned about the short time period within which the surrogate can 

object to the parenthood of the Intended Parents. The reduction from 6 weeks to 35 days (England) or 

14 days (Scotland) fails to fully protect the rights of surrogates, as it does not give them sufficient 

time to recover physically, psychologically and emotionally from the child’s birth before having to 

make such an important decision. 
 

Here, comparisons can be drawn with the laws concerning adoption. The European Convention on 

Adoption 2008 requires that a mother’s consent cannot be given until six weeks after birth.1 The explicit 

reasoning behind the inclusion of this requirement was to “avoid premature adoptions to which mothers 

give their consent as a result of pressure exerted before the birth of the child or before their physical 

health and psychological balance have been restored after the child’s birth.”2 

 

 
1 Article 5(5) ECA 2008. 

2 Council of Europe, Explanatory Report to the European Convention on the Adoption of Children (Revised) 

(2008) [37], <http://conventions.coe.int/Treaty/en/Reports/Html/202.htm> [18 January 2013]. 



A survey on European laws concerning consent to adoption shows that the large majority of states 

require a mother’s consent to adoption be given six weeks – or longer – after birth:  

 

“The legislation in Europe varies vastly from country to country with regards to the timing of 

consent, ranging from before birth (Slovakia), to immediately after birth (Slovenia), 30 days 

(Spain and Bulgaria), six weeks (Cyprus, …the Czech Republic, Latvia, Malta, Portugal, 

Serbia, Switzerland, and Turkey), eight weeks (Estonia and Germany), 60 days (Romania), two 

months (Belgium, Norway, Ukraine), to three months (Denmark, Greece, Iceland, Lithuania, 

Montenegro). Only in Finland and Sweden is there any reference to the emotional and physical 

state of the mother, with consent only permitted after she has sufficiently recovered from the 

child’s delivery (and in Finland, in any case no earlier than eight weeks after birth).”3 

 

Although we recognise the differences between the practices of surrogacy and adoption, in both cases, 

the “cooling off” period after birth serves the same function – to ensure the physical and psychological 

health of the woman who has given birth. In this light, Cambridge Family Law considers that the law 

on surrogacy should extend the same time to recover to the woman who has given birth as does 
adoption. 

 

 

 

Consultation Question 12.  

 

19.13 We provisionally propose that, where the surrogate objects to the intended parents acquiring 

legal parenthood within the period fixed after birth, the surrogacy arrangement should no longer be 

able to proceed in the new pathway, with the result that:  

 

(1)  the surrogate will be the legal parent of the child;  

 

(2)  if one of the intended parents would, under the current law, be a legal parent of the 

child, then he or she will continue to be a legal parent in these circumstances; and  

 

(3)  the intended parents would be able to make an application for a parental order to obtain 

legal parenthood.  

 

Do consultees agree?  

 

 

We agree that, where the surrogate objects to the intended parents acquiring legal parenthood within 

the period fixed after birth, the surrogacy arrangement should no longer be able to proceed in the new 

pathway, with the result that:  
 

(1)  the surrogate will be the legal parent of the child;  

 
(2)  if one of the intended parents would, under the current law, be a legal parent of the child, 

then he or she will continue to be a legal parent in these circumstances; and  

 

(3)  the intended parents would be able to make an application for a parental order to obtain 

legal parenthood.  

 

 

 

 
3 C Fenton-Glynn, Children’s Rights in Intercountry Adoption: A Children’s Rights Perspective (Intersentia, 

2014), footnotes omitted. 



 

Consultation Question 21.  

 

19.25 We invite consultees’ views as to:  

 

(1)  a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases; and  

 

(2)  how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this model.  

 

 

We would advocate strongly for the recognition of a model of legal parenthood that extends beyond the 

two-parent paradigm.4 However, we do not believe that the temporary three-parent model as described 

by the Law Commission would be desirable. 

 

We believe that this is an area that should be explored, in detail and at length, in a future project of the 

Law Commission, as it is an area that the law does not reflect current social norms and reality. This 

extends far beyond the issue of surrogacy, to include wider issues of step-families, adoption, and social 

parenthood.  

 

 

 

Consultation Question 23.  

 

19.27 In respect of England and Wales, we invite consultees’ views as to:  

 

(1) whether the welfare checklist, contained in section 1(3) of the Children Act 1989, should be 

amended to provide for the court to have regard to additional specific factors in the situation where 

it is considering the arrangements for a child in the context of a dispute about a surrogacy 

arrangement; and  

 

(2) if so, as to what those additional factors should be.  

 

 

 

Consultation Question 24.  

 

19.28 In respect of England and Wales, we invite consultees’ views:  

 

(1) as to whether the checklist, contained in section 1(4) of the ACA 2002 (as applied and modified 

by regulation 2 and paragraph 1 of Schedule 1 of the 2018 Regulations) should be further amended 

to provide for the court to have regard to additional specific factors in the situation where it is 

considering whether to make a parental order; and  

 

(2) what those additional factors should be.  

 

 

We would advocate that rather than add factors within s1(3) of the Children Act 1989, and s1(4) of the 

Adoption and Children Act 2002, there be separate provisions which would supplement each of these 

sections, and be used as additional welfare factors to consider in cases concerning surrogacy 

arrangements. This is important as there are features unique to surrogacy that must be taken into account 

 
4 JM Scherpe, "Breaking the Existing Paradigms of Parent–Child Relationships" in G Douglas, M Murch and V 

Stephens (eds), International and National Perspectives on Child and Family Law: Festschrift for Nigel 

Lowe (Intersentia, 2018), pp. 343-359. 

 



when deciding whether to make a child arrangements order, or a Parental Order, which do not easily fit 

within the current framework in the Children Act and Adoption and Children Act. 

 

In both cases, the additional factors should include: 

 

- whether there has been a pre-conception agreement, validly authorised under [the new 

pathway] 

- the intentions of the parties at the time of conception5  

- the genetic, gestational, and social connection that each party has with the child 

- if consent has been refused by the surrogate, the reasons for this 

- whether there has been a significant change of circumstances on the part of either the 

surrogate, or the intended parents 

- the likely effect on the child (throughout their life) of the transfer of parenthood from the birth 

parents to the intended parents 

- the ability of each of the parties to facilitate the child’s relationships with other parties, should 

that be considered by the court to be desirable; and 
- whether issues could be resolved by guardianship and parenting orders, rather than 

declarations of legal parenthood in relation to each of the parties. 

 

 

 

Consultation Question 32.  

 

19.36 We invite consultees’ views as to whether independent surrogacy arrangements should be 

brought within the scope of the new pathway.  

 

19.37 We invite consultees’ views as to how independent surrogacy arrangements might be brought 

within the scope of the new pathway.  

 

 

We do not agree that independent surrogacy arrangements should be brought within the scope of the 

new pathway. The pathway should be limited to only those arrangements that are adequately scrutinised 

by the relevant authorities before conception. Any other arrangement should be subject to scrutiny by 

the courts. 

 

 

 

Consultation Question 40.  

 

19.49 We provisionally propose that surrogacy agreements should remain unenforceable (subject to 
the exception we provisionally propose in Consultation Question 88 in relation to financial terms).  

 

Do consultees agree?  
 

 

We agree that the surrogacy agreement should remain unenforceable. As we have argued elsewhere: 

 

“[L]eaving parenthood to private contract goes contrary to the very purpose of family law. The 

parent/child relationship is not one that should be bargained for between adults, but must reflect 

policy considerations that promote the best interests of the child. Moreover, it has been argued 

 
5 Note: this is needed in addition to the consideration of the existence of an agreement, as it will be relevant to 

wider questions concerning whether to make a child arrangements order concerning the child spending time with 

party with whom they do not live. 



by many, including the UN Special Rapporteur on the sale of children, that commercial 

surrogacy will constitute the sale of the child if the contract is enforceable against the surrogate. 

According to this view, where the surrogacy contract involves the payment of money, in return 

for the transfer the child after birth – either explicitly through physically enforcing the transfer, 

or implicitly by virtue of financial penalties if this does not occur – then the child is being 

bought and sold. This is the case even if it is not characterised as such by the parties to the 

agreement – for example, the payments being listed as for the surrogate’s ‘services’.” 6 

 

We further agree that the financial terms should be enforceable by the surrogate, against the intended 

parent(s). When critiquing the current law, we have argued: 

 

“It is also important to consider the inequality of risk between the parties. For the 

commissioning parents, the risk is that they will not have a child at the end of the process, 

despite having outlaid a lot of money. For the surrogate, on the other hand, if the commissioning 

parents walk away, not only does she have no recourse for recovering payments for the expense 

of the pregnancy (not to mention, she loses any financial gain she may have contracted for), 
but she is also left with a child that she did not plan to raise. This was seen in the case of Baby 

Gammy, where the mother was left with the child with disabilities while the parents took his 

non-disabled twin. Indeed, it was this case that prompted the Thai government to radically 

change their laws on surrogacy, and now includes a new criminal offence for commissioning 

parents who refuse parenthood. As Chief Judge Pascoe stated: ‘the foreign location, lax laws, 

and/or poor law enforcement assists the industry by providing commissioning parents a back-

out option if they decide not to go through with the arrangement – what can be seen as a crude 

‘returns policy’’.”7 

 

For this reason, we would advocate that the surrogate would be able to recover expenses, whether or 

not the child is eventually given to the care of the intended parents. This ensures that the child is not 

the object of a sale, and that the surrogate truly is being paid for gestation – not the handing over of the 

child. 

 

 

 

Consultation Question 41.  

 

19.50 We provisionally propose that there should be no prohibition against charging for 

negotiating, facilitating and advising on surrogacy arrangements.  

 

Do consultees agree?  

 

 
We agree with this proposal, subject to the proviso that anyone who charges for negotiating, facilitating 

and advising on surrogacy arrangements be regulated, either by a professional organisation (e.g. the 

Law Society) or through registration with the HFEA. 
 

We would propose that unregulated persons still be permitted to provide advice, and assist in negotiating 

and facilitating surrogacy arrangements, but only on a not-for-profit basis.  

 

While it is important to allow lawyers and other professionals to be involved in the process, ensuring 

compliance with the legislation and regulations, it is equally vital that surrogacy does not become an 

industry, where unregulated middle-men are making significant amounts of money. 

 
6 C Fenton-Glynn and JM Scherpe, “Surrogacy in a Globalised World” in JM Scherpe, C Fenton-Glynn and T 

Kaan (eds), Eastern and Western Perspectives on Surrogacy (Intersentia, 2019), 584-85 (footnotes omitted) 

7 C Fenton-Glynn and JM Scherpe, “Surrogacy in a Globalised World” in JM Scherpe, C Fenton-Glynn and T 

Kaan (eds), Eastern and Western Perspectives on Surrogacy (Intersentia, 2019), 584 (footnotes omitted). 



 

 

Consultation Question 47.  

 

10.102 We provisionally propose that a national register of surrogacy arrangements should be created 

to record the identity of the intended parents, the surrogate and the gamete donors. 

 

Do consultees agree? 

 

10.103 We provisionally propose that: 

 

(1)  the register should be maintained by the Authority;  

 

(2)  the register should record information for all surrogacy arrangements, whether in or outside the 

new pathway, provided that the information about who has contributed gametes for the 

conception of the child has been medically verified, and that the information should include: 
 

(a) identifying information about all the parties to the surrogacy arrangement, and 

 

(b) non-identifying information about those who have contributed gametes to the conception 

of the child; and 

 

(3) to facilitate the record of this information, the application form/petition for a parental order 

should record full information about a child’s genetic heritage where available and established by 

DNA or medical evidence, recording the use of an anonymous gamete donor if that applies. 

 

Do consultees agree? 

 

 

We agree that a national register of surrogacy arrangements should be created to record the identity of 

the intended parents, the surrogate and gamete donors. Our research on adolescents conceived through 

gamete donation and surrogacy shows that some are curious about their donor or surrogate. Twenty-

eight of the 44 adolescents in our longitudinal study had no contact with their surrogate or donor. Most 

of these adolescents expressed a desire to either know who the surrogate or donor was, or to meet her.8 

Our study of surrogates in the UK has shown that they can often feel disappointed if they had originally 

planned to remain in contact with the intended parents and child, only for contact to be stopped by the 

intended parents. Surrogates in this situation expressed a desire to know how the child was doing, and 

would welcome contact from the child.9 

 

 

 

Consultation Question 49  

 
10.110 We provisionally propose that a child born of a surrogacy arrangement should be able to 

access the information recorded in the register from the age of 18 for identifying 

information, and 16 for non-identifying information (if such information is included on the 

register), provided that he or she has been given a suitable opportunity to receive 

counselling about the implications of compliance with this request. 

 

Do consultees agree? 

 
8 S Zadeh, E Illioi, V Jadva, and S Golombok, “The perspectives of adolescents conceived using surrogacy, egg 

or sperm donation” (2018) 33(6) Human Reproduction 1099-1106. 

9 S Imrie, and V Jadva, “The long-term experiences of surrogates: relationships and contact with surrogacy 

families in genetic and gestational surrogacy arrangements” (2014) 29(4) Reprod Biomed Online 424-35. 



 

 

10.111 We invite consultees’ views as to whether a child under the age of 18 or 16 (depending on 

whether the information is identifying or non-identifying respectively) should be able to 

access the information in the register and, if so, in which circumstances: 

 

(1) where his or her legal parents have consented; 

 

(2) if he or she has received counselling and the counsellor judges that he or she is 

sufficiently mature to receive this information; and/or 

 

(3) in any other circumstances. 

 

 

We agree that a child born of a surrogacy arrangement should be able to access information in the 

register at the age of 18 for identifying information and 16 for non-identifying information, in line with 

the current situation for children born through gamete donation. However, we also believe that a child 

under the age of 18 or 16 should be able to access the information on the register. Our longitudinal 

study of families created through gamete donation and surrogacy has shown that some children grow 

up knowing who their donor or surrogate is. Rather than being a threat to family relationships, such 

contact can be beneficial for the child and sometimes result in children seeing the surrogates’ children 

as good friends or even siblings.10 Our study in the US, of adolescents born through sperm donation, 

found that contact with donor siblings helped young people understand their own donor-conceived 

identity, as they explored what donor conception meant in the context of a shared experience.11 

 

We believe information should be given to those under the age of 16 or 18 if the child born of surrogacy 

has the consent of his or her legal parents, as well as the consent of the surrogate or donor. In the event 

that he or she does not have parental consent, a counsellor should be involved in deciding whether a 

child should be given access to this information. All surrogate born children should be offered support 

when being given information from the register; however, it is important to note that not all families 

will require external support or approval from a counsellor. That is, if information is requested by a 

child who has parental consent, then whether this information is given should not be dependent on the 

counsellor’s judgement of whether the child is sufficiently mature. 

 

We would further add that if identifying information was requested prior to age 18, the surrogate or 

gamete donor should be informed and offered counselling.  

 

 
Consultation Question 54.  

 

19.66 We provisionally propose that the six month time limits in sections 54 and 54A of the HFEA 

2008 for making a parental order application should be abolished.  
 

Do consultees agree?  

 

 

 
10 S Imrie and V Jadva, “The long-term experiences of surrogates: relationships and contact with surrogacy 

families in genetic and gestational surrogacy arrangements” (2014) 29(4) Reprod Biomed Online 424-35; V Jadva 

and S Imrie, “The significance of relatedness for surrogates and their families”, in T Freeman, S Graham, S 

Ebtehaj, and M Richards, Relatedness in Assisted Reproduction: Families, origins and identities (forthcoming, 

Cambridge University Press). 

11 S Persaud, T Freeman,  VJadva, J Slutsky, W Kramer, M Steele, H Steele, and S Golombok, “Adolescents 

conceived through donor insemination in mother-headed families: A qualitative study of motivations and 

experiences of contacting and meeting same-donor offspring” (2016) 31 Children and Society 13-22. 



While the six month time limit has been a paradigm example of the inability of the English courts to 

enforce the provisions of the HFEA 2008 in the face of a surrogacy arrangement that has already taken 

place,12 we do not agree that the six month time limit should be abolished. Instead, there should be an 

explicit exception to the time limit, allowing the court to dispense with this if the welfare of the child 

requires. 

 

This is important as it sends a clear and powerful message to intended parents of the importance of 

obtaining a Parental Order swiftly, while not punishing them for not meeting this requirement. One of 

the difficulties identified in relation to surrogacy is the issue of “limping parenthood” – where 

parenthood is established in another jurisdiction, but never regularised in the United Kingdom. If the 

law clearly states that parenthood should be decided within 6 months of the child’s birth, this will not 

only promote the child’s best interests, but ensure that the Court is able to effectively scrutinise the 

arrangement. Where the case is decided when the child is much older, not only will the evidence be 

more difficult to collect and present, the social situation will be so entrenched that the Court will be 

inhibited in its ability to refuse to recognise the parenthood of the intended parents.  

 
For this reason, we would allow applications outside the 6 month time limit, while still having this as 

the benchmark that should be met. 

 

 

 

Consultation Question 59.  

 

19.72  We provisionally propose that the new pathway –  

 

(1)  should not impose a requirement that the intended parent, or one of the intended parents, 

provide gametes for the conception of the child, so that double donation of gametes is 

permitted, but  

 

(2)  that double donation should only be permitted in cases of medical necessity, meaning 

that there is not an intended parent who is able to provide a gamete due to infertility.  

 

Do consultees agree?  

 

19.73  We invite consultees’ views as to whether double donation should be permitted under the 

parental order pathway (to the same extent that it may be permitted in the new pathway) in 

domestic surrogacy arrangements.  

 

19.74  We provisionally propose that the requirement that the intended parent or one of the 

intended parents contribute gametes to the conception of the child in the parental order pathway 

should be retained in international surrogacy arrangements.  

 

Do consultees agree?  

 

 

As we have written elsewhere: 

 

“the creation of a child that is not genetically related to the commissioning parents, possibly in 

exchange for money, is a very different matter and can with some justification be seen as 

‘buying a baby’. Given that comprehensive protective legal frameworks have been created for 

precisely this situation of parenthood by people not genetically related to the child, namely the 

 
12 See C Fenton-Glynn, “The Difficulty of Enforcing Surrogacy Regulations” (2015) 74(1) Cambridge Law 

Journal 34. 

 



legal rules on adoption, jurisdictions need to weigh very carefully whether they should allow 

those to be circumvented through surrogacy. Moreover, availability of surrogacy in these 

situations may have a significant, and potentially very adverse, impact on the realities of 

adoption, state care and the welfare of those children.”13 

 

Having said this, we agree with the proposal that the new pathway should not impose a requirement 

that the intended parent(s) or one of the intended parents, provide gametes for the conception of the 

child, albeit in very limited circumstances.  

 

Although there are few jurisdictions in the world that allow surrogacy without a genetic link – the 

exceptions being Greece, Russia and some parts of the USA (for example, California)14 – we believe 

that this would remove discrimination against those with infertility, who are the very people we wish 

to be able to use surrogacy.  In particular, we believe that this is important for single women who are 

seeking surrogacy due to an inability to carry a child themselves, and whose gametes may also be 

unusable.  

 
However, we believe that this exception should only be permitted in cases of medical necessity. 

Surrogacy should be viewed as an extension of artificial reproductive technology – it should be used 

only to help facilitate parenthood for those who are unable to conceive or carry a child naturally. It 

should not be used as a mechanism for outsourcing pregnancy. In particular, it should not be used for 

reasons of social convenience – for example, avoiding pregnancy, or time off work.15   

 

We also believe that a lack of genetic connection should only be permitted domestically, and under the 

new pathway. This is because the dangers of child trafficking and the commercialisation of children are 

heightened where there is a lack of genetic link. It opens the door to abusive practices, such as women 

being paid to become pregnant by intermediaries, and only subsequent to this making arrangements 

with the intended parents. 

 

There are two factors that separate the practice of surrogacy from that of adoption: (1) surrogacy 

involves a pre-conception agreement to carry a child on behalf of another; (2) adoption does not require 

a genetic link. If a genetic link is not established in surrogacy, then it is important that the law ensures 

that there is a pre-conception arrangement. In order to ensure that this requirement is effectively 

enforced, the double donation should only be permitted through the new pathway. This will allow the 

agreement to be adequately scrutinised before conception, and therefore we can establish that this is in 

fact a medical necessity, and is not being undertaken for merely social reasons. In international 

agreements, where the surrogacy can only be examined on an ex post facto basis, and the evidence 

available to the Court will not necessarily be complete or accurate,16 the requirement of a genetic link 

should remain in principle. 

 

The issue of a domestic agreement that does not fall within the new pathway, is more difficult. In 

particular, an issue arises where the surrogacy has initially been arranged within the pathway, but 

subsequently falls out of it (for example, where the surrogate no longer consents to the transfer of 

parenthood). In such a case, if there were no genetic link, the intended parents would be left with no 

option but to adopt. For this reason, we would advocate that there be an exception in the new parental 

 
13 C Fenton-Glynn and JM Scherpe, “Surrogacy in a Globalised World” in JM Scherpe, C Fenton-Glynn and T 

Kaan (eds), Eastern and Western Perspectives on Surrogacy (Intersentia, 2019), 589. 

14 See C Fenton-Glynn and JM Scherpe, “Surrogacy in a Globalised World” in JM Scherpe, C Fenton-Glynn and 

T Kaan (eds), Eastern and Western Perspectives on Surrogacy (Intersentia, 2019). 

15 See, for example, Jenny Kleeman, “‘Having a child doesn’t fit into these women’s schedule’: is this the future 

of surrogacy?” (25 May 2019, The Guardian), https://www.theguardian.com/lifeandstyle/2019/may/25/having-a-

child-doesnt-fit-womens-schedule-the-future-of-surrogacy. 

16 See C Fenton-Glynn, “The Regulation and Recognition of Surrogacy in English Law” (2015) 27(1) Child and 

Family Law Quarterly 83-95. 

 



order for a Parental Order to be made for a domestic arrangement in the absence of a genetic link, 

provided that the surrogacy arrangement has started in the new pathway (and thus been scrutinised and 

authorised before conception). 

 

In all other cases – both domestic and international – where there is no genetic relationship, and no 

involvement of the domestic authorities pre-conception, then the correct legal path to parenthood must 

be adoption. 

 

 

 

Consultation Question 62.  

 

19.77  We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that a surrogacy 

arrangement has been used because of medical necessity:  

 

(1)  for cases under the new pathway to parenthood; and/or  
 

(2)  for cases where a post-birth parental order application is made.  

 

19.78  We invite consultees’ views as to how a test of medical necessity for surrogacy, if it is 

introduced, should be defined and assessed.  

 

 

We believe that there should be a requirement that surrogacy is carried out because of medical 

necessity. 

 

As we have argued elsewhere: 

 

“When ‘outsourcing’ the pregnancy for reasons other than infertility becomes available and 

acceptable, this truly makes the ‘transaction’ one of commodification of the gestational process. 

If commercial (or even compensated) surrogacy is also available, gestation then merely becomes 

a service that is for hire, leaving the inconveniences of pregnancy to those who are willing to 

accept them in return for payment. This unquestionably brings with it not only the dangers of 

(financial) exploitation, but also the danger of a dystopian world where the rich for their 

convenience could (and probably would) pay the poor for gestational services. Arguably by 

detaching childbirth from the personal experience to something that can be outsourced at will, it 

loses its humanity.  

 

While in principle the same can be said about surrogacy in cases of infertility, in practice, the 

social situation is very different. Here a person or a couple who would otherwise have a child in 
the natural way (and indeed would have to, if ‘life-style’ surrogacy was not permitted) for 

medical or social/structural reasons has to resort to surrogacy to have a child to which they 

genetically are related. The venture therefore is driven by the very human desire to have and raise 
a child, and not by rejecting the humanity of the gestational process and wanting to avoid the 

inconveniences of pregnancy or child birth.” 17 

 

Having said this, we believe it is important that “medical necessity” be defined widely, to include not 

only medical infertility, but also what we would term “structural infertility” for example single males, 

as well as male couples. 18 

 

 
17 C Fenton-Glynn and JM Scherpe, “Surrogacy in a Globalised World” in JM Scherpe, C Fenton-Glynn and T 

Kaan (eds), Eastern and Western Perspectives on Surrogacy (Intersentia, 2019), 590-91 (footnotes omitted). 

18 C Fenton-Glynn and JM Scherpe, “Surrogacy in a Globalised World” in JM Scherpe, C Fenton-Glynn and T 

Kaan (eds), Eastern and Western Perspectives on Surrogacy (Intersentia, 2019), 589-90.. 



 

 

Consultation Question 82.  

 

19.107 We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be possible for the intended parents to 

agree to pay a woman for the service of undertaking a surrogacy.  

 

19.108 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay a 

woman for the service of undertaking surrogacy, whether that the fee should be:  

 

(1)  any sum agreed between the parties to the surrogacy; or  

 

(2)  a fixed fee set by the regulator.  

 

19.109 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay a 

woman a fixed fee for the service of undertaking surrogacy, what, if any, other payments the law 
should permit, in addition to that fixed fee:  

 

(1)  no other payments;  

 

(2)  essential costs relating to the pregnancy;  

 

(3)  additional costs relating to the pregnancy;  

 

(4)  lost earnings;  

 

(5)  compensation for pain and inconvenience, medical treatment and complications, and 

the death of the surrogate; and/or  

 

(6) gifts.  

 

Consultation Question 86.  

 

19.114 We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that 

intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.  

 

 

Research with surrogates and intended parents in the UK indicates that the amount paid to surrogates 

to cover expenses can vary greatly depending on each woman’s individual circumstances (e.g. the 

amount of childcare she needs, differing amounts relating to lost wages, travel costs to clinics) and that 

a system that allows for this flexibility is valued by both parties.19 

 

A separate concern about payment that has been raised previously is that children born through 
surrogacy would be distressed to discover that the surrogate had received payment from their parents. 

Our research  on children born through surrogacy suggest that this is not the case, at least up to mid-

adolescence. We found evidence of warm, enduring, and respectful relationships between families 

formed through surrogacy and surrogates. Payment did not appear to devalue this relationship.20 

Surrogates were not rejected by the intended parents, as sometimes assumed, or treated merely as 

 
19 M Brazier, A Campbell, and S Golombok, Surrogacy: Review for Health Ministers of current arrangements 

for payments and regulation. Report of the Review Team (Cm 4068. Department of Health, London, 1998) 

20 S Golombok, E Ilioi, L Blake, G Roman, and V Jadva, “A longitudinal study of families formed through 

reproductive donation: Parent-adolescent relationships and adolescent adjustment at age 14” (2017) 53(1)  

Developmental Psychology 1966-1977. 



service providers. Instead the opposite was often true; the relationship between them was characterized 

by mutual respect, trust and appreciation, and not the monetary transaction.21 

 

 

 

Consultation Question 97.  

 

19.129 We provisionally propose that the UK Government should provide a single, comprehensive 

guide for intended parents explaining the nationality and immigration consequences of having a 

child through an international surrogacy arrangement.  

 

Do consultees agree?  

 

 

We agree that the UK Government should provide a single, comprehensive guide for intended 

parents explaining the nationality and immigration consequences of having a child through an 
international surrogacy arrangement. 

 

 

 

Consultation Question 99.  

 

19.131 We provisionally propose that:  

 

- the Secretary of State should have the power to provide that the intended parents of children born 

through international surrogacy arrangements, who are recognised as the legal parents of the child 

in the country of the child’s birth, should also be recognised as the child’s legal parents in the UK, 

without it being necessary for the intended parents to apply for a parental order, but  

 

before exercising the power, the Secretary of State should be required to be satisfied that the 

domestic law and practice in the country in question provides protection against the exploitation of 

surrogates, and for the welfare of the child, that is at least equivalent to that provided in UK law.  

 

Do consultees agree?  

 

 

We agree that the Secretary of State should have the power to provide that the intended parents of 

children born through international surrogacy arrangements, who are recognised as the legal parents of 

the child in the country of the child’s birth, should also be recognised as the child’s legal parents in the 

UK, without it being necessary for the intended parents to apply for a parental order, but before 

exercising the power, the Secretary of State should be required to be satisfied that the domestic law and 

practice in the country in question provides protection against the exploitation of surrogates, and for the 

welfare of the child, that is at least equivalent to that provided in UK law.  

  

 

 
21 V Jadva, S Imrie, and S Golombok, “Surrogate mothers 10 years on: A longitudinal study of psychological 

wellbeing and relationships with the parents and child” (2015) 30(2) Human Reproduction 373-379. 
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17  Consultation Question 10: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a traditional, domestic
surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from entering into the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

If the law permits the use of anonymously donated sperm, I don't see why the arrangement cannot enter the new pathway.

18  Consultation Question 11:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

See answer to 14. Whilst I understand the need for deadlines, I do have concerns for the emotional state of the surrogate after birth and the additional
stress this might put upon them.

19  Consultation Question 12:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

20  Consultation Question 13:

Yes



Please provide your views below:

21  Consultation Question 14:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

22  Consultation Question 15:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please share your views below:

23  Consultation Question 16:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

24  Consultation Question 17: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, where the child dies
before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents
before the expiry of the period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a declaration to the
effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the birth.Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

25  Consultation Question 18: For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether, where the surrogate
dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during which she can exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the
new pathway and the intended parents should be required to make an application for a parental order.

Please provide your views below:

26  Consultation Question 19:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

27  Consultation Question 20:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

28  Consultation Question 21: We invite consultees’ views as to: (1) a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases;
and (2) how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this model.

Please provide your views below:

29  Consultation Question 22:

Please provide your views below:

30  Consultation Question 23:

Please provide your views below:

31  Consultation Question 24:



Please provide your views below:

32  Consultation Question 25: We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be amended to add the
intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section 8 order without leave.

Please provide your views below:

33  Consultation Question 26:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

34  Consultation Question 27:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

35  Consultation Question 28: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the surrogate should retain
parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right
to object, assuming that she does not exercise her right to object.Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

36  Consultation Question 29:

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 9: The Regulation of Surrogacy Arrangements

37  Consultation Question 30: We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the scope of the new
pathway.Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

If undertaken through one of the surrogacy organisations.

38  Consultation Question 31: We invite the views of independent surrogates, and intended parents who have used independent surrogacy
arrangements, to tell us about their experience. In particular, we would be interested to hear about any health screening, counselling and
legal advice that took place.

Please provide your views below:

39  Consultation Question 32:

Please provide your views below:

There should be safeguards in place that good practice has been followed and this is best achieved through the surrogacy organisations.

Please provide your views below:

40  Consultation Question 33:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

41  Consultation Question 34:



representing the organisation to, and liaising with, the regulator;, managing the regulated surrogacy organisation with sufficient care, competence and
skill;, ensuring the compliance of the organisation with relevant law and regulation, including the creation, maintenance and operation of necessary
policies and procedures;, training any staff, including that of the person responsible; and, providing data to the regulator and to such other person as
required by law.

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

42  Consultation Question 35: We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit making bodies. Do
consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

This should never be a profit-making business, which might exclude the non-wealthy and lead to commodification.

43  Consultation Question 36: We invite consultees’ views as to what should be included in the definition of matching and facilitation services.

Please provide your views below:

Counselling for all parties.

44  Consultation Question 37: We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer matching and
facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

45  Consultation Question 37: We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer
matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

46  Consultation Question 38: We invite consultees’ views as to the sanctions that should be available against organisations that offer
matching and facilitation services without being regulated to do so, and whether these should be criminal, civil or regulatory.

Please provide your views below:

47  Consultation Question 39: We provisionally propose that the remit of the Human Fertilisation and Embryology Authority be expanded to
include the regulation of regulated surrogacy organisations, and oversight of compliance with the proposed legal requirements for the new
pathway to legal parenthood. Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

48  Consultation Question 40: We provisionally propose that surrogacy agreements should remain unenforceable (subject to the exception we
provisionally propose in Consultation Question 88 in relation to financial terms). Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

49  Consultation Question 41: We provisionally propose that there should be no prohibition against charging for negotiating, facilitating and
advising on surrogacy arrangements. Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

50  Consultation Question 42: We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy should be removed, with
the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything that can lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. Do
consultees agree?



Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 10: Children's Access to Information About Surrogacy Arrangements

51  Consultation Question 43: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, where the making of a parental order in respect of a child
born of a surrogacy arrangement has been recorded in the Parental Order Register, the child should be able to access his or her original birth
certificate at the age of 18. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

52  Consultation Question 44: We provisionally propose that where children are born of surrogacy arrangements that result in the intended
parents being recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of that certificate should make clear that the birth was the result of a
surrogacy arrangement. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

I have always felt uncomfortable that I am shown as my daughter's mother on her birth certificate, with the assumption that I gave birth to her and am
genetically related. This somewhat confuses historical records of births. I do not know, however, whether the reissued birth certificate has some coded
link to the original birth certificate.

53  Consultation Question 45: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the birth registration system in England and Wales requires reform
and, if so, which reforms they would like to see.

Please provide your views below:

54  Consultation Question 46: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has been the subject of a
parental order should be able to access all the documents contained in the court’s file for those parental order proceedings.Do consultees
agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

55  Consultation Question 47:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

56  Consultation Question 48: We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate and the intended
parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy
arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

57  Consultation Question 49:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

How would the right to access the register be determined?

Please provide your views below:

58  Consultation Question 50: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any provision for those born of a surrogacy
arrangement to make a request for information to disclose whether a person whom he or she is intending to marry, or with whom he or she
intends to enter into a civil partnership or intimate physical relationship, was carried by the same surrogate.

Please provide your views below:



59  Consultation Question 51:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

60  Consultation Question 52:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

61  Consultation Question 53: For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether details of an
intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded in the register.

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 11: Eligibility Criteria for a Parental Order

62  Consultation Question 54: We provisionally propose that the six month time limits in sections 54 and 54A of the HFEA 2008 for making a
parental order application should be abolished. Do consultees agree?

Please provide your views below:

63  Consultation Question 55:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 12: Eligibility Criteria for Both a Parental Order and for the New Pathway

64  Consultation Question 56:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

65  Consultation Question 57:

Please provide your views below:

66  Consultation Question 58: We provisionally propose that to use the new pathway, intended parents should be required to make a
declaration in the surrogacy agreement that they intend for the child’s home to be with them. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide views below:

67  Consultation Question 59:

Not Answered

Please provide views below:

Please provide views below:

Not Answered

Please provide views below:

68  Consultation Question 60: We provisionally propose that if the requirement for a genetic link is retained for domestic cases outside the 
new pathway, the requirement should not apply, subject to medical necessity, if the court determines that the intended parents in good faith



began the surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway but were required to apply for a parental order. Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

69  Consultation Question 61: We provisionally propose that if double donation is permitted only in cases of medical necessity, an exception
should be made to allow a parental order to be granted to a single parent without a genetic link where the intended parent’s former partner
provides gametes but the intended parents’ relationship breaks down before the grant of a parental order. Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide views below:

70  Consultation Question 62:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

71  Consultation Question 63:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

72  Consultation Question 64:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

73  Consultation Question 65:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 13: Eligibility Criteria for the New Pathway

74  Consultation Question 66:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

75  Consultation Question 67:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

76  Consultation Question 68: We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that the surrogate and the 
intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect of the law and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is



signed. Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

77  Consultation Question 69:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

78  Consultation Question 70: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the surrogate has previously given
birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

79  Consultation Question 71: We provisionally propose that there should not be a maximum number of surrogate pregnancies that a woman
can undertake as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 15: Payments to the Surrogate: Options for Reform

80  Consultation Question 72:

based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, but without the need for production of receipts; or

Please provide your views below:

Ideally there should be trust in the relationship with the surrogate and any exploitation either way avoided. This is for the benefit of all involved, but
particularly for the child who when older is likely to seek information on the arrangement.

81  Consultation Question 73:

Please provide your views below:

Financial guidance is vital as to essential costs, which should include anything resulting directly/ indirectly from the surrogate's pregnancy, or when they
are attempting pregnancy.

82  Consultation Question 74:

Please provide your views below:

Additional costs would be to ensure that the surrogate was comfortable in her pregnancy.

83  Consultation Question 75:

Please provide your views below:

The surrogate should never be out of pocket from a surrogacy arrangement and pregnancy.

84  Consultation Question 76: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay their
surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or self-employed).

Please provide your views below:

If there are lost earnings the IPs should pay these.

85  Consultation Question 77:

Please provide your views below:

86  Consultation Question 78:

Please provide your views below:



87  Consultation Question 79:

Please provide your views below:

How do you put a value on these? Only if financial compensation would actually better the situation, by paying for private treatment for example or
assisting in living arrangements to help with the comfort of the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

left to the parties to negotiate. 

Please provide your views below:

But with a cap on payments, being clear that this should not be an expectation.

88  Consultation Question 80: We invite consultees' views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay compensation to the
surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for
the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

Payment of life insurance during the pregnancy & birth - maybe this should be mandatory?

89  Consultation Question 81:

Please provide your views below:

This very much depends on relationships. The option should be there for any reasonable gift to be given, but this should not be an expectation.

90  Consultation Question 82:

It should not be possible for the intended parents to agree to pay a woman for the service of undertaking a surrogacy.

Please provide your views below:

It is not a job and should not be seen as such.

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

no other payments;

Please provide any views below:

91  Consultation Question 83:

Please provide views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

92  Consultation Question 84: We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to surrogates should be the
same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. Do consultees
agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

93  Consultation Question 85: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have not discussed which
they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

94  Consultation Question 86: We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that intended parents should
be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

95  Consultation Question 87:



Please provide your views below:

96  Consultation Question 88:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 16: International Surrogacy Arrangements

97  Consultation Question 89: We invite overseas surrogates (or bodies representing or advocating for surrogates) to share with us their
experiences of international surrogacy arrangements.

Please provide your views below:

98  Consultation Question 90: We invite organisations focused on children’s rights and welfare in the international context to share with us
their views on our proposed reforms and consultation questions in this chapter.

Please provide your views below:

99  Consultation Question 91: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of their experience of applying to register a child born through
an international surrogacy arrangement as a British citizen and obtaining a passport for the child. In particular, we would be interested to hear
how long the application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have about causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

100  Consultation Question 92: We provisionally propose that it should be possible for a file to be opened, and the application process for
obtaining registration of a child born from an international surrogacy arrangement and obtaining a passport to begin, prior to the birth of the
child.Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

101  Consultation Question 93: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of applying for a visa for a
child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In particular, we would be interested to hear how long the application took after
the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

102  Consultation Question 94:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

103  Consultation Question 95:We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process for applying for a EU
Uniform Format Form in respect of a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement, before the child is born. The application will
need to be completed after the birth of the child.Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:



104  Consultation Question 96: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of applying for a EU Uniform
Format Form for a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In particular we would be interested to hear how long the
application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

105  Consultation Question 97: We provisionally propose that the UK Government should provide a single, comprehensive guide for intended
parents explaining the nationality and immigration consequences of having a child through an international surrogacy arrangement. Do
consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

106  Consultation Question 98: We provisionally propose that international surrogacy arrangements should not be eligible for the new
pathway to parenthood.Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

107  Consultation Question 99:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

108  Consultation Question 100:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 17: Miscellaneous Issues

109  Consultation Question 101: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current application of the law on statutory paternity leave, and
statutory paternity pay, to the situation of the surrogate’s spouse, civil partner or partner requires reform.

Please provide your views below:

110  Consultation Question 102: We provisionally propose that provision for maternity allowance should be made in respect of intended
parents, and that any such provision should be limited so that only one intended parent qualifies. Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

111  Consultation Question 103:

Please provide your views below:

112  Consultation Question 104: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the duty of employers to provide suitable facilities for any person at
work who is a pregnant woman or nursing mother to rest under Regulation 25 of the Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations 1992
is sufficient to include intended parents in a surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

113  Consultation Question 105: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are further issues in relation to employment rights and
surrogacy arrangements and, if so, any suggestions for reform.

Please provude your views below:

114  Consultation Question 106: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they believe any reforms in relation to surrogacy and succession
law are required.

Please provide your views below:

115  Consultation Question 107:

Please provide your views below:



Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

116  Consultation Question 108: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other legal issues in relation to surrogacy, not
covered in this Consultation Paper, that merit examination.

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 18: Impact

117  Consultation Question 109:

Please insert the year of birth here:
1998

domestic; or

If international, in which country did the arrangement take place?:

Yes

(a)          opposite-sex couple;

118  Consultation Question 110:

domestic; or

No

No

Please provide the cost of any legal advice or representation below:

119  Consultation Question 111: We invite consultees’ views as to the impact (social, emotional, financial or otherwise) of the current law
where the intended parents are not the legal parents from birth of the child born of the surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

I was pretty confident that my surrogate would not obstruct the parental order as she had already been a surrogate for another couple. A surrogate
known to have already had a successful arrangement was a prerequisite when selecting our surrogate through COTS. Nevertheless there was still
emotional tension until the order was granted. I had adoptive leave from work - I do not know what the consequences for this would have been should
the parental order not have been granted for whatever reason.

120  Consultation Question 112:

Please provide your views below:

My daughter was born 21 years ago through a traditional surrogacy arrangement, so my recollection of costs is hazy. We conformed with COTS guidelines
and provided sufficient financial support to our surrogate to ensure that she was not out of pocket from the pregnancy and had as comfortable a
pregnancy as possible. The pregnancy did not involve IVF or any private treatment.

Please provide your views below:

121  Consultation Question 113:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

122  Consultation Question 114:

Please provide your views below:

123  Consultation Question 115:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

124  Consultation Question 116:



domestic; or

Please provide your views below:

Approx £10,000, but this was 21 years ago and is a guess.

Please provide your views below:

From savings.

Please provide your views below:

Approx £8000 for IVF, but this was 21 years ago so the memory is vague.

Please provide your views below:

From savings.

125  Consultation Question 117: We invite consultees’ views as to the specific impact of our proposals in Northern Ireland.

Please provide your views below:

126  Consultation Question 118: We invite consultees’ views as to any other impact that we have not specifically addressed in this chapter, or
the preceding chapters, of this Consultation Paper.

Please provide your views below:
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Surrogacy Consultation Questions 

Email the completed document to surrogacy@lawcommission.gov.uk before the deadline 
of 11 October 2019. 

ABOUT YOU 

1. What is your name? 
Name (Required) 

 
 
2. If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a 
university), what is the name of your organisation? 
 
3. Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your 
organisation? 
(Required – Choose one response) 

• This is a personal response 
• This is a response on behalf of an organisation 
• Other 

If other, please provide details: 

 
 
4. If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best 
describes you? 
(Choose one response) 

• Surrogate 
• Intended parent 
• Person born of a surrogacy arrangement 
• Family member of a surrogate 
• Family member of an intended parent 
• Legal practitioner 
• Medical practitioner or counsellor 
• Social worker 
• Academic 
• Other individual 
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5. What is your email address? 
Email address:  

 
 
If you enter your email address then you will automatically receive an acknowledgement email 
when you submit your response. 

6. What is your telephone number? 
Telephone number:  

 
 
7. If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be 
treated as confidential, please explain to us why you regard the information as confidential. 
As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your explanation but cannot 
give an assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances. 
 
 
 

 

 

Consultation Question 1. 
1.1 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in England and Wales:  

(1) all international surrogacy arrangements should continue to be automatically 
allocated to a judge of the High Court; and 

YES 
 
International surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale, abuse and trafficking of 
children and the exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights issues of the utmost 
seriousness and so the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. 
For this reason these cases should continue to be heard by a judge of the High Court.  

 
(2) if international surrogacy arrangements are not automatically allocated to a judge of 

the High Court, circuit judges should be ticketed to hear such cases. 

Paragraph 6.42 
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Consultation Question 2. 
1.2 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in respect of England and Wales  

(1) domestic surrogacy cases which continue to require a post-birth parental order 
should continue to be heard by lay justices, or whether they should be allocated to another 
level of the judiciary; and 

(2) If consultees consider that such cases should be allocated to another level of the 
judiciary, which level of the judiciary would be appropriate. 

All surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale and trafficking of children and the 
exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights issues of the utmost seriousness and so 
the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. For this reason these 
cases should NOT be heard by a lay judge but rather by a senior judge, e.g. ticketed to circuit 
judges or higher. 

Paragraph 6.51 

 

Consultation Question 3. 
1.3 We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the 

current allocation rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation 
Questions 1 and 2. 

 
Paragraph 6.53 

 

Consultation Question 4. 
1.4 We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, the court should be placed under a 

duty to consider whether to make an order awarding the intended parents parental 
responsibility at the first directions hearing in the proceedings. 

Do consultees agree? 

(Note that this provisional proposal would be necessary only if our provisional proposal in 
Chapter 8 that all intended parents (whether in the new pathway or not) automatically 
acquire parental responsibility if the child is living with or being cared for by them is not 
supported by consultees). 

NO 
 
The UN Special Rapporteur recommends* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent 
authority AFTER the birth and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration. 
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Nothing about the transfer of parental responsibility should be automatic and all options should 
be open. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 6.58 

 

Consultation Question 5. 
1.5 We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the FPR 2010 

should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the 
proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise.  

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 6.72 

 

Consultation Question 6. 
1.6 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they are of the view that, in Scotland:  

(1) there is a need for greater consistency and clarity in provisions relating to the 
expenses of curators ad litem and reporting officers and, if so, how this should be 
addressed;   

(2) it should be provided by statute that, at the initial hearing or any subsequent hearing 
for a parental order, the court may make any such interim order or orders for 
parental responsibilities and parental rights as it sees fit; and/or 

(3) further procedural reform is needed and, if so, what that reform should be. 

 
Paragraph 6.110 

 

Consultation Question 7. 
1.7 In respect of a domestic surrogacy arrangement, we provisionally propose that, before the 

child is conceived, where the intended parents and surrogate have: 

(1) entered into an agreement including the prescribed information, which will include a 
statement as to legal parenthood on birth, 
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(2) complied with procedural safeguards for the agreement, and 

(3) met eligibility requirements, 

on the birth of the child the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child, 
subject to the surrogate’s right to object. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I vehemently disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s key 
recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the Protection of Children and Cooperation in 
respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. These require the birth mother to have legal 
parenthood and parental responsibility when the child is born and that her consent to giving up 
the child must be freely given AFTER the child's birth. I believe that this important safeguard 
against the sale of children and the exploitation of birth mothers should apply equally to 
surrogacy arrangements, in both an international and a domestic context. 
 
This proposal would set a very dangerous precedent for all women, all mothers, all children and 
all of the implications need to be fully understood. There is no evidence in the consultation paper 
that the law commissioners have considered these more general implications fully, if at all. 
 
I understand that the proposal to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ legal parenthood at 
birth is based on (or justif ied by) in part at least the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ 
mothers prior to the consultation. I do not agree that these claimed wishes alone justify 
measures that contravene the recommendations of the UN Special Rapporteur and the 
provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to reduce the risk of the sale and 
trafficking of children and to protect birth mothers. 
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to encourage or 
condone a system that would require women to deliberately conceive and subsequently give 
birth with the expectation that they would have little or no legal responsibility for the child. The 
rights of the child must be prioritised regardless whether that is what some ‘surrogate’ mothers 
say they want or not. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.13 

 

Consultation Question 8. 
1.8 We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations and licensed clinics 

should be under a duty to keep a record of surrogacy arrangements under the new 
pathway to which they are a party, with such records being retained for a specified 
minimum period. 
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Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy 
organisations. 

 
1.9 We invite consultees’ views as to what the length of that period should be: whether 100 

years or another period. 

Paragraph 8.14 

 

Consultation Question 9. 
1.10 We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes 

should apply to traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated surrogacy 
organisation is involved. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations, because they 
would inevitably lead to a normalising of surrogacy and an increase in its prevalence. 

Paragraph 8.21 

 

Consultation Question 10. 
1.11 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a 

traditional, domestic surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from 
entering into the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway.’  
Paragraph 8.22 

 

Consultation Question 11. 
1.12 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the surrogate should have the right to object to the acquisition of legal parenthood 
by the intended parents, for a fixed period after the birth of the child;  
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(2) this right to object should operate by the surrogate making her objection in writing 
within a defined period, with the objection being sent to both the intended parents 
and the body responsible for the regulation of surrogacy; and 

(3) the defined period should be the applicable period for birth registration less one 
week. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposal that the ‘intended parents’ should automatically acquire 
legal parenthood at birth and that the birth mother has only a limited time to object. This 
contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations,* including that the birth mother is the 
legal parent at birth and that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility 
in surrogacy arrangements are taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth, 
with the child’s best interests being the paramount consideration. 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to 
give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as 
the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before 
the expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.35 

 

Consultation Question 12. 
1.13 We provisionally propose that, where the surrogate objects to the intended parents 

acquiring legal parenthood within the period fixed after birth, the surrogacy arrangement 
should no longer be able to proceed in the new pathway, with the result that: 

(1) the surrogate will be the legal parent of the child;  

(2) if one of the intended parents would, under the current law, be a legal parent of the 
child, then he or she will continue to be a legal parent in these circumstances; and 

(3) the intended parents would be able to make an application for a parental order to 
obtain legal parenthood. 
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Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly with the ‘intended 
parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects.  
 
The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil 
partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent change of legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth 
and with the child’s best interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN 
Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.* 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to 
give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as 
the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before 
the expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.36 

 

Consultation Question 13. 
1.14 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway: 

(1) the intended parents should be required to make a declaration on registering the 
birth of the child that they have no reason to believe that the surrogate has lacked 
capacity at any time during the period in which she had the right to object to the 
intended parents acquiring legal parenthood; 

(2) if the intended parents cannot provide this declaration then, during the period in 
which she has the right to object to the intended parents acquiring legal parenthood, 
the surrogate should be able to provide a positive consent to such acquisition; and 

(3) if the intended parents are unable to make this declaration and the surrogate is 
unable to provide the positive consent within the relevant period, the surrogacy 
arrangement should exit the new pathway and the intended parents should be able 
to make an application for a parental order. 



9 
 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended 
parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects.  
 
The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil 
partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent change of legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth 
and with the child’s best interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN 
Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.* 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to 
give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as 
the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before 
the expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.37 

 

Consultation Question 14. 
1.15 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway, the welfare of the child to be born as a 

result of the surrogacy arrangement: 

(1) should be assessed in the way set out in Chapter 8 of the current Code of Practice; 

(2) either the regulated surrogacy organisation or regulated clinic, as appropriate, 
should be responsible for ensuring that this procedure is followed; and 

(3) there should be no requirement for any welfare assessment of the child after his or 
her birth. 

Do consultees agree? 
 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s 
recommendation* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in 
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surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the 
birth and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration. A welfare assessment is 
an absolute requirement if an informed decision is to be made about the child’s best interest. 
Therefore a welfare assessment MUST be made after the child’s birth. 
 
The pre-conception assessment would typically have been carried out more than a year before 
the birth of the child. Much can change in that time.  
 
The justif ication that a welfare assessment after the birth of the child is not necessary because 
parents of children born through the normal process are not subject to such checks does not 
hold. Pregnancy, birth and the post-partum changes are intense physical and existential 
experiences that change you and prime you to love and be sensitive to the new-born child and 
rise to the challenge of the enormous task of raising him or her to adulthood. For obvious 
reasons ‘intended parents’ do not have this advantage.  
 
In addition, pregnancy and childbirth are a huge investment of the birth mother’s physical, 
physiological and emotional resources, which means she has already made a huge and 
unquantif iable, nearly year-long, commitment to the child. This means her practical and 
emotional commitment to the child is already well-developed, giving her the best chance of 
surmounting all the diff iculties that will inevitably arise over the course of the child’s childhood 
and adolescence.  
 
The ‘intended parents’ have had no similar experience. The investment of f inancial resources 
does not in any way prepare you for the practical reality of caring for a new-born child and the 
long road of nurturing and shepherding him or her to adulthood. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.51 

 

Consultation Question 15. 
1.16 We provisionally propose that, for a child born as a result of a surrogacy arrangement 

under the new pathway, where the surrogate has exercised her right to object to the 
intended parents’ acquisition of legal parenthood at birth, the surrogate’s spouse or civil 
partner, if any, should not be a legal parent of the child. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘new pathway.’  
 
There is a very real risk that spouses and partners will coerce women into being a ‘surrogate’ for 
f inancial gain. This risk is likely to increase if he or she does not have legal parenthood or 
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parental responsibility for any children born of the arrangement. This is enough reason to reject 
this proposal. 
 
However, it also represents a significant change in legal parenthood rules and would therefore 
have an implication for all children, all families because it would set a precedent. It should not be 
introduced without a full assessment of all the implications, including on the rights of mothers and 
children. There is no evidence that the law commissioners have carried out any such 
assessment. 
 
1.17 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in the case of a surrogacy arrangement outside 

the new pathway, the surrogate’s spouse or civil partner should continue to be a legal 
parent of the child born as a result of the arrangement. 

YES 
 
The normal legal parenthood rules should apply. This will reduce the risk of spouses and 
partners coercing women into surrogacy for f inancial gain. 

Paragraph 8.57 

 

Consultation Question 16. 
1.18 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway, where a child born of a surrogacy 

arrangement is stillborn: 

(1) the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child unless the surrogate 
exercises her right to object; and 

(2) the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being registered as 
the parents before the expiry of the period of the right to object. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended 
parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects. The 
birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should not change if 
the child is stillborn. 
 
1.19 We provisionally propose that, outside the new pathway, where a child born of a surrogacy 

arrangement is stillborn, the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents 
being registered as the parents before the expiry of the period allowed for the registration 
of the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a declaration to the effect that 
the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the 
stillbirth. 
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Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the birth parents in this 
situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should 
not change if the child is stillborn and the registration should accurately reflect this. 

Paragraph 8.77 

 

Consultation Question 17. 
1.20 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, 

where the child dies before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able 
to consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents before the expiry of the 
period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have 
made a declaration to the effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order 
are satisfied, on registration of the birth. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in this 
situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and if the child 
dies before the parental order, the registration of birth should accurately reflect that the birth 
mother was the legal parent. 

Paragraph 8.79 

 

Consultation Question 18. 
1.21 For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to 

whether, where the surrogate dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during which 
she can exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the new 
pathway and the intended parents should be required to make an application for a 
parental order. 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 8.80 
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Consultation Question 19. 
1.22 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, where 

both intended parents die during the surrogate’s pregnancy, the intended parents should 
be registered as the child’s parents on birth, subject to the surrogate not exercising her 
right to object within the defined period. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with the deceased 
‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in this situation. The birth mother should 
always be the legal parent of the child at birth and the registration of birth should accurately 
reflect this. 
 
1.23 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new 

pathway, where both intended parents die during the surrogate’s pregnancy or before a 
parental order is made: 

(1) it should be competent for an application to be made, by a person who claims an 
interest under section 11(3)(a) of the Children (Scotland) Act 1995, or who would be 
permitted to apply for an order under section 8 of the Children Act 1989: 

(a) for an order for appointment as guardian of the child, and 

(b) for a parental order in the name of the intended parents, subject to the 
surrogate’s consent; or 

(2) the surrogate should be registered as the child’s mother and it should not be 
possible for the intended parents to be registered as the child’s parents, but that 
there should be a procedure for the surrogate to provide details of the intended 
parents, and, if relevant, gamete donors, for entry onto the register of surrogacy 
arrangements. 

The intended parents should NOT be registered as the child’s parents if they are already 
deceased – so option (2) is preferable. 

Paragraph 8.81 

 

Consultation Question 20. 
1.24 We provisionally propose that, where an application is made for a parental order by a sole 

applicant under section 54A: 
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(1) the applicant should have to make a declaration that it was always intended that 
there would only be a single applicant for a parental order in respect of the child 
concerned or to supply the name and contact details of the other intended parent;  

(2) if details of another intended parent are supplied, a provision should be made for 
notice to be given to the potential second intended parent of the application and an 
opportunity given to that party to provide notice of opposition within a brief period 
(of, say, 14 to 21 days); and 

(3) if the second intended parent gives notice of his or her intention to oppose, he or 
she should be required to make his or her own application within a brief period (say 
14 days), otherwise the application of the first intended parent will be determined by 
the court. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 8.86 

 

Consultation Question 21. 
1.25 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases; and 

(2) how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this model. 

I profoundly oppose a three-parent model of legal parenthood, even if it is temporary. The birth 
mother should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent 
authority AFTER the birth of the child with the best interests of the child being the paramount 
consideration, as recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.91 

 

Consultation Question 22. 
1.26 We invite consultees’ views:  

(1) as to whether there should be any additional oversight in the new pathway that we 
have proposed, leading to the acquisition of legal parenthood by the intended 
parents at birth; and 

(2) if so, as to whether should this oversight be: 
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(a) administrative, or 

(b) judicial. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should be the 
legal parent and have parental responsibility at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood 
and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other 
competent authority AFTER the birth of the child based on the best interests of the child, as 
recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.93 

 

Consultation Question 23. 
1.27 In respect of England and Wales, we invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether the welfare checklist, contained in section 1(3) of the Children Act 1989, 
should be amended to provide for the court to have regard to additional specific 
factors in the situation where it is considering the arrangements for a child in the 
context of a dispute about a surrogacy arrangement; and 

(2) if so, as to what those additional factors should be. 

The child’s best interests should drive all decisions about the child in the event of a dispute about 
a surrogacy arrangement. The welfare checklist provides a comprehensive summary of the 
issues to be considered and is adequate as it is, and conforms to the UN Special Rapporteur’s 
recommendation* that the child’s best interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not 
believe any other factors should be added. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx  

Paragraph 8.120 

 

Consultation Question 24. 
1.28 In respect of England and Wales, we invite consultees’ views: 

(1) as to whether the checklist, contained in section 1(4) of the ACA 2002 (as applied 
and modified by regulation 2 and paragraph 1 of Schedule 1 of the 2018 
Regulations) should be further amended to provide for the court to have regard to 
additional specific factors in the situation where it is considering whether to make a 
parental order; and 

(2) what those additional factors should be. 
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The child’s best interests should drive all decisions when considering whether to make a parental 
order. The welfare checklist provides a comprehensive summary of the issues to be considered 
and is adequate as it is, and it conforms to UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendation* that the 
child’s best interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not believe any other factors 
should be added. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.121 

 

Consultation Question 25. 
1.29 We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be 

amended to add the intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section 
8 order without leave. 

NO 
 
There are real risks of the sale and trafficking of children and of exploitation of the birth mother 
and her reproductive capacities in all surrogacy arrangements. The court should therefore 
always have oversight of the arrangements. I am also concerned that there should be no 
liberalisation of the law on surrogacy because of the potential human rights abuses involved. I do 
not believe that ‘intended parents’ should be added to the list of those who can apply for a 
section 8 order without leave. 

Paragraph 8.123 

 

Consultation Question 26. 
1.30 We provisionally propose that, where a child is born as a result of a surrogacy 

arrangement outside the new pathway, the intended parents should acquire parental 
responsibility automatically where: 

(1) the child is living with them or being cared for by them; and  

(2) they intend to apply for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with this proposal. The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth and 
all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements 
should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, as 
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recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur* in order to reduce the risk of the sale and 
trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility 
is based on (or justif ied by) the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the 
consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify measures that contravene recommendations of 
the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to 
reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children.  
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system 
that would require women to give birth with the expectation that they would have no legal 
responsibility for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must 
be prioritised regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.132 

 

Consultation Question 27. 
1.31 We provisionally propose that, where a child is born as a result of a surrogacy 

arrangement in the new pathway: 

(1) the intended parents should acquire parental responsibility on the birth of the child; 
and 

(2) if the surrogate exercises her right to object, the intended parents should continue to 
have parental responsibility for the child where the child is living with, or being cared 
for by, them, and they intend to apply for a parental order.  

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended 
parents’ should acquire parentage or parental responsibility automatically. The birth mother 
should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental 
responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority 
AFTER the birth of the child, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is 
the recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the 
sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility 
is based on (or justif ied by) the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the 
consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify a measure that contravenes recommendations of 
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the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to 
reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children.  
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system 
that would require women to give birth with the expectation that they would have no responsibility 
for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must be prioritised 
regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.134 

 

Consultation Question 28. 
1.32 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the 

surrogate should retain parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the 
arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right to 
object, assuming that she does not exercise her right to object. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I agree that the birth mother should have parental responsibility for the child but NOT that the 
‘intended parents’ should get automatic legal parenthood and parental responsibility. 
 
All decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements 
should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, with the 
child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN Special 
Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the 
exploitation of women and their women’s reproductive capacities. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.139 

 

Consultation Question 29. 
1.33 For all surrogacy arrangements, we invite consultees’ views as to:  

(1) whether there is a need for any restriction to be placed on the exercise of parental 
responsibility by either the surrogate (or other legal parent), or the intended parents, 
during the period in which parental responsibility is shared; and 
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(2) whether it should operate to restrict the exercise of parental responsibility by the 
party not caring for the child or with whom the child is not living. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should have 
legal parenthood and parental responsibility at and after the birth and all subsequent decisions 
involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility should be taken by a court or other 
competent authority, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the 
recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale 
and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.140 

 

Consultation Question 30. 
1.34 We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the 

scope of the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 9.29 

 

Consultation Question 31. 
1.35 We invite the views of independent surrogates, and intended parents who have used 

independent surrogacy arrangements, to tell us about their experience. In particular, we 
would be interested to hear about any health screening, counselling and legal advice that 
took place. 

N/A 
Paragraph 9.35 
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Consultation Question 32. 
1.36 We invite consultees’ views as to whether independent surrogacy arrangements should be 

brought within the scope of the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts 
binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first optional protocol. 
 
1.37 We invite consultees’ views as to how independent surrogacy arrangements might be 

brought within the scope of the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts 
binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first optional protocol. 

Paragraph 9.36 

 

Consultation Question 33. 
1.38 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) there should be regulated surrogacy organisations;  

NO 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 

(2) there should be no requirement for a regulated surrogacy organisation to take a 
particular form; and 

OTHER 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 

(3) each surrogacy organisation should be required to appoint an individual responsible 
for ensuring that the organisation complies with regulation. 

Do consultees agree?  

OTHER 
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I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.61 

 

Consultation Question 34. 
1.39 We provisionally propose that the person responsible must be responsible for: 

(1) representing the organisation to, and liaising with, the regulator; 

(2) managing the regulated surrogacy organisation with sufficient care, competence 
and skill; 

(3) ensuring the compliance of the organisation with relevant law and regulation, 
including the creation, maintenance and operation of necessary policies and 
procedures; 

(4) training any staff, including that of the person responsible; and 

(5) providing data to the regulator and to such other person as required by law. 

Do consultees agree? 

LEAVE ALL CHECK BOXES BLANK (i.e. none of the above) 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
1.40 We invite consultees to identify any other responsibilities which a responsible individual 

should have. 

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
1.41 We invite consultees’ views as to what experience, skills and qualif ications a person 

responsible for a surrogacy organisation should have. 

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.62 
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Consultation Question 35. 
1.42 We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit 

making bodies. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction 
surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and 
would drive an increase in surrogacy. Even if surrogacy organisations are non-profit making, they 
will inevitably be driven by commercial imperatives (for example, to cover costs, salaries, etc.) 
and will need to continuously seek new business and to convince or coerce more women to act 
as ‘surrogates.’ 
 
Deriving derive income from surrogacy is abhorrent and, given the parallels between surrogacy 
and prostitution, is a potential violation of Article 6 of CEDAW, which prohibits third-parties 
profiting or otherwise benefiting from the prostitution of women. 

Paragraph 9.84 

 

Consultation Question 36. 
1.43 We invite consultees’ views as to what should be included in the definition of matching and 

facilitation services. 

I disagree with organisations being able to provide matching and facilitation services, because 
that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human 
rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.94 

 

Consultation Question 37. 
1.44 We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to 

offer matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new 
pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated 
surrogacy organisations or any other organisations being able to provide matching and 
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facilitation services for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase 
in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
  
1.45 We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should 

be able to offer matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements 
outside the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated 
surrogacy organisations or any other organisations being able to provide matching and 
facilitation services for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase 
in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.95 

 

Consultation Question 38. 
1.46 We invite consultees’ views as to the sanctions that should be available against 

organisations that offer matching and facilitation services without being regulated to do so, 
and whether these should be criminal, civil or regulatory. 

I do not accept that matching and facilitation services should be allowed – regardless who they 
are provided by – because they would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I 
consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. Offering such services 
should be a criminal offence. 

Paragraph 9.97 

 

Consultation Question 39. 
1.47 We provisionally propose that the remit of the Human Fertilisation and Embryology 

Authority be expanded to include the regulation of regulated surrogacy organisations, and 
oversight of compliance with the proposed legal requirements for the new pathway to legal 
parenthood. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction 
surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and 
would drive an increase in surrogacy.  
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1.48 If consultees agree, we invite their views as to how the Authority’s Code of Practice should 
apply to regulated surrogacy organisations, including which additional or new areas of 
regulation should be applied. 

Paragraph 9.117 

 

Consultation Question 40. 
1.49 We provisionally propose that surrogacy agreements should remain unenforceable 

(subject to the exception we provisionally propose in Consultation Question 88 in relation 
to financial terms).  

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 9.129 

 

Consultation Question 41. 
1.50 We provisionally propose that there should be no prohibition against charging for 

negotiating, facilitating and advising on surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I VEHEMENTLY disagree with this proposal and the opening up of surrogacy in this country, 
because I consider it a violation of the human rights of both women and the child. The idea of 
organisations charging to facilitate it is utterly abhorrent and violates the spirit, if not the letter, of 
Article 6 of CEDAW, given the parallels between surrogacy and prostitution. Article 6 prohibits 
the exploitation of the prostitution of women – which includes deriving any form of benefit from 
women’s prostitution. 

Paragraph 9.135 

 

Consultation Question 42. 
1.51 We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy 

should be removed, with the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything 
that can lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
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I VEHEMENTLY disagree with removing the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy. 
Surrogacy is a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and enabling 
advertising sites (and other ‘service’ organisations) to financially benefit from it is abhorrent. 
 
At this time of increasing poverty and inequality, it would be unethical to promote the idea that 
being a ‘surrogate’ mother would be a solution to an impoverished woman’s financial problems. If 
this proposal is implemented, Facebook and Google are likely present surrogacy ads to female 
students and young women suggesting that becoming a ‘surrogate’ would provide the solution to 
their f inancial worries. The most disadvantaged young women would be the most vulnerable to 
this idea and it is doubtful it would ever truly be in her best interest. 
 
Just as we protect disadvantaged people from the temptation of selling their kidneys for money, 
we need to protect disadvantaged women from the temptation of renting their wombs. This 
means that advertising of surrogacy MUST remain banned. 

Paragraph 9.145 

 

Consultation Question 43. 
1.52 We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, where the making of a parental 

order in respect of a child born of a surrogacy arrangement has been recorded in the 
Parental Order Register, the child should be able to access his or her original birth 
certif icate at the age of 18. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 10.80 

 

Consultation Question 44. 
1.53 We provisionally propose that where children are born of surrogacy arrangements that 

result in the intended parents being recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full 
form of that certif icate should make clear that the birth was the result of a surrogacy 
arrangement. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended 
parents’ should be recorded as parents on the original birth certif icate. The birth mother should 
be recorded as the birth mother on the birth certificate and all decisions involving legal 
parenthood and parental responsibility should be taken after the birth by a court or other 
competent authority, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the 
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recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale 
and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
However, if the ‘intended parents’ are recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of 
the certif icate should make clear that the birth was the result of a surrogacy arrangement. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 10.85 

 

Consultation Question 45. 
1.54 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the birth registration system in England and 

Wales requires reform and, if so, which reforms they would like to see. 

I do not consider the birth registration system to be in need for reform. I am particularly opposed 
to changes to allow for the registration of three parents or for anyone other than the birth mother 
to be recorded as the mother on the original birth certif icate. Such proposals could lead to the 
facilitation of the sale of children and an erosion of mothers’ rights and a diluting of the 
understanding that the relationship between the birth mother and the child is unique. 

Paragraph 10.87 

 

Consultation Question 46. 
1.55 We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has 

been the subject of a parental order should be able to access all the documents contained 
in the court’s file for those parental order proceedings. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 10.89 

 

Consultation Question 47. 
1.56 We provisionally propose that a national register of surrogacy arrangements should be 

created to record the identity of the intended parents, the surrogate and the gamete 
donors. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
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1.57 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the register should be maintained by the Authority; 

(2) the register should record information for all surrogacy arrangements, whether in or 
outside the new pathway, provided that the information about who has contributed 
gametes for the conception of the child has been medically verif ied, and that the 
information should include: 

(a) identifying information about all the parties to the surrogacy arrangement, and 

(b) non-identifying information about those who have contributed gametes to the 
conception of the child; and 

(3) to facilitate the record of this information, the application form/petition for a parental 
order should record full information about a child’s genetic heritage where available 
and established by DNA or medical evidence, recording the use of an anonymous 
gamete donor if that applies. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy 
organisations. However, should surrogacy take place, it is important that the children have 
access to information about their origins and these proposals seem generally sound, except that 
the information held on gamete donors should also include identifying information – because 
otherwise it trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the right to know her or his 
genetic parentage. 

Paragraph 10.102 

 

Consultation Question 48. 
1.58 We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate 

and the intended parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy 
arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy arrangement. 

I agree but with the proviso that all the information should be identifying – because otherwise it 
trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the right to know her or his genetic 
parentage. 

Paragraph 10.104 
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Consultation Question 49. 
1.59 We provisionally propose that a child born of a surrogacy arrangement should be able to 

access the information recorded in the register from the age of 18 for identifying 
information, and 16 for non-identifying information (if such information is included on the 
register), provided that he or she has been given a suitable opportunity to receive 
counselling about the implications of compliance with this request. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
1.60 We invite consultees’ views as to whether a child under the age of 18 or 16 (depending on 

whether the information is identifying or non-identifying respectively) should be able to 
access the information in the register and, if so, in which circumstances: 

(1) where his or her legal parents have consented; 

(2) if he or she has received counselling and the counsellor judges that he or she is 
sufficiently mature to receive this information; and/or 

(3) in any other circumstances. 

I agree with (1) and (2) and believe there might be other circumstances where this is reasonable. 
Paragraph 10.110 

 

Consultation Question 50. 
1.61 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any provision for those born of 

a surrogacy arrangement to make a request for information to disclose whether a person 
whom he or she is intending to marry, or with whom he or she intends to enter into a civil 
partnership or intimate physical relationship, was carried by the same surrogate. 

YES, this should be possible. 
Paragraph 10.114 

 

Consultation Question 51. 
1.62 We provisionally propose that where two people are born to, and genetically related 

through, the same surrogate, they should be able to access the register to identify each 
other, if they both wish to do so. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
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1.63 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be provision to allow people born 

to the same surrogate – but who are not genetically related – to access the register to 
identify each other, if they both wish to do so. 

YES, I agree. 
Paragraph 10.121 

 

Consultation Question 52. 
1.64 We invite consultees’ views as to whether provision should be made to allow a person 

carried by a surrogate, and the surrogate’s own child, to access the register to identify 
each other, if they both wish to do so: 

(1) if they are genetically related through the surrogate; and/or 

(2) if they are not genetically related through the surrogate. 

YES to both (1) and (2) 
Paragraph 10.123 

 

Consultation Question 53. 
1.65 For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to 

whether details of an intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental 
order should be recorded in the register. 

The intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded 
in the register. 

Paragraph 10.128 
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Consultation Question 54. 
1.66 We provisionally propose that the six month time limits in sections 54 and 54A of the 

HFEA 2008 for making a parental order application should be abolished. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain 
circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child. 

Paragraph 11.20 

 

Consultation Question 55. 
1.67 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the current circumstances in which the consent of the surrogate (and any other legal 
parent) is not required, namely where a person cannot be found or is incapable of 
giving agreement, should continue to be available; 

NO  
 
I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child 
trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s wombs. An adoption order can be considered 
as an option when a parental order is not possible. 
 

(2) the court should have the power to dispense with the consent of the surrogate, and 
any other legal parent of the child, in the following circumstances: 

(a) where the child is living with the intended parents, with the consent of the 
surrogate and any other legal parent, or 

(b) following a determination by the court that the child should live with the 
intended parents; and 

(3) the court’s power to dispense with consent should be subject to the paramount 
consideration of the child’s welfare throughout his or her life guided by the factors 
set out in section 1 of the Adoption and Children Act 2002 and, in Scotland, in line 
with the section 14(3) of the Adoption and Children (Scotland) Act 2007. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
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I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child 
trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s wombs. An adoption order can be considered 
as an option when a parental order is not possible. 

Paragraph 11.58 

 

Consultation Question 56. 
1.68 We provisionally propose that, both for a parental order and in the new pathway, the 

intended parents or one of the intended parents must be domiciled or habitually resident in 
the UK, Channel Islands or Isle of Man. 

Do consultees agree?  

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The ‘intended parents’ should be 
domiciled (and not simply habitually resident) in the UK in order to avoid surrogacy tourism. 
 
1.69 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any additional conditions 

imposed on the test of habitual residence, for example, a qualifying period of habitual 
residence required to satisfy the test. 

I profoundly disagree with opening up parental orders to ‘intended parents’ who are habitual 
residents but not domiciled in the UK – because of the risk of surrogacy tourism. 

Paragraph 12.15 

 

Consultation Question 57. 
1.70 We invite consultees’ views on whether: 

(1) the qualifying categories of relationship in section 54(2) of the HFEA 2008 should be 
reformed and, if so, how; or 

(2) the requirement should be removed, subject to two persons who are within the 
prohibited degrees of relationship being prevented from applying. 

The qualifying categories of relationship should not be reformed or removed. 
Paragraph 12.29 
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Consultation Question 58. 
1.71 We provisionally propose that to use the new pathway, intended parents should be 

required to make a declaration in the surrogacy agreement that they intend for the child’s 
home to be with them. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.  

Paragraph 12.34 

 

Consultation Question 59. 
1.72 We provisionally propose that the new pathway –  

(1) should not impose a requirement that the intended parent, or one of the intended 
parents, provide gametes for the conception of the child, so that double donation of 
gametes is permitted, but 

(2) that double donation should only be permitted in cases of medical necessity, 
meaning that there is not an intended parent who is able to provide a gamete due to 
infertility. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic link should 
be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 
 
1.73 We invite consultees’ views as to whether double donation should be permitted under the 

parental order pathway (to the same extent that it may be permitted in the new pathway) in 
domestic surrogacy arrangements.  

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and all other proposals that are 
likely to result in an increase in surrogacy. I therefore do not believe that double donation should 
be permitted under the parental order pathway in domestic surrogacy arrangements.  
 
1.74 We provisionally propose that the requirement that the intended parent or one of the 

intended parents contribute gametes to the conception of the child in the parental order 
pathway should be retained in international surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
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Paragraph 12.64 

 

Consultation Question 60. 
1.75 We provisionally propose that if the requirement for a genetic link is retained for domestic 

cases outside the new pathway, the requirement should not apply, subject to medical 
necessity, if the court determines that the intended parents in good faith began the 
surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway but were required to apply for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I fundamentally disagree with proposals to introduce the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic 
link should be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 

Paragraph 12.71 

 

Consultation Question 61. 
1.76 We provisionally propose that if double donation is permitted only in cases of medical 

necessity, an exception should be made to allow a parental order to be granted to a single 
parent without a genetic link where the intended parent’s former partner provides gametes 
but the intended parents’ relationship breaks down before the grant of a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 

Paragraph 12.76 
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Consultation Question 62. 
1.77 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that a surrogacy 

arrangement has been used because of medical necessity: 

(1) for cases under the new pathway to parenthood; and/or 

(2) for cases where a post-birth parental order application is made. 

I oppose surrogacy and believe that it is a fundamental violation of women’s and children’s rights 
and that it should therefore be banned. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’  
 
1.78 We invite consultees’ views as to how a test of medical necessity for surrogacy, if it is 

introduced, should be defined and assessed. 

I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 
Paragraph 12.94 

 

Consultation Question 63. 
1.79 We provisionally propose that in order to use the new pathway to parenthood, information 

identifying the child’s genetic parents and the surrogate must be provided for entry on the 
national register of surrogacy agreements prior to registration of the child’s birth. 

Do consultees agree?  

OTHER 
 
I profoundly oppose the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. However, I support the requirement in 
any surrogacy arrangements for the recording of the identity of all genetic parents and the birth 
mother. 
 
1.80 We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be a condition for an application for a 

parental order that: 

(1) those who contributed gametes are entered on the national register of surrogacy 
agreements; and/or 

(2) if it remains a requirement that one of the intended parents provided gametes in the 
conception of the child, that the genetic link is demonstrated to the court with 
medical or DNA evidence. 

While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, I support this condition for a parental order 
in the circumstances described in both (1) and (2). 
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1.81 We provisionally propose that it should be a condition for the application of a parental 
order that the identity of the surrogate is entered on the national register of surrogacy 
agreements. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, if it happens, I support this provision. 

Paragraph 12.115 

 

Consultation Question 64. 
1.82 We provisionally propose that there should be no maximum age limit for the grant of a 

parental order. The age of the intended parents should continue to be taken into account 
in the assessment of the welfare of the child in applications to grant a parental order.  

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I am opposed to surrogacy and would like to see it banned, because it is a violation of both 
women’s and children’s human rights.  
 
Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society 
and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good health until the child reaches adulthood. 
Surrogacy is therefore particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. If surrogacy is 
to be opened up, a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is imperative. This will make it clear 
that society does not condone older people entering a surrogacy arrangement and will make it 
less likely that older people will go ahead with such an arrangement and present the court with a 
fait accompli. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement up to that age but not beyond. It is 
therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
 
1.83 We invite consultees’ views as to whether under the new pathway there should be a 

maximum age limit for intended parents, and if so, what it should be. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be 
allowed, there should be a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ and it should be 45. 
 
Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society 
and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good health until the child reaches adulthood. 
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I am opposed to surrogacy per se, because it is a violation of both women’s and children’s 
human rights. However, it is particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. I therefore 
consider that a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is important. This will make it clear that 
society does not consider it acceptable for older people to enter into a surrogacy arrangement 
and will make it less likely that they will. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement up to that age. It is therefore imperative 
that age limits are set very carefully.  
 
1.84 We provisionally propose that intended parents should be required to be at least 18 years 

old at the time that they enter into a surrogacy agreement under the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be 
allowed, there should be a minimum age for ‘intended parents’ and it should be much older than 
18. I suggest that 25 would be more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement at that age. It is therefore imperative that 
age limits are set very carefully. What kind of society would want 18-year olds to believe that it 
would be reasonable for them to become ‘parents’ through a surrogacy arrangement – before 
they have taken even their f irst steps into independence and adulthood? 

Paragraph 12.133 

 

Consultation Question 65. 
1.85 We provisionally propose that surrogates should be required to be at least 18 years of age 

(at the time of conception), in order for the court to have the power to make a parental 
order. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I am opposed to surrogacy per se and would like to see it banned, because I consider it a 
violation of both women’s and children’s human rights.  
 
At 18 a woman is barely out of childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish herself 
as an adult. This means that she is particularly vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There 
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should be a significantly older minimum age for entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I 
suggest that 25 years would be more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society 
sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy 
arrangement is a reasonable thing for them to be doing before they have taken even their f irst 
steps into independence and adulthood?  
 
1.86 We provisionally propose that surrogates should be required to be at least 18 years old at 

the time of entering into the surrogacy agreement within the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for a ‘new pathway’. At 18 a woman is barely out of 
childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish herself as an adult. This means that 
she is particularly vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There should be a significantly older 
minimum age for entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I suggest that 25 years would be 
more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society 
sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy 
arrangement is a reasonable thing for them to be doing before they have taken even their f irst 
steps into independence and adulthood?  

Paragraph 12.144 

 

Consultation Question 66. 
1.87 We provisionally propose that medical testing of the surrogate, any partner of the 

surrogate, and any intended parent providing gametes should be required for the new 
pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
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1.88 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the types of testing set out in the Code of 
Practice are feasible for traditional surrogacy arrangements outside a licensed clinic, and if 
not, which types of testing should be required for such arrangements. 

 
Paragraph 13.16 

 

Consultation Question 67. 
1.89 We provisionally propose that, as a condition of being eligible for entry into the new 

pathway: 

(1) the surrogate, her spouse, civil partner or partner (if any) and the intended parents 
intending to enter into a surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway should be 
required to attend counselling with regard to the implications of entering into that 
arrangement; and 

(2) the implications counselling should be provided by a counsellor who meets the 
requirements set out in the Code of Practice at paragraphs 2.14 to 2.15. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.44 

 

Consultation Question 68. 
1.90 We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that 

the surrogate and the intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect 
of the law and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is signed. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.65 
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Consultation Question 69. 
1.91 We provisionally propose that, as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway: 

(1) an enhanced criminal record certificate should be obtained for intended parents, 
surrogates and any spouses, civil partners or partners of surrogates;  

(2) the body overseeing the surrogate arrangement should not enable a surrogate 
arrangement to be proceed under the new pathway where a person screened is unsuitable 
for having being convicted of, or received a police caution for, any offence appearing on a 
prescribed list of offences; and  

(3) the body overseeing the surrogacy arrangement may also determine that a 
person is unsuitable based on the information provided in the enhanced record certificate.  

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
 
1.92 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the list of offences that applies in the case of 

adoption is appropriate in the case of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.73 

 

Consultation Question 70. 
1.93 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the 

surrogate has previously given birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway. 

OTHER 
 
I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. 
 
Society should not condone women who have never had a child of their own entering an 
arrangement to undergo pregnancy and childbirth for someone else. It is impossible to 
understand what pregnancy and childbirth are like and how they will change you until or unless 
you have had that experience yourself. 

Paragraph 13.95 
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Consultation Question 71. 
1.94 We provisionally propose that there should not be a maximum number of surrogate 

pregnancies that a woman can undertake as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. 
 
Society should not condone women undergoing multiple ‘surrogate’ pregnancies and childbirths. 
Even the Kennel Club recognises that female dogs should not be allowed to undertake more 
than four pregnancies. It is abhorrent that female dogs have better protections than women 
would have under this proposal. 

Paragraph 13.99 

 

Consultation Question 72. 
1.95 We invite consultees’ views as to whether payment of costs by the intended parents to the 

surrogate should be able to be: 

(1) based on an allowance;  

(2) based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, but without the need for 
production of receipts; or 

(3) based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, and only on production of 
receipts. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.16 
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Consultation Question 73. 
1.96 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate essential costs 
relating to the pregnancy; and 

(2) the types of expenditure which should be considered “essential”.   

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above the actual 
essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, 
and travel to medical appointments – backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.22 
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Consultation Question 74. 
1.97 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate 
additional costs relating to the pregnancy; and 

(2) the types of expenditure which should be considered additional, rather than 
essential.   

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above the actual 
essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, 
and travel to medical appointments – backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.26 

 

Consultation Question 75. 
1.98 We invite consultees’ views as to:  

(1) whether intended parents should be permitted to pay all costs that arise from 
entering into a surrogacy arrangement, and those unique to a surrogate pregnancy; 
and 

(2) the types of cost which should be included within this category. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
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Paragraph 15.29 

 

Consultation Question 76. 
1.99 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be 

able to pay their surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or 
self-employed). 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost 
earnings. 

Paragraph 15.37 

 

Consultation Question 77. 
1.100 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be 

able to pay their surrogate either or both of the following lost potential earnings: 

(1) her lost employment-related potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 15.35 
above); and/or 

(2) other lost potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 15.36 above). 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
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I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost 
earnings. 

Paragraph 15.38 

 

Consultation Question 78. 
1.101 We invite consultees to share their experiences:  

(1) of the impact that payments received by a surrogate from the intended parents has 
had on the surrogate’s entitlement to means-tested social welfare benefits; and 

(2) where a surrogacy arrangement has had an impact on the surrogate’s entitlement to 
means-tested social welfare benefits, how that has been addressed in their 
surrogacy arrangement. 

N/A 
Paragraph 15.47 
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Consultation Question 79. 
1.102 We invite consultees’ views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay 

compensation to the surrogate for the following: 

(1) pain and inconvenience arising from the pregnancy and childbirth; 

(2) medical treatments relating to the surrogacy, including payments for each 
insemination or embryo transfer; and/or 

(3)  specified complications, including hyperemesis gravidarum, pre-eclampsia, an 
ectopic pregnancy, miscarriage, termination, caesarean birth, excessive 
haemorrhaging, perineal tearing, removal of fallopian tubes or ovaries or a 
hysterectomy. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother compensation.  
 
1.103 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other matters in respect of which 

intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate compensation. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother compensation.  
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1.104 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the level of compensation payable should be: 

(1) a fixed fee set by the regulator (operating as a cap on the maximum payable), or  

(2) left to the parties to negotiate.   

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother compensation.  

Paragraph 15.53 

 

Consultation Question 80. 
1.105 We invite consultees views’ as to whether intended parents should be able to pay 

compensation to the surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the 
surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for the 
surrogate. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question illustrates the risks of surrogacy and why I oppose it.  

Paragraph 15.56 
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Consultation Question 81. 
1.106 We invite consultees’ views as to whether:  

(1) intended parents should be able to buy gifts for the surrogate; and 

(2) if so, specific provision should be made for these gifts to be modest or reasonable in 
nature. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to give the birth mother gifts. 

Paragraph 15.60 

 

Consultation Question 82. 
1.107 We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be possible for the intended parents to 

agree to pay a woman for the service of undertaking a surrogacy. 

It should not be possible for the intended parents to agree to pay a woman for the service 
of undertaking a surrogacy. (check box) 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
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I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her 
‘services’. 
 
1.108 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay 

a woman for the service of undertaking surrogacy, whether that the fee should be: 

(1) any sum agreed between the parties to the surrogacy; or 

(2) a fixed fee set by the regulator. 

Leave both check boxes blank. 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her 
‘services’. 
 
1.109 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay 

a woman a fixed fee for the service of undertaking surrogacy, what, if any, other payments 
the law should permit, in addition to that f ixed fee: 

(1) no other payments; 

(2) essential costs relating to the pregnancy; 

(3) additional costs relating to the pregnancy; 

(4) lost earnings; 

(5) compensation for pain and inconvenience, medical treatment and complications, 
and the death of the surrogate; and/or 

(6) gifts. 

Leave all check boxes blank. 
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I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to make any type of fee or payment to 
the birth mother for her ‘services’. 

Paragraph 15.69 

 

Consultation Question 83. 
1.110 We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be possible for any payment the law 

permits the intended parents to pay the surrogate for her services to be reduced in the 
event of a miscarriage or termination of the pregnancy. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their 
‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of surrogacy. 
 

1.111 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if the law permits a fee payable to the surrogate 
to be able to be reduced in the event of a miscarriage or termination, whether such 
provision should apply: 

(1) in the first trimester of pregnancy only; 
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(2) to any miscarriage or termination; or 

(3) some other period of time (please specify).   

Leave all check boxes blank. 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their 
‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of surrogacy. 

Paragraph 15.72 

 

Consultation Question 84. 
1.112 We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to 

surrogates should be the same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to 
parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I am opposed to the ‘new pathway’ but consider that regardless of the surrogacy arrangement 
being used, the only payments that should ever be made are essential and basic expenses for 
which receipts are provided. 
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Paragraph 15.74 

 

Consultation Question 85. 
1.113 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have 

not discussed which they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the 
surrogate. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 

Paragraph 15.75 

 

Consultation Question 86. 
1.114 We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that 

intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.76 
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Consultation Question 87. 
1.115 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are specific methods of enforcing 

limitations that are placed on payments to surrogates that we should consider as part of 
our review: 

(1) for cases within the new pathway to parenthood; and  

(2) for cases where a parental order is made after the birth of the baby. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
The only payments that should be made are essential and basic expenses and for which receipts 
are provided. The judge or other competent authority should closely monitor all f inancial aspects 
of the arrangement (in line with the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations*) and refuse the 
parental order when payments have exceeded basic expenses. If it is not a judge overseeing the 
arrangements, the competent authority should be totally independent and not, for example, an 
agency (or ‘regulated surrogacy organisation’) that has been involved in the arrangements in any 
way. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 15.89 

 

Consultation Question 88. 
1.116 We provisionally propose that financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into under 

the new pathway to parenthood should be enforceable by the surrogate. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
 
1.117 We provisionally propose that if the financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into 

under the new pathway become enforceable, the ability to do so should not be dependent 
on the surrogate complying with any terms of the agreement relating to her lifestyle. 
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Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The idea that a ‘surrogacy 
agreement’ could place restrictions on the birth mother’s lifestyle is utterly abhorrent. 

Paragraph 15.99 

 

Consultation Question 89. 
1.118 We invite overseas surrogates (or bodies representing or advocating for surrogates) to 

share with us their experiences f international surrogacy arrangements. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.10 

 

Consultation Question 90. 
1.119 We invite organisations focused on children’s rights and welfare in the international 

context to share with us their views on our proposed reforms and consultation questions in 
this chapter. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.12 

 

Consultation Question 91. 
1.120 We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of their experience of applying to register 

a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement as a British citizen and 
obtaining a passport for the child. In particular, we would be interested to hear how long 
the application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have about 
causes of delays in the process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.52 
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Consultation Question 92. 
1.121 We provisionally propose that it should be possible for a file to be opened, and the 

application process for obtaining registration of a child born from an international 
surrogacy arrangement and obtaining a passport to begin, prior to the birth of the child. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a 
passport in international surrogacy arrangements appears to contradict the UN Special 
Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling and trafficking of 
children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly disagree with this 
proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.53 

 

Consultation Question 93. 
1.122 We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of 

applying for a visa for a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In 
particular, we would be interested to hear how long the application took after the birth of 
the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.68 

 

Consultation Question 94. 
1.123 We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process 

for applying for a visa in respect of a child born through an international surrogacy 
arrangement, before the child is born. The application will need to be completed after the 
birth of the child, and the issue of a passport in the child’s country of birth. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a 
passport before the child is born in international surrogacy arrangements appears to contradict 
the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling 
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and trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly 
disagree with this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

 

1.124 We provisionally propose that the current provision made for the grant of a visa outside of 
the Immigration Rules where the intended parents are not the legal parents of the child 
under nationality law should be brought within the Rules. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
1.125 We provisionally propose that:  

(1) the grant of a visa should not be dependent on the child breaking links with the 
surrogate; or  

(2) that this condition should be clarif ied to ensure that it does not prevent the child 
having contact, and an on-going relationship, with the surrogate. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
1.126 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current requirement for the grant of a visa 

outside the Rules that the intended parents must apply for a parental order within six 
months of the child’s birth should be removed (regardless of whether the availability of the 
visa is brought within the Rules), if our provisional proposal to remove the time limit on 
applications for parental orders is accepted. 

NO 
 
The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain 
circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child. 

Paragraph 16.69 

 

Consultation Question 95. 
1.127 We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process 

for applying for a EU Uniform Format Form in respect of a child born through an 
international surrogacy arrangement, before the child is born. The application will need to 
be completed after the birth of the child. 
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Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for an EU Uniform Format Form 
for the child before she or he is born in international surrogacy arrangements appears to 
contradict the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against 
the selling and trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I 
therefore strongly disagree with this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.76 

 

Consultation Question 96. 
1.128 We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of 

applying for a EU Uniform Format Form for a child born through an international 
surrogacy arrangement. In particular we would be interested to hear how long the 
application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of 
causes of delays in the process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.77 

 

Consultation Question 97. 
1.129 We provisionally propose that the UK Government should provide a single, 

comprehensive guide for intended parents explaining the nationality and immigration 
consequences of having a child through an international surrogacy arrangement.  

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I agree with such a guide, but would like to see it explaining the reasons why surrogacy is a 
violation of the human rights of women and children and all the other ways in which it is 
possible for people to enjoy children in their lives. 

Paragraph 16.82 
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Consultation Question 98. 
1.130 We provisionally propose that international surrogacy arrangements should not be 

eligible for the new pathway to parenthood. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 16.93 

 

Consultation Question 99. 
1.131 We provisionally propose that:  

1.132 the Secretary of State should have the power to provide that the intended parents of 
children born through international surrogacy arrangements, who are recognised as the 
legal parents of the child in the country of the child’s birth, should also be recognised as 
the child’s legal parents in the UK, without it being necessary for the intended parents to 
apply for a parental order, but 

1.133 before exercising the power, the Secretary of State should be required to be satisfied that 
the domestic law and practice in the country in question provides protection against the 
exploitation of surrogates, and for the welfare of the child, that is at least equivalent to 
that provided in UK law. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I do not see how this proposal for such a blanket power would align with the UN Special 
Rapporteur’s key recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the Protection of Children 
and Cooperation in respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. The latter requires the birth 
mother to have legal parenthood and parental responsibility when the child is born and that her 
consent to giving up the child must be given AFTER the child's birth and that the transfer of 
‘parenthood’ should be overseen by the courts or a competent authority on an individual case 
by case basis, with the best interests of the child being the paramount consideration. This is an 
important safeguard against the sale of children and for the protection of the birth mother and I 
believe it should apply equally to international surrogacy arrangements. I therefore strongly 
disagree with this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.94 
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Consultation Question 100. 
1.134 We invite consultees to tell us of their experience of surrogacy arrangements in the UK 

involving foreign intended parents. 

N/A 
 
1.135 We invite consultees’ views as to whether: 

(1) any restriction is necessary on the removal of a child from the UK for the purpose 
of the child becoming the subject of a parental order, or its equivalent, in another 
jurisdiction; and 

(2) if such a restriction is necessary, there should be a process allowing foreign 
intended parents to remove the child from the jurisdiction of the UK for this 
purpose and with the approval of the court and, if so, what form should that 
process take. 

Restrictions and checks MUST be in place to protect the child and the birth mother from 
trafficking and exploitation. The process should include the same checks as would be used in 
an international adoption. 

Paragraph 16.120 

 

Consultation Question 101. 
1.136 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current application of the law on statutory 

paternity leave, and statutory paternity pay, to the situation of the surrogate’s spouse, 
civil partner or partner requires reform. 

I do not believe this needs changing. 
Paragraph 17.18 

 

Consultation Question 102. 
1.137 We provisionally propose that provision for maternity allowance should be made in 

respect of intended parents, and that any such provision should be limited so that only 
one intended parent qualif ies.  

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
Paragraph 17.32 
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Consultation Question 103. 
1.138 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether there is a need for reform in respect of the right of intended parents to 
take time off work before the birth of the child, whether for the purpose of induced 
lactation, ante-natal appointments or any other reason; and  

(2) if reform is needed, suggestions on reform. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children.  

Paragraph 17.36 

 

Consultation Question 104. 
1.139 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the duty of employers to provide suitable 

facilities for any person at work who is a pregnant woman or nursing mother to rest under 
Regulation 25 of the Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations 1992 is 
sufficient to include intended parents in a surrogacy arrangement. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children. 

Paragraph 17.40 

 

Consultation Question 105. 
1.140 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are further issues in relation to 

employment rights and surrogacy arrangements and, if so, any suggestions for reform. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children 

Paragraph 17.43 

 

Consultation Question 106. 
1.141 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they believe any reforms in relation to 

surrogacy and succession law are required. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children 

Paragraph 17.56 
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Consultation Question 107. 
1.142 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any issues in how surrogacy 

arrangements are dealt with by the health services, and whether there are reforms to law 
or practice that consultees would like to see in this area. 

It is important that all health and care professionals are aware that surrogacy agreements are 
not legally binding and that ‘intended parents’ have no legal right to override the birth mother’s 
wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or medical and health care, including during 
pregnancy, labour and childbirth. Even if she has previously agreed to them sharing decisions 
and being informed on these matters, she can withdraw her consent at any time for any or no 
reason. All professionals involved in her care are duty-bound to comply with her wishes. 
 
All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being 
coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or more persons, including her spouse 
or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be 
present in so-called altruistic surrogacy arrangements. 
 
Surrogacy arrangements place additional and complicated pressures on healthcare staff and 
this could reduce the standard of impartial care given to birth mothers and new-borns – 
especially when the ‘intended parents’ are entitled, rich or of high status. This itself is a valid 
reason to be extremely cautious about making changes that will increase the numbers of 
surrogacy births. 
 
It is generally recognised that egg donation and IVF pregnancies carry additional health risks. 
As most surrogacy pregnancies involve IVF, any increase in surrogacy is likely to lead to 
additional pressure on the NHS.  
 
Adoption research suggests that the separation of the new-born and the birth mother has long-
term negative effects on the well-being of both of them. This is likely to be the same for birth 
mothers and babies in surrogacy arrangements and so can be expected to place additional 
long-term pressures on the NHS and society as a whole. This has not been considered and 
there are no questions about this. 
 
An increase in surrogacy will require an increase in egg donation, which is a risky procedure 
that can have a long-term negative impact on the woman’s health, including premature death. 
Ethical issues abound. Young women might be coerced by financial pressures to donate eggs 
when this isn’t in their best interests and there are worries about eugenics – where egg donors 
are selected on the basis of blonde hair, blue eyes and stereotypical measures of 
‘attractiveness’ for example. 
 
The law commissioners do not appear to have considered the likely impact of any of these 
issues. There is no question about people’s thoughts about the NHS picking up the tab for the 
extra costs involved in surrogacy and whether this affects their opinions on surrogacy itself. 
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There appears to have been no evaluation of the size of the additional costs to the NHS and 
society. 
 
1.143 We invite consultees’ views as to any additions or revisions that they would like to see 

made to the guidance published by the Department for Health and Social Care for 
England and Wales. 

The guidance should be revised to clarify that surrogacy agreements are not legally binding and 
that the birth mother has the right to change her mind at any time, for any or no reason. 
Healthcare professionals must accept that her wishes are paramount and that the ‘intended 
parents’ have no legal right to override her wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or 
medical and health care, including during pregnancy, labour, childbirth and the postpartum 
period. 
 
All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being 
coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or more persons, including her spouse 
or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be 
present in so-called altruistic surrogacy arrangements. 
 
The guidance should make it clear that healthcare professionals should be even more alert 
than normal to the possibility that she is being coerced and to ensure that they can speak to her 
alone, including during labour, and that if she changes her mind about who is present in 
consultations, and the labour ward/delivery suite, they must respect her wishes. 
 
1.144 We invite consultees’ views as to how midwifery practice may better accommodate 

surrogacy arrangements, in particular with regard to safeguarding issues. 

It is important that midwifery practice always prioritises the wishes of the birth mother and the 
wellbeing of herself and the child. 

Paragraph 17.76 

 

Consultation Question 108. 
1.145 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other legal issues in relation to 

surrogacy, not covered in this Consultation Paper, that merit examination. 

It is of considerable concern that the law commissioners appear to have given no consideration 
to the significant risk that women will be coerced into agreeing to participate in surrogacy 
arrangements for someone else’s benefit. This can be true in ‘altruistic’ surrogacy but is even 
more likely if substantial payments are involved. 
 
It is well-known that women and girls are groomed and/or coerced into prostitution by partners 
and ‘boyfriends’ who act as their pimp and take all or much of their earnings. This is a major 
route by which many women enter prostitution and is a major factor in preventing their exit. 
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There is no reason to expect that the same dynamics will not occur in relation to surrogacy if it 
is opened up and provides opportunities to make significant amounts of money. 
 
If the law commissioners’ proposals are enacted, there must therefore also be legislation that 
prohibits coercing a woman into a surrogacy arrangement. This should be a criminal offence 
and carry a hefty penalty – in recognition that it is a human rights violation and so that it acts as 
a deterrent. That such a law would be diff icult to enforce just adds to the arguments for why 
paid surrogacy is a bad idea – and especially for women. 
 
It would be far better to simply ban all surrogacy arrangements – or at the very least any 
payments beyond basic and essential expenses backed by receipts and overseen by a judge. 

Paragraph 17.80 

 

Consultation Question 109. 
1.146 We invite consultees who are intended parents, live in the UK, and have entered into a 

surrogacy arrangement that led to the birth of a child to tell us: 

(1) when the child was born; 

(2) whether the arrangement was domestic or international and, if international, in 
which country the arrangement took place; 

(3) whether the arrangement led to the making of a parental order in the UK; and 

(4) whether they are a: 

(a) opposite-sex couple; 

(b) male same-sex couple; 

(c) female same-sex couple; 

(d) single woman; or 

(e) single man. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.2 
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Consultation Question 110. 
1.147 We invite consultees who have experience of applying for a parental order in the UK to 

tell us: 

(1) whether the surrogacy arrangement was domestic or international; 

(2) whether they had legal advice before the making of the parental order; 

(3) whether they were represented by a lawyer in court; and 

(4) the cost of any legal advice or representation. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.4 

 

Consultation Question 111. 
1.148 We invite consultees’ views as to the impact (social, emotional, f inancial or otherwise) of 

the current law where the intended parents are not the legal parents from birth of the 
child born of the surrogacy arrangement. 

Paragraph 18.6 

 

Consultation Question 112. 
1.149 We invite consultees to tell us what they have paid for, or to provide evidence about the 

cost of: 

(1) medical screening; and 

(2) implications counselling 

(where possible separating out the cost of such screening, tests or implications 
counselling from any other costs involved with fertility treatment). 

N/A 
 
1.150 We invite legal consultees, who advise on surrogacy and parental order proceedings, to 

provide evidence of what they would charge: 

(1) to provide advice sufficient to meet the proposed requirement for independent 
legal advice discussed in Chapter 13; and 
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(2) to draft, advise on and negotiate the written surrogacy agreement required for the 
new pathway. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.8 

 

Consultation Question 113. 
1.151 We invite consultees to tell us of the impact of: 

(1) the current requirement of a genetic link; and 

(2) any removal of this requirement in cases of medical necessity: 

(a) in the new pathway; 

(b) in the parental order route for domestic surrogacy arrangements; or 

(c) in both situations. 

 
Paragraph 18.11 

 

Consultation Question 114. 
1.152 We invite consultees who consider that they might be able to fulf il the role of the 

independent professional discussed in Chapter 9 to tell us: 

(1) their profession; and  

(2) what they would charge to provide such a service. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.13 

 

Consultation Question 115. 
1.153 We invite consultees who are intended parents to give us their views on the impact of our 

proposals for reform on their ability to enter into surrogacy arrangements and, in 
particular: 

(1) if particular proposals will increase accessibility, and why; and 
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(2) if particular proposals will restrict accessibility, and why. 

N/A 
1.154 We invite consultees who are surrogates to give us their views on the impact of our 

proposals for reform on their ability to enter into surrogacy arrangements and, in 
particular: 

(1) if particular proposals will increase accessibility, and why; and 

(2) if particular proposals will restrict accessibility, and why. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.15 

 

Consultation Question 116. 
1.155 We ask consultees who are intended parents to tell us: 

(1) whether the surrogacy arrangement was domestic or international; 

(2) what they spent, in total, on the surrogacy arrangement(s) that led to the birth of 
their child(ren), including the cost of fertility treatment, payments to the surrogate 
and payments to any surrogacy agency or organisation; 

(3) how they raised the funds for the surrogacy arrangement(s); 

(4) what they spent on any fertility treatment prior to entering into a surrogacy 
arrangement (where that treatment did not lead to the birth of a child); and 

(5) how they raised the funds for the fertility treatment. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.18 

 

Consultation Question 117. 
1.156 We invite consultees’ views as to the specific impact of our proposals in Northern Ireland. 

 
Paragraph 18.20 
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Consultation Question 118. 
1.157 We invite consultees’ views as to any other impact that we have not specifically 

addressed in this chapter, or the preceding chapters, of this paper. 

It seems that before the law commissioners designed this consultation, they had already 
decided that surrogacy is a positive thing and so legislation should enable it. This may be 
explained by a limited ‘pre-consultation’ mainly focusing on people who already had a vested 
interest in surrogacy – ‘intended parents,’ women who claim to have had a positive experience 
of surrogacy, and lawyers and other organisations who stand to make money from commercial 
surrogacy if it is given the green light. 
 
It seems that the law commissioners did not consider women as a group to be key stakeholders 
in this endeavour. This is a major error, because just as all women are affected by the 
institution of prostitution, so all women will be affected by any opening up of commercial 
surrogacy in this country. 
 
It could even be argued that one of the key drivers of commercial surrogacy is a desire by men 
to break the legal and cultural recognition of the unique bond between birth mother and child – 
and indeed the proposals to make the ‘intended parents’ the legal parents from the moment of 
birth are a major step in this direction, and are likely to have a significant impact down the line – 
potentially affecting the status of all women.  
 
Paid surrogacy opens up enormous potential for abuse and risks spouses, partners and other 
family members coercing a woman into engaging in commercial surrogacy for their (and not 
her) f inancial benefit. This will be a potential risk for thousands of women, which appears to 
have been completely overlooked by the law commissioners. 
 
UK and Scottish Law Commissions are obliged to comply with the Public Sector Equality Duty 
(PSED) when carrying out public functions, such as this consultation. There doesn’t appear to 
be any evidence they have done so, because they have not provided their equality 
considerations and impact assessments. As surrogacy has a very different impact on women 
and children than on adult males, we believe the law commissioners are in breach of equality 
legislation. 
 
The Equality and Human Rights Commission describes the obligations under the PSED to have 
due regard to the need to: 
 

• Eliminate unlawful discrimination, harassment and victimisation and other conduct 
prohibited by the Act. 

• Advance equality of opportunity between people who share a protected characteristic 
and those who do not. 

• Foster good relations between people who share a protected characteristic and those 
who do not. 
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There are many ways in which opening up surrogacy in the UK is likely to worsen women’s 
position relative to men’s, and the relationship between the sexes. Any loosening of the laws 
around surrogacy could therefore be considered discriminatory. Surrogacy is also likely to have 
an impact on the relations between the different generations. Imagine the rage that young 
people may feel when they discover that their ‘parents’ not only bought them but took 
advantage of their birth mothers. 
 
It is of major concern that the law commissioners’ ethical arguments hinge on ideas that are not 
based on any recognised human rights instruments – such as the idea that ‘procreative liberty’ 
confers some kind of human right to surrogacy and the idea that a woman has a human right to 
be a ‘surrogate.’ These arguments do not hold up to scrutiny and have been clearly rejected by 
the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
It is shocking that the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ violate many of the recommendations of 
the UN Special Rapporteur that are designed to guard against the sale of children and the 
exploitation of birth mothers, including: 
 
 The birth mother must be accorded the status of legal mother at birth, and must be under no 

contractual or legal obligation to participate in the legal or physical transfer of the child. 
 All payments to the birth mother must be made before the legal and physical transfer of the 

child and must be non-reimbursable – even if she decides not to relinquish the child. 
 The birth mother’s choice to transfer the child “must be a gratuitous act, based on her own 

post-birth intentions, rather than on any legal or contractual obligation.” 
 Pre-conception checks, while encouraged, cannot take the place of appropriate welfare 

checks after the birth of the child. 
 Decisions about parentage and parental responsibility must be made by a court or other 

competent authority on an individual basis after the birth with the best interests of the child 
being paramount. 

 
The consultation is confusing and it does not conform to the government’s consultation 
guidelines. There are too many questions, they are too detailed and do not ask the important 
high-level questions – such as whether you think surrogacy can ever be ethical, etc.  
 
For all these reasons, the law commissioners should go back to the drawing board and start 
again from the position of women’s and children’s human rights. If it is found that there is no 
way to liberalise surrogacy law that is compliant with obligations under international treaties 
such as CEDAW and the UNCRC and its first optional protocol, then the law must not be 
liberalised.  
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 
 

Paragraph 18.22 
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1  What is your name?

Name:
Emily Jackson

2  If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a university), what is the name of your organisation?

Enter the name of your organisation:

London School of Economics

3  Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your organisation?

This is a personal response

If other, please provide details:

4  If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best describes you?

Academic

5  What is your email address?

Email address:

6  What is your telephone number?

Telephone number:

7  If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be treated as confidential, please explain to us why you
regard the information as confidential. As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your explanation but cannot give an
assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances.

Please explain why you wish the information that you will provide to us to be treated as confidential:

Chapter 6: The parental order procedure

8  Consultation Question 1:

No

Please provide your views below:

It may be that these arrangements should continue to go before the High Court for a while after any new law comes into force, in order to provide
reassurance that these cases are being dealt with at an appropriate level of expertise.

But I agree with the point that you make in para 6.36 that there will be very straightforward PO applications following overseas surrogacy arrangements,
where requiring the resources of the High Court (and the expense for parents) could perhaps be said to be disproportionate, and a properly ticketed
Circuit judge could fulfil this role.

Please provide your views below:

Yes. I agree with your suggestion in para 6.41 that a Circuit judge could always refer a case upwards if it raised difficult issues.

9  Consultation Question 2:

Please provide your views below:

I don't feel strongly about this, though I do take the point about expertise. Circuit or district judges who were ticketed to hear surrogacy cases might have
some advantages.



10  Consultation Question 3: We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the current allocation
rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation Questions 1 and 2.

Please provide your views below:

11  Consultation Question 4:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

12  Consultation Question 5: We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the Family Procedure Rules 2010
should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise.
Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

13  Consultation Question 6:

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 8: Legal Parenthood: Proposals for Reform - A New Pathway

14  Consultation Question 7:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

15  Consultation Question 8:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

100 years; or

Please provide your views below:

16  Consultation Question 9: We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes should apply to
traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated surrogacy organisation is involved.Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

17  Consultation Question 10: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a traditional, domestic
surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from entering into the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

For consistency's sake, it probably should.

18  Consultation Question 11:

No

Please provide your views below:

The problem with this is that it means that the uncertainty IPs experience at the moment after birth will continue despite the new pathway. This is
particularly acute where the child needs significant medical decisions to be taken in the first weeks of life.
I don't think the surrogate needs to play a role in protecting the child's welfare after birth - other agencies have that responsibility then.
I do think she should have the right to object during pregnancy, but that that right ceases after birth.

19  Consultation Question 12:

Other

Please provide your views below:



I don't think she should be able to object after birth, but if she can, then it makes sense for IPs to be able to go down the parental order route.

20  Consultation Question 13:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

21  Consultation Question 14:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

If it's done in the same way as the HFEA WoC assessments, criminal records checks might not be necessary.

22  Consultation Question 15:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

No

Please share your views below:

23  Consultation Question 16:

No

Please provide your views below:

I don't think she should be able to object after birth.

Yes

Please provide your views below:

24  Consultation Question 17: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, where the child dies
before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents
before the expiry of the period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a declaration to the
effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the birth.Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

25  Consultation Question 18: For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether, where the surrogate
dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during which she can exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the
new pathway and the intended parents should be required to make an application for a parental order.

Please provide your views below:

On the one hand, this seems sensible. If you are requiring the surrogate's consent in order to be in the new pathway, she obviously can't give consent if
she is dead.
On the other hand, if the surrogate is dead, is it undesirable to create any legal limbo for the child who might therefore be legally parentless until the PO
process is complete?

Would a compromise be to say that if the surrogate is dead, the arrangement can nevertheless proceed on the new pathway, unless someone close to
the surrogate has reasonable grounds for believing that she would have raised an objection if she had lived?

26  Consultation Question 19:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

27  Consultation Question 20:

Yes



Please provide your views below:

28  Consultation Question 21: We invite consultees’ views as to: (1) a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases;
and (2) how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this model.

Please provide your views below:

29  Consultation Question 22:

Please provide your views below:

30  Consultation Question 23:

Please provide your views below:

31  Consultation Question 24:

Please provide your views below:

32  Consultation Question 25: We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be amended to add the
intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section 8 order without leave.

Please provide your views below:

33  Consultation Question 26:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

34  Consultation Question 27:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

35  Consultation Question 28: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the surrogate should retain
parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right
to object, assuming that she does not exercise her right to object.Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

36  Consultation Question 29:

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 9: The Regulation of Surrogacy Arrangements

37  Consultation Question 30: We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the scope of the new
pathway.Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

38  Consultation Question 31: We invite the views of independent surrogates, and intended parents who have used independent surrogacy
arrangements, to tell us about their experience. In particular, we would be interested to hear about any health screening, counselling and
legal advice that took place.

Please provide your views below:

39  Consultation Question 32:

Please provide your views below:

This is difficult. On the one hand, it would be good to have a very attractive 'carrot' for people to enter into regulated surrogacy arrangements. On the 
other hand, if the new pathway is in a child's best interests, it might seem odd not to enable independent arrangements to qualify. 



On balance, it's probably safest to confine the new pathway to arrangements where there is some level of confidence about the circumstances in which it
was entered into, and hence independent arrangements should be excluded.

Please provide your views below:

It would have to be established that the independent arrangement satisfied all of the protective mechanisms that regulated surrogacy organisations
would require.

40  Consultation Question 33:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

41  Consultation Question 34:

representing the organisation to, and liaising with, the regulator;, managing the regulated surrogacy organisation with sufficient care, competence and
skill;, ensuring the compliance of the organisation with relevant law and regulation, including the creation, maintenance and operation of necessary
policies and procedures;, training any staff, including that of the person responsible; and, providing data to the regulator and to such other person as
required by law.

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

42  Consultation Question 35: We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit making bodies. Do
consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

Fertility clinics are not required to be non-profit making.

If a surrogacy organisation is not allowed to make a profit, it may try to make money from selling additional services to its clients. It would seem more
sensible to place
requirements on organisations to make sure that they do a good job, rather than making sure that they don't make any money.

43  Consultation Question 36: We invite consultees’ views as to what should be included in the definition of matching and facilitation services.

Please provide your views below:

44  Consultation Question 37: We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer matching and
facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

45  Consultation Question 37: We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer
matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

46  Consultation Question 38: We invite consultees’ views as to the sanctions that should be available against organisations that offer
matching and facilitation services without being regulated to do so, and whether these should be criminal, civil or regulatory.

Please provide your views below:

Civil or regulatory.



47  Consultation Question 39: We provisionally propose that the remit of the Human Fertilisation and Embryology Authority be expanded to
include the regulation of regulated surrogacy organisations, and oversight of compliance with the proposed legal requirements for the new
pathway to legal parenthood. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

48  Consultation Question 40: We provisionally propose that surrogacy agreements should remain unenforceable (subject to the exception we
provisionally propose in Consultation Question 88 in relation to financial terms). Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

49  Consultation Question 41: We provisionally propose that there should be no prohibition against charging for negotiating, facilitating and
advising on surrogacy arrangements. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

50  Consultation Question 42: We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy should be removed, with
the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything that can lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. Do
consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 10: Children's Access to Information About Surrogacy Arrangements

51  Consultation Question 43: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, where the making of a parental order in respect of a child
born of a surrogacy arrangement has been recorded in the Parental Order Register, the child should be able to access his or her original birth
certificate at the age of 18. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

52  Consultation Question 44: We provisionally propose that where children are born of surrogacy arrangements that result in the intended
parents being recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of that certificate should make clear that the birth was the result of a
surrogacy arrangement. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

53  Consultation Question 45: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the birth registration system in England and Wales requires reform
and, if so, which reforms they would like to see.

Please provide your views below:

54  Consultation Question 46: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has been the subject of a
parental order should be able to access all the documents contained in the court’s file for those parental order proceedings.Do consultees
agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

55  Consultation Question 47:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes



Please provide your views below:

56  Consultation Question 48: We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate and the intended
parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy
arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

57  Consultation Question 49:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

58  Consultation Question 50: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any provision for those born of a surrogacy
arrangement to make a request for information to disclose whether a person whom he or she is intending to marry, or with whom he or she
intends to enter into a civil partnership or intimate physical relationship, was carried by the same surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

Yes, it makes sense to mirror the access provisions for information about gamete donation.

59  Consultation Question 51:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

60  Consultation Question 52:

Please provide your views below:

Yes.

Please provide your views below:

Yes.

61  Consultation Question 53: For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether details of an
intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded in the register.

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 11: Eligibility Criteria for a Parental Order

62  Consultation Question 54: We provisionally propose that the six month time limits in sections 54 and 54A of the HFEA 2008 for making a
parental order application should be abolished. Do consultees agree?

Please provide your views below:

Yes

63  Consultation Question 55:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 12: Eligibility Criteria for Both a Parental Order and for the New Pathway

64  Consultation Question 56:

Yes



Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

65  Consultation Question 57:

Please provide your views below:

I would favour (2) - ie remove the requirement that the parents have a particular sort of relationship with each other.

66  Consultation Question 58: We provisionally propose that to use the new pathway, intended parents should be required to make a
declaration in the surrogacy agreement that they intend for the child’s home to be with them. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide views below:

67  Consultation Question 59:

Yes

Please provide views below:

Though I'm not sure that medical necessity is right.
Perhaps say for medical reasons?
Ie two people might not want to use their own gametes in order not to be at risk of passing on familial diseases. If you had a couple who both were at risk
of inheriting Huntington's disease, double donation wouldn't be medically necessary, but there is a medical reason for not using both partners' gametes.

Please provide views below:

Yes.

Yes

Please provide views below:

Subject to a medical reasons exception.

68  Consultation Question 60: We provisionally propose that if the requirement for a genetic link is retained for domestic cases outside the
new pathway, the requirement should not apply, subject to medical necessity, if the court determines that the intended parents in good faith
began the surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway but were required to apply for a parental order. Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

69  Consultation Question 61: We provisionally propose that if double donation is permitted only in cases of medical necessity, an exception
should be made to allow a parental order to be granted to a single parent without a genetic link where the intended parent’s former partner
provides gametes but the intended parents’ relationship breaks down before the grant of a parental order. Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide views below:

70  Consultation Question 62:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

71  Consultation Question 63:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:



72  Consultation Question 64:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

73  Consultation Question 65:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 13: Eligibility Criteria for the New Pathway

74  Consultation Question 66:

No

Please provide your views below:

What sort of testing would this be? While I can understand medical testing of the surrogate - in order to make sure that it is safe for her to carry a
pregnancy, I'm struggling to see why the health of her partner should be a prerequisite for the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

75  Consultation Question 67:

No

Please provide your views below:

I'm not sure that these adults need to be forced to see a counsellor. They need advice on the implications of surrogacy, particularly the legal implications,
but that doesn't necessarily need to be provided by a counsellor.

76  Consultation Question 68: We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that the surrogate and the
intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect of the law and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is
signed. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

This will add an extra cost to the new pathway, and the fact that someone has had independent legal advice doesn't guarantee that they have received
high quality legal advice. Surrogacy is not that common so many high street solicitors may have had no experience of surrogacy.
It might be better all round if the regulated surrogacy organisations could obtain first class legal advice on surrogacy which they share with their IPs and
surrogates. This would mean that there were economies of scale, so the total aggregate cost would be less, but more importantly, it would be possible for
the regulator to check the the legal advice IPs and surrogates were receiving was accurate and fit for purpose.

77  Consultation Question 69:

No

Please provide your views below:

This seems a bit over the top to me. Fertility clinics don't do this, and I can't see a good reason why surrogacy should require CRB checking if other types
of assisted conception don't.

Please provide your views below:

78  Consultation Question 70: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the surrogate has previously given
birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.



Please provide your views below:

This is in many ways sensible, but I'm not sure I would rule out the new pathway for surrogates who haven't had children.
Perhaps it would be better for the regulated surrogacy agencies to recommend that surrogates should already have had a child. But it is possible to
imagine a case in which a woman is very certain that she wants to be a surrogate, but doesn't want to have children of her own, and provided that she
has been given sufficient information about what surrogacy will entail, it seems patronising to penalise her and her IPs for her choices.

79  Consultation Question 71: We provisionally propose that there should not be a maximum number of surrogate pregnancies that a woman
can undertake as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 15: Payments to the Surrogate: Options for Reform

80  Consultation Question 72:

based on an allowance;

Please provide your views below:

If courts are always going to authorise payments greater than costs incurred, it seems sensible for these to be allowed up front, rather than only
authorised after the event, which leads to confusion and anxiety.

81  Consultation Question 73:

Please provide your views below:

(1) Yes
(2) I would be in favour of permitting more than essential expenditure, precisely because it is so difficult to say what is 'essential'. Ie I know some IPs pay
for the surrogate and her family to have a holiday after the birth. This seems fine to me, and it also seems pointless to argue over whether this is
'essential' or not.

82  Consultation Question 74:

Please provide your views below:

(1) Yes
(2) as before, I would allow all payments, partly in order not to have to draw lines between additional and essential expenditure

83  Consultation Question 75:

Please provide your views below:

(1) Yes.
(2) As before, I would not restrict payments.

84  Consultation Question 76: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay their
surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or self-employed).

Please provide your views below:

Yes, though I would allow any payments.

85  Consultation Question 77:

Please provide your views below:

Yes, and they should be able to pay more as well. Calculating lost earnings is going to be difficult, so it seems pointless to waste time doing this, when it
would be simpler to just allow surrogates to be paid.

86  Consultation Question 78:

Please provide your views below:

I don't have any relevant experience.

87  Consultation Question 79:



pain and inconvenience arising from the pregnancy and childbirth;, medical treatments relating to the surrogacy, including payments for each
insemination or embryo transfer; and/or, specified complications, including hyperemesis gravidarum, pre-eclampsia, an ectopic pregnancy, miscarriage,
termination, caesarean birth, excessive haemorrhaging, perineal tearing, removal of fallopian tubes or ovaries or a hysterectomy.

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

left to the parties to negotiate. 

Please provide your views below:

The fixed fee would be better than just expenses/lost earnings, but it also suffers from the disadvantage of what you do if the IPs have paid more than
the fixed fee. Does that then have to be authorised by the court? If it does, we are back to the absurd status quo when payments are in theory not
allowed, but in practice are always authorised, no matter how large.
It would be much better, in my view, to simply allow payments to be made and to leave the amount up to the parties.

88  Consultation Question 80: We invite consultees' views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay compensation to the
surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for
the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

Yes.

89  Consultation Question 81:

Please provide your views below:

Yes, and I wouldn't limit this to modest or reasonable gifts. I can't see a good reason to stop wealthy IPs from being generous to the person who has given
them a longed-for child,

90  Consultation Question 82:

It should be possible for the intended parents to agree to pay a woman for the service of undertaking a surrogacy.

Please provide your views below:

This is the reality of retrospective authorisation of payments (which would have to continue, because otherwise children would be penalised for the
actions of their parents). If retrospective authorisation is inevitable, allowing payments prospectively removes a source of anxiety and confusion.

any sum agreed between the parties to the surrogacy; or

Please provide your views below:

As before, the fixed fee would be better than just expenses/lost earnings, but it also suffers from the disadvantage of what you do if the IPs have paid
more than the fixed fee.

Does that then have to be authorised by the court? If it does, we are back to the absurd status quo when payments are in theory not allowed, but in
practice are always authorised, no matter how large.
It would be much better, in my view, to simply allow payments to be made and to leave the amount up to the parties.

essential costs relating to the pregnancy;, additional costs relating to the pregnancy;, lost earnings;, compensation for pain and inconvenience, medical
treatment and complications, and the death of the surrogate; and/or, gifts.

Please provide any views below:

91  Consultation Question 83:

Please provide views below:

Yes. If the surrogate has an early miscarriage, she should still be paid something, but it would seem OK for that amount to be less than if she had given
birth.

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

This is difficult. I can see why you might want to limit this to the first 12 weeks, but setting any time limit will seem unfair to people who are just over or
under the time period. And it would be undesirable to give surrogates a financial incentive to terminate later in the pregnancy.



92  Consultation Question 84: We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to surrogates should be the
same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. Do consultees
agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

93  Consultation Question 85: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have not discussed which
they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

94  Consultation Question 86: We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that intended parents should
be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

95  Consultation Question 87:

Please provide your views below:

If there is no limit on payments, there is no need for enforcement of those limits, which is another good reason for removing limits because all methods
of enforcement have their disadvantages.

96  Consultation Question 88:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

I think if the surrogate can enforce payments, this provides a good reason to allow payments to be reduced in the event of termination or miscarriage.
So if a surrogate can enforce the payment and will receive it in full even if she terminates or miscarries, this sets up a financial incentive for her to abort
or (in very rare cases) to lie about having miscarried.

Yes

Please provide your views below:

She has the right to make decisions about her body and her life during pregnancy.

Chapter 16: International Surrogacy Arrangements

97  Consultation Question 89: We invite overseas surrogates (or bodies representing or advocating for surrogates) to share with us their
experiences of international surrogacy arrangements.

Please provide your views below:

98  Consultation Question 90: We invite organisations focused on children’s rights and welfare in the international context to share with us
their views on our proposed reforms and consultation questions in this chapter.

Please provide your views below:

99  Consultation Question 91: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of their experience of applying to register a child born through
an international surrogacy arrangement as a British citizen and obtaining a passport for the child. In particular, we would be interested to hear
how long the application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have about causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

100  Consultation Question 92: We provisionally propose that it should be possible for a file to be opened, and the application process for
obtaining registration of a child born from an international surrogacy arrangement and obtaining a passport to begin, prior to the birth of the
child.Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

101  Consultation Question 93: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of applying for a visa for a
child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In particular, we would be interested to hear how long the application took after
the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process.



Please provide your views below:

102  Consultation Question 94:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

103  Consultation Question 95:We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process for applying for a EU
Uniform Format Form in respect of a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement, before the child is born. The application will
need to be completed after the birth of the child.Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

104  Consultation Question 96: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of applying for a EU Uniform
Format Form for a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In particular we would be interested to hear how long the
application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

105  Consultation Question 97: We provisionally propose that the UK Government should provide a single, comprehensive guide for intended
parents explaining the nationality and immigration consequences of having a child through an international surrogacy arrangement. Do
consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

106  Consultation Question 98: We provisionally propose that international surrogacy arrangements should not be eligible for the new
pathway to parenthood.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

I can see why this is proposal has been made, but I would suggest that the legislation might perhaps strike a middle ground by enabling the new pathway
to be extended to international arrangements through Regulations, rather than requiring new primary legislation.

Obviously there are international arrangements which definitely should be ineligible for the new pathway, particularly those in low-income countries
where there is a risk of exploitation. But if a couple employs a surrogate through a reputable Californian agency, and all of the paperwork is compatible
with the requirements of the new pathway, it seems disproportionate to nevertheless require IPs to use the parental order route.

107  Consultation Question 99:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

108  Consultation Question 100:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 17: Miscellaneous Issues



109  Consultation Question 101: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current application of the law on statutory paternity leave, and
statutory paternity pay, to the situation of the surrogate’s spouse, civil partner or partner requires reform.

Please provide your views below:

110  Consultation Question 102: We provisionally propose that provision for maternity allowance should be made in respect of intended
parents, and that any such provision should be limited so that only one intended parent qualifies. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

111  Consultation Question 103:

Please provide your views below:

(1) yes.

112  Consultation Question 104: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the duty of employers to provide suitable facilities for any person at
work who is a pregnant woman or nursing mother to rest under Regulation 25 of the Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations 1992
is sufficient to include intended parents in a surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

113  Consultation Question 105: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are further issues in relation to employment rights and
surrogacy arrangements and, if so, any suggestions for reform.

Please provude your views below:

114  Consultation Question 106: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they believe any reforms in relation to surrogacy and succession
law are required.

Please provide your views below:

Where IPs have not become the legal parents of a child born through surrogacy, it would seem sensible for the child they have brought up as their own to
be able to make a claim upon their estate.

115  Consultation Question 107:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

116  Consultation Question 108: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other legal issues in relation to surrogacy, not
covered in this Consultation Paper, that merit examination.

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 18: Impact

117  Consultation Question 109:

Please insert the year of birth here:

Not Answered

If international, in which country did the arrangement take place?:

Not Answered

Not Answered

118  Consultation Question 110:

Not Answered

Not Answered

Not Answered



Please provide the cost of any legal advice or representation below:

119  Consultation Question 111: We invite consultees’ views as to the impact (social, emotional, financial or otherwise) of the current law
where the intended parents are not the legal parents from birth of the child born of the surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

The impact is particularly grave where the child requires neonatal care, and significant medical decisions have to be taken before a parental order has
been made. When it is necessary to obtain parental consent to an intervention, or to the withdrawal of life-prolonging treatment, this leaves IPs and
healthcare staff in a very difficult position.

120  Consultation Question 112:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

121  Consultation Question 113:

Please provide your views below:

I imagine that there are very few cases where IPs cannot use the gametes of at least one of them, but for the small number of IPs where that is the case,
the current requirement seems to me to be a pretty clear breach of Article 8, in addition to being in conflict with the need to make the child's welfare the
court's paramount consideration, where a parental order would best meet the child's needs.

Please provide your views below:

I think the removal of this requirement in cases of medical necessity is a very good idea, and it should apply to both the new pathway and the parental
order route.

122  Consultation Question 114:

Please provide your views below:

123  Consultation Question 115:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

124  Consultation Question 116:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

125  Consultation Question 117: We invite consultees’ views as to the specific impact of our proposals in Northern Ireland.

Please provide your views below:

126  Consultation Question 118: We invite consultees’ views as to any other impact that we have not specifically addressed in this chapter, or
the preceding chapters, of this Consultation Paper.

Please provide your views below:
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Surrogacy Consultation Questions 

Email the completed document to surrogacy@lawcommission.gov.uk before the deadline 
of 11 October 2019. 

ABOUT YOU 

1. What is your name? 
Name (Required) 

 
 
2. If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a 
university), what is the name of your organisation? 
 
3. Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your 
organisation? 
(Required – Choose one response) 

• This is a personal response 

 
 
4. If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best 
describes you? 
(Choose one response) 

•  
• Academic 
• Other individual 

5. What is your email address? 
Email address:  

 
 
If you enter your email address then you will automatically receive an acknowledgement email 
when you submit your response. 

6. What is your telephone number? 
Telephone number:  
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7. If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be 
treated as confidential, please explain to us why you regard the information as confidential. 
As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your explanation but cannot 
give an assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances. 
 
 
 

 

 

Consultation Question 1. 
1.1 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in England and Wales:  

(1) all international surrogacy arrangements should continue to be automatically 
allocated to a judge of the High Court; and 

YES 
 
International surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale, abuse and trafficking of 
children and the exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights issues of the utmost 
seriousness and so the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. 
For this reason these cases should continue to be heard by a judge of the High Court.  
There is also the fact that in some countries surrogacy is illegal and hence they will need the 
legal ramifications considered.  (For example if a child is born to a surrogate from a country with 
national service – will that child suddenly become liable to national service if they set foot in that 
country as an adult.) 

 
(2) if international surrogacy arrangements are not automatically allocated to a judge of 

the High Court, circuit judges should be ticketed to hear such cases. 

Paragraph 6.42 

 

Consultation Question 2. 
1.2 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in respect of England and Wales  

(1) domestic surrogacy cases which continue to require a post-birth parental order 
should continue to be heard by lay justices, or whether they should be allocated to another 
level of the judiciary; and 
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(2) If consultees consider that such cases should be allocated to another level of the 
judiciary, which level of the judiciary would be appropriate. 

All surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale and trafficking of children and the 
exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights issues of the utmost seriousness and so 
the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. For this reason these 
cases should NOT be heard by a lay judge but rather by a senior judge, e.g. ticketed to circuit 
judges or higher. 

Paragraph 6.51 

 

Consultation Question 3. 
1.3 We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the 

current allocation rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation 
Questions 1 and 2. 

 
Paragraph 6.53 

 

Consultation Question 4. 
1.4 We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, the court should be placed under a 

duty to consider whether to make an order awarding the intended parents parental 
responsibility at the first directions hearing in the proceedings. 

Do consultees agree? 

(Note that this provisional proposal would be necessary only if our provisional proposal in 
Chapter 8 that all intended parents (whether in the new pathway or not) automatically 
acquire parental responsibility if the child is living with or being cared for by them is not 
supported by consultees). 

NO 
 
The UN Special Rapporteur recommends* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent 
authority AFTER the birth and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration. 
Nothing about the transfer of parental responsibility should be automatic and all options should 
be open. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 6.58 
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Consultation Question 5. 
1.5 We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the FPR 2010 

should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the 
proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise.  

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 6.72 

 

Consultation Question 6. 
1.6 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they are of the view that, in Scotland:  

(1) there is a need for greater consistency and clarity in provisions relating to the 
expenses of curators ad litem and reporting officers and, if so, how this should be 
addressed;   

(2) it should be provided by statute that, at the initial hearing or any subsequent hearing 
for a parental order, the court may make any such interim order or orders for 
parental responsibilities and parental rights as it sees fit; and/or 

(3) further procedural reform is needed and, if so, what that reform should be. 

 
Paragraph 6.110 

 

Consultation Question 7. 
1.7 In respect of a domestic surrogacy arrangement, we provisionally propose that, before the 

child is conceived, where the intended parents and surrogate have: 

(1) entered into an agreement including the prescribed information, which will include a 
statement as to legal parenthood on birth, 

(2) complied with procedural safeguards for the agreement, and 

(3) met eligibility requirements, 

on the birth of the child the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child, 
subject to the surrogate’s right to object. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
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I vehemently disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s key 
recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the Protection of Children and Cooperation in 
respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. These require the birth mother to have legal 
parenthood and parental responsibility when the child is born and that her consent to giving up 
the child must be freely given AFTER the child's birth. I believe that this important safeguard 
against the sale of children and the exploitation of birth mothers should apply equally to 
surrogacy arrangements, in both an international and a domestic context. 
 
This proposal would set a very dangerous precedent for all women, all mothers, all children and 
all of the implications need to be fully understood. There is no evidence in the consultation paper 
that the law commissioners have considered these more general implications fully, if at all. 
 
I understand that the proposal to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ legal parenthood at 
birth is based on (or justif ied by) in part at least the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ 
mothers prior to the consultation. I do not agree that these claimed wishes alone justify 
measures that contravene the recommendations of the UN Special Rapporteur and the 
provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to reduce the risk of the sale and 
trafficking of children and to protect birth mothers. 
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to encourage or 
condone a system that would require women to deliberately conceive and subsequently give 
birth with the expectation that they would have little or no legal responsibility for the child. The 
rights of the child must be prioritised regardless whether that is what some ‘surrogate’ mothers 
say they want or not. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.13 

 

Consultation Question 8. 
1.8 We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations and licensed clinics 

should be under a duty to keep a record of surrogacy arrangements under the new 
pathway to which they are a party, with such records being retained for a specified 
minimum period. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy 
organisations. 

 



6 
 

1.9 We invite consultees’ views as to what the length of that period should be: whether 100 
years or another period. 

1.10 The  child should have a right to know – as with sperm donation etc.  And any legal right to 
“secrecy” is irrelevant with modern DNA testing. 

Paragraph 8.14 

 

Consultation Question 9. 
1.11 We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes 

should apply to traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated surrogacy 
organisation is involved. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations, because they 
would inevitably lead to a normalising of surrogacy and an increase in its prevalence. 

Paragraph 8.21 

 

Consultation Question 10. 
1.12 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a 

traditional, domestic surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from 
entering into the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway.’  
Paragraph 8.22 

 

Consultation Question 11. 
1.13 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the surrogate should have the right to object to the acquisition of legal parenthood 
by the intended parents, for a fixed period after the birth of the child;  

(2) this right to object should operate by the surrogate making her objection in writing 
within a defined period, with the objection being sent to both the intended parents 
and the body responsible for the regulation of surrogacy; and 



7 
 

(3) the defined period should be the applicable period for birth registration less one 
week. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposal that the ‘intended parents’ should automatically acquire 
legal parenthood at birth and that the birth mother has only a limited time to object. This 
contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations,* including that the birth mother is the 
legal parent at birth and that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility 
in surrogacy arrangements are taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth, 
with the child’s best interests being the paramount consideration. 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to 
give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as 
the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before 
the expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.35 

 

Consultation Question 12. 
1.14 We provisionally propose that, where the surrogate objects to the intended parents 

acquiring legal parenthood within the period fixed after birth, the surrogacy arrangement 
should no longer be able to proceed in the new pathway, with the result that: 

(1) the surrogate will be the legal parent of the child;  

(2) if one of the intended parents would, under the current law, be a legal parent of the 
child, then he or she will continue to be a legal parent in these circumstances; and 

(3) the intended parents would be able to make an application for a parental order to 
obtain legal parenthood. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
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I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly with the ‘intended 
parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects.  
 
The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil 
partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent change of legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth 
and with the child’s best interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN 
Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.* 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to 
give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as 
the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before 
the expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.36 

 

Consultation Question 13. 
1.15 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway: 

(1) the intended parents should be required to make a declaration on registering the 
birth of the child that they have no reason to believe that the surrogate has lacked 
capacity at any time during the period in which she had the right to object to the 
intended parents acquiring legal parenthood; 

(2) if the intended parents cannot provide this declaration then, during the period in 
which she has the right to object to the intended parents acquiring legal parenthood, 
the surrogate should be able to provide a positive consent to such acquisition; and 

(3) if the intended parents are unable to make this declaration and the surrogate is 
unable to provide the positive consent within the relevant period, the surrogacy 
arrangement should exit the new pathway and the intended parents should be able 
to make an application for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
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I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended 
parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects.  
 
The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil 
partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent change of legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth 
and with the child’s best interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN 
Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.* 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to 
give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as 
the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before 
the expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.37 

 

Consultation Question 14. 
1.15 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway, the welfare of the child to be born as a 

result of the surrogacy arrangement: 

(1) should be assessed in the way set out in Chapter 8 of the current Code of Practice; 

(2) either the regulated surrogacy organisation or regulated clinic, as appropriate, 
should be responsible for ensuring that this procedure is followed; and 

(3) there should be no requirement for any welfare assessment of the child after his or 
her birth. 

Do consultees agree? 
 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s 
recommendation* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in 
surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the 
birth and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration. A welfare assessment is 
an absolute requirement if an informed decision is to be made about the child’s best interest. 
Therefore a welfare assessment MUST be made after the child’s birth. 



10 
 

 
The pre-conception assessment would typically have been carried out more than a year before 
the birth of the child. Much can change in that time.  
 
The justif ication that a welfare assessment after the birth of the child is not necessary because 
parents of children born through the normal process are not subject to such checks does not 
hold. Pregnancy, birth and the post-partum changes are intense physical and existential 
experiences that change you and prime you to love and be sensitive to the new-born child and 
rise to the challenge of the enormous task of raising him or her to adulthood. For obvious 
reasons ‘intended parents’ do not have this advantage.  
 
In addition, pregnancy and childbirth are a huge investment of the birth mother’s physical, 
physiological and emotional resources, which means she has already made a huge and 
unquantif iable, nearly year-long, commitment to the child. This means her practical and 
emotional commitment to the child is already well-developed, giving her the best chance of 
surmounting all the diff iculties that will inevitably arise over the course of the child’s childhood 
and adolescence.  
 
The ‘intended parents’ have had no similar experience. The investment of f inancial resources 
does not in any way prepare you for the practical reality of caring for a new-born child and the 
long road of nurturing and shepherding him or her to adulthood. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.51 

 

Consultation Question 15. 
1.16 We provisionally propose that, for a child born as a result of a surrogacy arrangement 

under the new pathway, where the surrogate has exercised her right to object to the 
intended parents’ acquisition of legal parenthood at birth, the surrogate’s spouse or civil 
partner, if any, should not be a legal parent of the child. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘new pathway.’  
 
There is a very real risk that spouses and partners will coerce women into being a ‘surrogate’ for 
f inancial gain. This risk is likely to increase if he or she does not have legal parenthood or 
parental responsibility for any children born of the arrangement. This is enough reason to reject 
this proposal. 
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However, it also represents a significant change in legal parenthood rules and would therefore 
have an implication for all children, all families because it would set a precedent. It should not be 
introduced without a full assessment of all the implications, including on the rights of mothers and 
children. There is no evidence that the law commissioners have carried out any such 
assessment. 
 
1.17 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in the case of a surrogacy arrangement outside 

the new pathway, the surrogate’s spouse or civil partner should continue to be a legal 
parent of the child born as a result of the arrangement. 

YES 
 
The normal legal parenthood rules should apply. This will reduce the risk of spouses and 
partners coercing women into surrogacy for f inancial gain. 

Paragraph 8.57 

 

Consultation Question 16. 
1.18 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway, where a child born of a surrogacy 

arrangement is stillborn: 

(1) the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child unless the surrogate 
exercises her right to object; and 

(2) the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being registered as 
the parents before the expiry of the period of the right to object. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended 
parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects. The 
birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should not change if 
the child is stillborn. 
 
1.19 We provisionally propose that, outside the new pathway, where a child born of a surrogacy 

arrangement is stillborn, the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents 
being registered as the parents before the expiry of the period allowed for the registration 
of the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a declaration to the effect that 
the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the 
stillbirth. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
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I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the birth parents in this 
situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should 
not change if the child is stillborn and the registration should accurately reflect this. 

Paragraph 8.77 

 

Consultation Question 17. 
1.20 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, 

where the child dies before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able 
to consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents before the expiry of the 
period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have 
made a declaration to the effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order 
are satisfied, on registration of the birth. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in this 
situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and if the child 
dies before the parental order, the registration of birth should accurately reflect that the birth 
mother was the legal parent. 

Paragraph 8.79 

 

Consultation Question 18. 
1.21 For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to 

whether, where the surrogate dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during which 
she can exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the new 
pathway and the intended parents should be required to make an application for a 
parental order. 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 8.80 
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Consultation Question 19. 
1.22 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, where 

both intended parents die during the surrogate’s pregnancy, the intended parents should 
be registered as the child’s parents on birth, subject to the surrogate not exercising her 
right to object within the defined period. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with the deceased 
‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in this situation. The birth mother should 
always be the legal parent of the child at birth and the registration of birth should accurately 
reflect this. 
 
1.23 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new 

pathway, where both intended parents die during the surrogate’s pregnancy or before a 
parental order is made: 

(1) it should be competent for an application to be made, by a person who claims an 
interest under section 11(3)(a) of the Children (Scotland) Act 1995, or who would be 
permitted to apply for an order under section 8 of the Children Act 1989: 

(a) for an order for appointment as guardian of the child, and 

(b) for a parental order in the name of the intended parents, subject to the 
surrogate’s consent; or 

(2) the surrogate should be registered as the child’s mother and it should not be 
possible for the intended parents to be registered as the child’s parents, but that 
there should be a procedure for the surrogate to provide details of the intended 
parents, and, if relevant, gamete donors, for entry onto the register of surrogacy 
arrangements. 

The intended parents should NOT be registered as the child’s parents if they are already 
deceased – so option (2) is preferable. 

Paragraph 8.81 

 

Consultation Question 20. 
1.24 We provisionally propose that, where an application is made for a parental order by a sole 

applicant under section 54A: 
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(1) the applicant should have to make a declaration that it was always intended that 
there would only be a single applicant for a parental order in respect of the child 
concerned or to supply the name and contact details of the other intended parent;  

(2) if details of another intended parent are supplied, a provision should be made for 
notice to be given to the potential second intended parent of the application and an 
opportunity given to that party to provide notice of opposition within a brief period 
(of, say, 14 to 21 days); and 

(3) if the second intended parent gives notice of his or her intention to oppose, he or 
she should be required to make his or her own application within a brief period (say 
14 days), otherwise the application of the first intended parent will be determined by 
the court. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 8.86 

 

Consultation Question 21. 
1.25 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases; and 

(2) how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this model. 

I profoundly oppose a three-parent model of legal parenthood, even if it is temporary. The birth 
mother should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent 
authority AFTER the birth of the child with the best interests of the child being the paramount 
consideration, as recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.91 

 

Consultation Question 22. 
1.26 We invite consultees’ views:  

(1) as to whether there should be any additional oversight in the new pathway that we 
have proposed, leading to the acquisition of legal parenthood by the intended 
parents at birth; and 

(2) if so, as to whether should this oversight be: 



15 
 

(a) administrative, or 

(b) judicial. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should be the 
legal parent and have parental responsibility at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood 
and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other 
competent authority AFTER the birth of the child based on the best interests of the child, as 
recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.93 

 

Consultation Question 23. 
1.27 In respect of England and Wales, we invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether the welfare checklist, contained in section 1(3) of the Children Act 1989, 
should be amended to provide for the court to have regard to additional specific 
factors in the situation where it is considering the arrangements for a child in the 
context of a dispute about a surrogacy arrangement; and 

(2) if so, as to what those additional factors should be. 

The child’s best interests should drive all decisions about the child in the event of a dispute about 
a surrogacy arrangement. The welfare checklist provides a comprehensive summary of the 
issues to be considered and is adequate as it is, and conforms to the UN Special Rapporteur’s 
recommendation* that the child’s best interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not 
believe any other factors should be added. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx  

Paragraph 8.120 

 

Consultation Question 24. 
1.28 In respect of England and Wales, we invite consultees’ views: 

(1) as to whether the checklist, contained in section 1(4) of the ACA 2002 (as applied 
and modified by regulation 2 and paragraph 1 of Schedule 1 of the 2018 
Regulations) should be further amended to provide for the court to have regard to 
additional specific factors in the situation where it is considering whether to make a 
parental order; and 

(2) what those additional factors should be. 
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The child’s best interests should drive all decisions when considering whether to make a parental 
order. The welfare checklist provides a comprehensive summary of the issues to be considered 
and is adequate as it is, and it conforms to UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendation* that the 
child’s best interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not believe any other factors 
should be added. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.121 

 

Consultation Question 25. 
1.29 We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be 

amended to add the intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section 
8 order without leave. 

NO 
 
There are real risks of the sale and trafficking of children and of exploitation of the birth mother 
and her reproductive capacities in all surrogacy arrangements. The court should therefore 
always have oversight of the arrangements. I am also concerned that there should be no 
liberalisation of the law on surrogacy because of the potential human rights abuses involved. I do 
not believe that ‘intended parents’ should be added to the list of those who can apply for a 
section 8 order without leave. 

Paragraph 8.123 

 

Consultation Question 26. 
1.30 We provisionally propose that, where a child is born as a result of a surrogacy 

arrangement outside the new pathway, the intended parents should acquire parental 
responsibility automatically where: 

(1) the child is living with them or being cared for by them; and  

(2) they intend to apply for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with this proposal. The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth and 
all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements 
should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, as 
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recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur* in order to reduce the risk of the sale and 
trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility 
is based on (or justif ied by) the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the 
consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify measures that contravene recommendations of 
the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to 
reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children.  
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system 
that would require women to give birth with the expectation that they would have no legal 
responsibility for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must 
be prioritised regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.132 

 

Consultation Question 27. 
1.31 We provisionally propose that, where a child is born as a result of a surrogacy 

arrangement in the new pathway: 

(1) the intended parents should acquire parental responsibility on the birth of the child; 
and 

(2) if the surrogate exercises her right to object, the intended parents should continue to 
have parental responsibility for the child where the child is living with, or being cared 
for by, them, and they intend to apply for a parental order.  

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended 
parents’ should acquire parentage or parental responsibility automatically. The birth mother 
should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental 
responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority 
AFTER the birth of the child, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is 
the recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the 
sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility 
is based on (or justif ied by) the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the 
consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify a measure that contravenes recommendations of 
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the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to 
reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children.  
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system 
that would require women to give birth with the expectation that they would have no responsibility 
for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must be prioritised 
regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.134 

 

Consultation Question 28. 
1.32 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the 

surrogate should retain parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the 
arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right to 
object, assuming that she does not exercise her right to object. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I agree that the birth mother should have parental responsibility for the child but NOT that the 
‘intended parents’ should get automatic legal parenthood and parental responsibility. 
 
All decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements 
should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, with the 
child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN Special 
Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the 
exploitation of women and their women’s reproductive capacities. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.139 

 

Consultation Question 29. 
1.33 For all surrogacy arrangements, we invite consultees’ views as to:  

(1) whether there is a need for any restriction to be placed on the exercise of parental 
responsibility by either the surrogate (or other legal parent), or the intended parents, 
during the period in which parental responsibility is shared; and 



19 
 

(2) whether it should operate to restrict the exercise of parental responsibility by the 
party not caring for the child or with whom the child is not living. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should have 
legal parenthood and parental responsibility at and after the birth and all subsequent decisions 
involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility should be taken by a court or other 
competent authority, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the 
recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale 
and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.140 

 

Consultation Question 30. 
1.34 We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the 

scope of the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 9.29 

 

Consultation Question 31. 
1.35 We invite the views of independent surrogates, and intended parents who have used 

independent surrogacy arrangements, to tell us about their experience. In particular, we 
would be interested to hear about any health screening, counselling and legal advice that 
took place. 

N/A 
Paragraph 9.35 
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Consultation Question 32. 
1.36 We invite consultees’ views as to whether independent surrogacy arrangements should be 

brought within the scope of the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts 
binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first optional protocol. 
 
1.37 We invite consultees’ views as to how independent surrogacy arrangements might be 

brought within the scope of the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts 
binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first optional protocol. 

Paragraph 9.36 

 

Consultation Question 33. 
1.38 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) there should be regulated surrogacy organisations;  

NO 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 

(2) there should be no requirement for a regulated surrogacy organisation to take a 
particular form; and 

OTHER 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 

(3) each surrogacy organisation should be required to appoint an individual responsible 
for ensuring that the organisation complies with regulation. 

Do consultees agree?  

OTHER 
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I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.61 

 

Consultation Question 34. 
1.39 We provisionally propose that the person responsible must be responsible for: 

(1) representing the organisation to, and liaising with, the regulator; 

(2) managing the regulated surrogacy organisation with sufficient care, competence 
and skill; 

(3) ensuring the compliance of the organisation with relevant law and regulation, 
including the creation, maintenance and operation of necessary policies and 
procedures; 

(4) training any staff, including that of the person responsible; and 

(5) providing data to the regulator and to such other person as required by law. 

Do consultees agree? 

LEAVE ALL CHECK BOXES BLANK (i.e. none of the above) 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
1.40 We invite consultees to identify any other responsibilities which a responsible individual 

should have. 

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
1.41 We invite consultees’ views as to what experience, skills and qualif ications a person 

responsible for a surrogacy organisation should have. 

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.62 
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Consultation Question 35. 
1.42 We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit 

making bodies. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction 
surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and 
would drive an increase in surrogacy. Even if surrogacy organisations are non-profit making, they 
will inevitably be driven by commercial imperatives (for example, to cover costs, salaries, etc.) 
and will need to continuously seek new business and to convince or coerce more women to act 
as ‘surrogates.’ 
 
Deriving income from surrogacy is abhorrent and, given the parallels between surrogacy and 
prostitution, is a potential violation of Article 6 of CEDAW, which prohibits third-parties profiting or 
otherwise benefiting from the prostitution of women. 

Paragraph 9.84 

 

Consultation Question 36. 
1.43 We invite consultees’ views as to what should be included in the definition of matching and 

facilitation services. 

I disagree with organisations being able to provide matching and facilitation services, because 
that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human 
rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.94 

 

Consultation Question 37. 
1.44 We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to 

offer matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new 
pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated 
surrogacy organisations or any other organisations being able to provide matching and 
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facilitation services for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase 
in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
  
1.45 We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should 

be able to offer matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements 
outside the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated 
surrogacy organisations or any other organisations being able to provide matching and 
facilitation services for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase 
in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.95 

 

Consultation Question 38. 
1.46 We invite consultees’ views as to the sanctions that should be available against 

organisations that offer matching and facilitation services without being regulated to do so, 
and whether these should be criminal, civil or regulatory. 

I do not accept that matching and facilitation services should be allowed – regardless who they 
are provided by – because they would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I 
consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. Offering such services 
should be a criminal offence. 

Paragraph 9.97 

 

Consultation Question 39. 
1.47 We provisionally propose that the remit of the Human Fertilisation and Embryology 

Authority be expanded to include the regulation of regulated surrogacy organisations, and 
oversight of compliance with the proposed legal requirements for the new pathway to legal 
parenthood. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction 
surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and 
would drive an increase in surrogacy.  
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1.48 If consultees agree, we invite their views as to how the Authority’s Code of Practice should 
apply to regulated surrogacy organisations, including which additional or new areas of 
regulation should be applied. 

Paragraph 9.117 

 

Consultation Question 40. 
1.49 We provisionally propose that surrogacy agreements should remain unenforceable 

(subject to the exception we provisionally propose in Consultation Question 88 in relation 
to financial terms).  

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 9.129 

 

Consultation Question 41. 
1.50 We provisionally propose that there should be no prohibition against charging for 

negotiating, facilitating and advising on surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I VEHEMENTLY disagree with this proposal and the opening up of surrogacy in this country, 
because I consider it a violation of the human rights of both women and the child. The idea of 
organisations charging to facilitate it is utterly abhorrent and violates the spirit, if not the letter, of 
Article 6 of CEDAW, given the parallels between surrogacy and prostitution. Article 6 prohibits 
the exploitation of the prostitution of women – which includes deriving any form of benefit from 
women’s prostitution. 

Paragraph 9.135 

 

Consultation Question 42. 
1.51 We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy 

should be removed, with the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything 
that can lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
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I VEHEMENTLY disagree with removing the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy. 
Surrogacy is a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and enabling 
advertising sites (and other ‘service’ organisations) to financially benefit from it is abhorrent. 
 
At this time of increasing poverty and inequality, it would be unethical to promote the idea that 
being a ‘surrogate’ mother would be a solution to an impoverished woman’s financial problems. If 
this proposal is implemented, Facebook and Google are likely present surrogacy ads to female 
students and young women suggesting that becoming a ‘surrogate’ would provide the solution to 
their f inancial worries. The most disadvantaged young women would be the most vulnerable to 
this idea and it is doubtful it would ever truly be in her best interest. 
 
Just as we protect disadvantaged people from the temptation of selling their kidneys for money, 
we need to protect disadvantaged women from the temptation of renting their wombs. This 
means that advertising of surrogacy MUST remain banned. 

Paragraph 9.145 

 

Consultation Question 43. 
1.52 We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, where the making of a parental 

order in respect of a child born of a surrogacy arrangement has been recorded in the 
Parental Order Register, the child should be able to access his or her original birth 
certif icate at the age of 18. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 10.80 

 

Consultation Question 44. 
1.53 We provisionally propose that where children are born of surrogacy arrangements that 

result in the intended parents being recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full 
form of that certif icate should make clear that the birth was the result of a surrogacy 
arrangement. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended 
parents’ should be recorded as parents on the original birth certif icate. The birth mother should 
be recorded as the birth mother on the birth certificate and all decisions involving legal 
parenthood and parental responsibility should be taken after the birth by a court or other 
competent authority, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the 
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recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale 
and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
However, if the ‘intended parents’ are recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of 
the certif icate should make clear that the birth was the result of a surrogacy arrangement. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 10.85 

 

Consultation Question 45. 
1.54 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the birth registration system in England and 

Wales requires reform and, if so, which reforms they would like to see. 

I do not consider the birth registration system to be in need for reform. I am particularly opposed 
to changes to allow for the registration of three parents or for anyone other than the birth mother 
to be recorded as the mother on the original birth certif icate. Such proposals could lead to the 
facilitation of the sale of children and an erosion of mothers’ rights and a diluting of the 
understanding that the relationship between the birth mother and the child is unique. 

Paragraph 10.87 

 

Consultation Question 46. 
1.55 We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has 

been the subject of a parental order should be able to access all the documents contained 
in the court’s file for those parental order proceedings. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 10.89 

 

Consultation Question 47. 
1.56 We provisionally propose that a national register of surrogacy arrangements should be 

created to record the identity of the intended parents, the surrogate and the gamete 
donors. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
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1.57 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the register should be maintained by the Authority; 

(2) the register should record information for all surrogacy arrangements, whether in or 
outside the new pathway, provided that the information about who has contributed 
gametes for the conception of the child has been medically verif ied, and that the 
information should include: 

(a) identifying information about all the parties to the surrogacy arrangement, and 

(b) non-identifying information about those who have contributed gametes to the 
conception of the child; and 

(3) to facilitate the record of this information, the application form/petition for a parental 
order should record full information about a child’s genetic heritage where available 
and established by DNA or medical evidence, recording the use of an anonymous 
gamete donor if that applies. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy 
organisations. However, should surrogacy take place, it is important that the children have 
access to information about their origins and these proposals seem generally sound, except that 
the information held on gamete donors should also include identifying information – because 
otherwise it trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the right to know her or his 
genetic parentage. 

Paragraph 10.102 

 

Consultation Question 48. 
1.58 We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate 

and the intended parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy 
arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy arrangement. 

I agree but with the proviso that all the information should be identifying – because otherwise it 
trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the right to know her or his genetic 
parentage. 

Paragraph 10.104 
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Consultation Question 49. 
1.59 We provisionally propose that a child born of a surrogacy arrangement should be able to 

access the information recorded in the register from the age of 18 for identifying 
information, and 16 for non-identifying information (if such information is included on the 
register), provided that he or she has been given a suitable opportunity to receive 
counselling about the implications of compliance with this request. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
1.60 We invite consultees’ views as to whether a child under the age of 18 or 16 (depending on 

whether the information is identifying or non-identifying respectively) should be able to 
access the information in the register and, if so, in which circumstances: 

(1) where his or her legal parents have consented; 

(2) if he or she has received counselling and the counsellor judges that he or she is 
sufficiently mature to receive this information; and/or 

(3) in any other circumstances. 

I agree with (1) and (2) and believe there might be other circumstances where this is reasonable. 
Paragraph 10.110 

 

Consultation Question 50. 
1.61 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any provision for those born of 

a surrogacy arrangement to make a request for information to disclose whether a person 
whom he or she is intending to marry, or with whom he or she intends to enter into a civil 
partnership or intimate physical relationship, was carried by the same surrogate. 

YES, this should be possible. 
Paragraph 10.114 

 

Consultation Question 51. 
1.62 We provisionally propose that where two people are born to, and genetically related 

through, the same surrogate, they should be able to access the register to identify each 
other, if they both wish to do so. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
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1.63 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be provision to allow people born 

to the same surrogate – but who are not genetically related – to access the register to 
identify each other, if they both wish to do so. 

YES, I agree. 
Paragraph 10.121 

 

Consultation Question 52. 
1.64 We invite consultees’ views as to whether provision should be made to allow a person 

carried by a surrogate, and the surrogate’s own child, to access the register to identify 
each other, if they both wish to do so: 

(1) if they are genetically related through the surrogate; and/or 

(2) if they are not genetically related through the surrogate. 

YES to both (1) and (2) 
Paragraph 10.123 

 

Consultation Question 53. 
1.65 For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to 

whether details of an intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental 
order should be recorded in the register. 

The intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded 
in the register. 

Paragraph 10.128 

 



30 
 

Consultation Question 54. 
1.66 We provisionally propose that the six month time limits in sections 54 and 54A of the 

HFEA 2008 for making a parental order application should be abolished. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain 
circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child. 

Paragraph 11.20 

 

Consultation Question 55. 
1.67 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the current circumstances in which the consent of the surrogate (and any other legal 
parent) is not required, namely where a person cannot be found or is incapable of 
giving agreement, should continue to be available; 

NO  
 
I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child 
trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s wombs. An adoption order can be considered 
as an option when a parental order is not possible. 
 

(2) the court should have the power to dispense with the consent of the surrogate, and 
any other legal parent of the child, in the following circumstances: 

(a) where the child is living with the intended parents, with the consent of the 
surrogate and any other legal parent, or 

(b) following a determination by the court that the child should live with the 
intended parents; and 

(3) the court’s power to dispense with consent should be subject to the paramount 
consideration of the child’s welfare throughout his or her life guided by the factors 
set out in section 1 of the Adoption and Children Act 2002 and, in Scotland, in line 
with the section 14(3) of the Adoption and Children (Scotland) Act 2007. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
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I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child 
trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s wombs. An adoption order can be considered 
as an option when a parental order is not possible. 

Paragraph 11.58 

 

Consultation Question 56. 
1.68 We provisionally propose that, both for a parental order and in the new pathway, the 

intended parents or one of the intended parents must be domiciled or habitually resident in 
the UK, Channel Islands or Isle of Man. 

Do consultees agree?  

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The ‘intended parents’ should be 
domiciled (and not simply habitually resident) in the UK in order to avoid surrogacy tourism. 
 
1.69 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any additional conditions 

imposed on the test of habitual residence, for example, a qualifying period of habitual 
residence required to satisfy the test. 

I profoundly disagree with opening up parental orders to ‘intended parents’ who are habitual 
residents but not domiciled in the UK – because of the risk of surrogacy tourism. 

Paragraph 12.15 

 

Consultation Question 57. 
1.70 We invite consultees’ views on whether: 

(1) the qualifying categories of relationship in section 54(2) of the HFEA 2008 should be 
reformed and, if so, how; or 

(2) the requirement should be removed, subject to two persons who are within the 
prohibited degrees of relationship being prevented from applying. 

The qualifying categories of relationship should not be reformed or removed. 
Paragraph 12.29 
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Consultation Question 58. 
1.71 We provisionally propose that to use the new pathway, intended parents should be 

required to make a declaration in the surrogacy agreement that they intend for the child’s 
home to be with them. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.  

Paragraph 12.34 

 

Consultation Question 59. 
1.72 We provisionally propose that the new pathway –  

(1) should not impose a requirement that the intended parent, or one of the intended 
parents, provide gametes for the conception of the child, so that double donation of 
gametes is permitted, but 

(2) that double donation should only be permitted in cases of medical necessity, 
meaning that there is not an intended parent who is able to provide a gamete due to 
infertility. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic link should 
be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 
 
1.73 We invite consultees’ views as to whether double donation should be permitted under the 

parental order pathway (to the same extent that it may be permitted in the new pathway) in 
domestic surrogacy arrangements.  

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and all other proposals that are 
likely to result in an increase in surrogacy. I therefore do not believe that double donation should 
be permitted under the parental order pathway in domestic surrogacy arrangements.  
 
1.74 We provisionally propose that the requirement that the intended parent or one of the 

intended parents contribute gametes to the conception of the child in the parental order 
pathway should be retained in international surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
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Paragraph 12.64 

 

Consultation Question 60. 
1.75 We provisionally propose that if the requirement for a genetic link is retained for domestic 

cases outside the new pathway, the requirement should not apply, subject to medical 
necessity, if the court determines that the intended parents in good faith began the 
surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway but were required to apply for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I fundamentally disagree with proposals to introduce the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic 
link should be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 

Paragraph 12.71 

 

Consultation Question 61. 
1.76 We provisionally propose that if double donation is permitted only in cases of medical 

necessity, an exception should be made to allow a parental order to be granted to a single 
parent without a genetic link where the intended parent’s former partner provides gametes 
but the intended parents’ relationship breaks down before the grant of a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 

Paragraph 12.76 
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Consultation Question 62. 
1.77 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that a surrogacy 

arrangement has been used because of medical necessity: 

(1) for cases under the new pathway to parenthood; and/or 

(2) for cases where a post-birth parental order application is made. 

I oppose surrogacy and believe that it is a fundamental violation of women’s and children’s rights 
and that it should therefore be banned. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’  
 
1.78 We invite consultees’ views as to how a test of medical necessity for surrogacy, if it is 

introduced, should be defined and assessed. 

I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 
Paragraph 12.94 

 

Consultation Question 63. 
1.79 We provisionally propose that in order to use the new pathway to parenthood, information 

identifying the child’s genetic parents and the surrogate must be provided for entry on the 
national register of surrogacy agreements prior to registration of the child’s birth. 

Do consultees agree?  

OTHER 
 
I profoundly oppose the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. However, I support the requirement in 
any surrogacy arrangements for the recording of the identity of all genetic parents and the birth 
mother. 
 
1.80 We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be a condition for an application for a 

parental order that: 

(1) those who contributed gametes are entered on the national register of surrogacy 
agreements; and/or 

(2) if it remains a requirement that one of the intended parents provided gametes in the 
conception of the child, that the genetic link is demonstrated to the court with 
medical or DNA evidence. 

While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, I support this condition for a parental order 
in the circumstances described in both (1) and (2). 
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1.81 We provisionally propose that it should be a condition for the application of a parental 
order that the identity of the surrogate is entered on the national register of surrogacy 
agreements. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, if it happens, I support this provision. 

Paragraph 12.115 

 

Consultation Question 64. 
1.82 We provisionally propose that there should be no maximum age limit for the grant of a 

parental order. The age of the intended parents should continue to be taken into account 
in the assessment of the welfare of the child in applications to grant a parental order.  

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I am opposed to surrogacy and would like to see it banned, because it is a violation of both 
women’s and children’s human rights.  
 
Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society 
and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good health until the child reaches adulthood. 
Surrogacy is therefore particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. If surrogacy is 
to be opened up, a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is imperative. This will make it clear 
that society does not condone older people entering a surrogacy arrangement and will make it 
less likely that older people will go ahead with such an arrangement and present the court with a 
fait accompli. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement up to that age but not beyond. It is 
therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
 
1.83 We invite consultees’ views as to whether under the new pathway there should be a 

maximum age limit for intended parents, and if so, what it should be. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be 
allowed, there should be a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ and it should be 45. 
 
Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society 
and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good health until the child reaches adulthood. 
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I am opposed to surrogacy per se, because it is a violation of both women’s and children’s 
human rights. However, it is particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. I therefore 
consider that a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is important. This will make it clear that 
society does not consider it acceptable for older people to enter into a surrogacy arrangement 
and will make it less likely that they will. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement up to that age. It is therefore imperative 
that age limits are set very carefully.  
 
1.84 We provisionally propose that intended parents should be required to be at least 18 years 

old at the time that they enter into a surrogacy agreement under the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be 
allowed, there should be a minimum age for ‘intended parents’ and it should be much older than 
18. I suggest that 25 would be more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement at that age. It is therefore imperative that 
age limits are set very carefully. What kind of society would want 18-year olds to believe that it 
would be reasonable for them to become ‘parents’ through a surrogacy arrangement – before 
they have taken even their f irst steps into independence and adulthood? 

Paragraph 12.133 

 

Consultation Question 65. 
1.85 We provisionally propose that surrogates should be required to be at least 18 years of age 

(at the time of conception), in order for the court to have the power to make a parental 
order. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I am opposed to surrogacy per se and would like to see it banned, because I consider it a 
violation of both women’s and children’s human rights.  
 
At 18 a woman is barely out of childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish herself 
as an adult. This means that she is particularly vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There 
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should be a significantly older minimum age for entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I 
suggest that 25 years would be more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society 
sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy 
arrangement is a reasonable thing for them to be doing before they have taken even their f irst 
steps into independence and adulthood?  
 
1.86 We provisionally propose that surrogates should be required to be at least 18 years old at 

the time of entering into the surrogacy agreement within the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for a ‘new pathway’. At 18 a woman is barely out of 
childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish herself as an adult. This means that 
she is particularly vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There should be a significantly older 
minimum age for entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I suggest that 25 years would be 
more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society 
sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy 
arrangement is a reasonable thing for them to be doing before they have taken even their f irst 
steps into independence and adulthood?  

Paragraph 12.144 

 

Consultation Question 66. 
1.87 We provisionally propose that medical testing of the surrogate, any partner of the 

surrogate, and any intended parent providing gametes should be required for the new 
pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
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1.88 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the types of testing set out in the Code of 
Practice are feasible for traditional surrogacy arrangements outside a licensed clinic, and if 
not, which types of testing should be required for such arrangements. 

 
Paragraph 13.16 

 

Consultation Question 67. 
1.89 We provisionally propose that, as a condition of being eligible for entry into the new 

pathway: 

(1) the surrogate, her spouse, civil partner or partner (if any) and the intended parents 
intending to enter into a surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway should be 
required to attend counselling with regard to the implications of entering into that 
arrangement; and 

(2) the implications counselling should be provided by a counsellor who meets the 
requirements set out in the Code of Practice at paragraphs 2.14 to 2.15. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.44 

 

Consultation Question 68. 
1.90 We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that 

the surrogate and the intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect 
of the law and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is signed. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.65 
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Consultation Question 69. 
1.91 We provisionally propose that, as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway: 

(1) an enhanced criminal record certificate should be obtained for intended parents, 
surrogates and any spouses, civil partners or partners of surrogates;  

(2) the body overseeing the surrogate arrangement should not enable a surrogate 
arrangement to be proceed under the new pathway where a person screened is unsuitable 
for having being convicted of, or received a police caution for, any offence appearing on a 
prescribed list of offences; and  

(3) the body overseeing the surrogacy arrangement may also determine that a 
person is unsuitable based on the information provided in the enhanced record certificate.  

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
 
1.92 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the list of offences that applies in the case of 

adoption is appropriate in the case of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.73 

 

Consultation Question 70. 
1.93 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the 

surrogate has previously given birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway. 

OTHER 
 
I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. 
 
Society should not condone women who have never had a child of their own entering an 
arrangement to undergo pregnancy and childbirth for someone else. It is impossible to 
understand what pregnancy and childbirth are like and how they will change you until or unless 
you have had that experience yourself. 

Paragraph 13.95 
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Consultation Question 71. 
1.94 We provisionally propose that there should not be a maximum number of surrogate 

pregnancies that a woman can undertake as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. 
 
Society should not condone women undergoing multiple ‘surrogate’ pregnancies and childbirths. 
Even the Kennel Club recognises that female dogs should not be allowed to undertake more 
than four pregnancies. It is abhorrent that female dogs have better protections than women 
would have under this proposal. 

Paragraph 13.99 

 

Consultation Question 72. 
1.95 We invite consultees’ views as to whether payment of costs by the intended parents to the 

surrogate should be able to be: 

(1) based on an allowance;  

(2) based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, but without the need for 
production of receipts; or 

(3) based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, and only on production of 
receipts. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.16 
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Consultation Question 73. 
1.96 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate essential costs 
relating to the pregnancy; and 

(2) the types of expenditure which should be considered “essential”.   

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above the actual 
essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, 
and travel to medical appointments – backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.22 
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Consultation Question 74. 
1.97 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate 
additional costs relating to the pregnancy; and 

(2) the types of expenditure which should be considered additional, rather than 
essential.   

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above the actual 
essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, 
and travel to medical appointments – backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.26 

 

Consultation Question 75. 
1.98 We invite consultees’ views as to:  

(1) whether intended parents should be permitted to pay all costs that arise from 
entering into a surrogacy arrangement, and those unique to a surrogate pregnancy; 
and 

(2) the types of cost which should be included within this category. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
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Paragraph 15.29 

 

Consultation Question 76. 
1.99 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be 

able to pay their surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or 
self-employed). 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost 
earnings. 

Paragraph 15.37 

 

Consultation Question 77. 
1.100 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be 

able to pay their surrogate either or both of the following lost potential earnings: 

(1) her lost employment-related potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 15.35 
above); and/or 

(2) other lost potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 15.36 above). 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 



44 
 

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost 
earnings. 

Paragraph 15.38 

 

Consultation Question 78. 
1.101 We invite consultees to share their experiences:  

(1) of the impact that payments received by a surrogate from the intended parents has 
had on the surrogate’s entitlement to means-tested social welfare benefits; and 

(2) where a surrogacy arrangement has had an impact on the surrogate’s entitlement to 
means-tested social welfare benefits, how that has been addressed in their 
surrogacy arrangement. 

N/A 
Paragraph 15.47 
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Consultation Question 79. 
1.102 We invite consultees’ views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay 

compensation to the surrogate for the following: 

(1) pain and inconvenience arising from the pregnancy and childbirth; 

(2) medical treatments relating to the surrogacy, including payments for each 
insemination or embryo transfer; and/or 

(3)  specified complications, including hyperemesis gravidarum, pre-eclampsia, an 
ectopic pregnancy, miscarriage, termination, caesarean birth, excessive 
haemorrhaging, perineal tearing, removal of fallopian tubes or ovaries or a 
hysterectomy. 

It is absurd to propose that one could place a monetary value on the pain of adverse pregnancy 
outcomes. In putting a price tag on perineal tear for example, some mothers report little pain or 
symptoms, others have profound ongoing fear of vaginal penetration, which can result in very 
significant emotional and relationship diff iculties. Infection may complicate healing, and some 
women report long term sequelae from this, such as impaired wound healing.  
 
Haematology conditions should also be considered. Blood loss, for example due to placental 
haemorrhage can be very significant, and potentially result in emergency hysterectomy and 
blood transfusion to save the life of the mother. It is a fact that although blood is thoroughly 
screened in the UK there still remains the potential for blood borne illnesses to be transmitted, 
and the fact that some of these may not have been identif ied yet by researchers is also a real 
risk to a mother receiving transfusion. Persons who have had a blood transfusion are currently 
unable to donate blood themselves in the UK, due to the risk of (vCJD) transmission. This is an 
indication of the gravity of receiving blood products.  
 
No medical intervention is EVER risk free. Receiving multiple blood products in the context of 
Massive Transfusion Protocol (eg platelets, Fresh Frozen Plasma, cryoprecipitate) only heighten 
those risks.  
 
Conditions such as HELLP (Haemolysis, Elevated Liver enzymes, Low Platelets) can be fatal, 
and although the maternal mortality rate is low, it can have significant sequelae, including renal 
failure potentially requiring dialysis, placental abruption (potentially fatal for mother and baby) 
permanent liver damage and retinal detachment resulting in visual impairment.  
 
Each of these conditions have long term consequences for a woman, psychologically, physically 
and emotionally, and may also affect her ability to return to work or care for other children.  
 
Also, the late complications of childbirth have been disregarded. Late consequences of childbirth 
can include vaginal or rectal prolapse, urinary and faecal incontinence. Women who have had a 
C section may experience ongoing pain around the scar. Some sources quote this as affecting 
between 6 and 18 percent of women. These symptoms can be profoundly distressing, and may 
take years to present (conversely, may present immediately). 
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How could we ensure that women suffering these complications are compensated? They are 
multifactorial, and risk increases with instrumented delivery and parity. How would it be proposed 
to unpick the role of a surrogate pregnancy in causing these symptoms in relation to other risk 
factors, for example parity, smoking history, personal medical history? 
 
Psychiatric conditions are also absent from this list. Complications including depression and 
anxiety may be worsened by pregnancy. Other mental health conditions such as post natal 
depression and post partum psychosis can be fatal, and impact on a woman’s health for many 
years to come. I’m quite shocked that none of these conditions have been explicitly mentioned 
and it does make me wonder how the list of complications was created. I’d also like to know what 
level of haemorrhage would be considered “excessive”. 
 
The wording of the question “should” be able to pay compensation is not the same as being 
mandated to do so. This potentially creates a situation where some “luckier” women would 
receive compensation others would not. 
 
All of the above illustrates the risks of surrogacy and confirms my support for a total ban on 
surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.  
 
1.103 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other matters in respect of which 

intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate compensation. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.  
 
1.104 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the level of compensation payable should be: 

(1) a fixed fee set by the regulator (operating as a cap on the maximum payable), or  

(2) left to the parties to negotiate.   

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
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There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. 

Paragraph 15.53 

 

Consultation Question 80. 
1.105 We invite consultees views’ as to whether intended parents should be able to pay 

compensation to the surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the 
surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for the 
surrogate. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question illustrates the risks of surrogacy and why I oppose it.  

Paragraph 15.56 

 

Consultation Question 81. 
1.106 We invite consultees’ views as to whether:  

(1) intended parents should be able to buy gifts for the surrogate; and 

(2) if so, specific provision should be made for these gifts to be modest or reasonable in 
nature. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
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There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to give the birth mother gifts. 

Paragraph 15.60 

 

Consultation Question 82. 
1.107 We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be possible for the intended parents to 

agree to pay a woman for the service of undertaking a surrogacy. 

It should not be possible for the intended parents to agree to pay a woman for the service 
of undertaking a surrogacy. (check box) 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her 
‘services’. 
 
1.108 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay 

a woman for the service of undertaking surrogacy, whether that the fee should be: 

(1) any sum agreed between the parties to the surrogacy; or 

(2) a fixed fee set by the regulator. 

Leave both check boxes blank. 
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I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her 
‘services’. 
 
1.109 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay 

a woman a fixed fee for the service of undertaking surrogacy, what, if any, other payments 
the law should permit, in addition to that f ixed fee: 

(1) no other payments; 

(2) essential costs relating to the pregnancy; 

(3) additional costs relating to the pregnancy; 

(4) lost earnings; 

(5) compensation for pain and inconvenience, medical treatment and complications, 
and the death of the surrogate; and/or 

(6) gifts. 

Leave all check boxes blank. 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
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I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to make any type of fee or payment to 
the birth mother for her ‘services’. 

Paragraph 15.69 

 

Consultation Question 83. 
1.110 We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be possible for any payment the law 

permits the intended parents to pay the surrogate for her services to be reduced in the 
event of a miscarriage or termination of the pregnancy. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their 
‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of surrogacy. 
 

1.111 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if the law permits a fee payable to the surrogate 
to be able to be reduced in the event of a miscarriage or termination, whether such 
provision should apply: 

(1) in the first trimester of pregnancy only; 

(2) to any miscarriage or termination; or 

(3) some other period of time (please specify).   

Leave all check boxes blank. 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
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I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their 
‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of surrogacy. 

Paragraph 15.72 

 

Consultation Question 84. 
1.112 We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to 

surrogates should be the same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to 
parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I am opposed to the ‘new pathway’ but consider that regardless of the surrogacy arrangement 
being used, the only payments that should ever be made are essential and basic expenses for 
which receipts are provided. 

Paragraph 15.74 

 

Consultation Question 85. 
1.113 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have 

not discussed which they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the 
surrogate. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
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There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.75 

 

Consultation Question 86. 
1.114 We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that 

intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.76 
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Consultation Question 87. 
1.115 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are specific methods of enforcing 

limitations that are placed on payments to surrogates that we should consider as part of 
our review: 

(1) for cases within the new pathway to parenthood; and  

(2) for cases where a parental order is made after the birth of the baby. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
The only payments that should be made are essential and basic expenses and for which receipts 
are provided. The judge or other competent authority should closely monitor all f inancial aspects 
of the arrangement (in line with the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations*) and refuse the 
parental order when payments have exceeded basic expenses. If it is not a judge overseeing the 
arrangements, the competent authority should be totally independent and not, for example, an 
agency (or ‘regulated surrogacy organisation’) that has been involved in the arrangements in any 
way. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 15.89 

 

Consultation Question 88. 
1.116 We provisionally propose that financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into under 

the new pathway to parenthood should be enforceable by the surrogate. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
 
1.117 We provisionally propose that if the financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into 

under the new pathway become enforceable, the ability to do so should not be dependent 
on the surrogate complying with any terms of the agreement relating to her lifestyle. 
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Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The idea that a ‘surrogacy 
agreement’ could place restrictions on the birth mother’s lifestyle is utterly abhorrent. 

Paragraph 15.99 

 

Consultation Question 89. 
1.118 We invite overseas surrogates (or bodies representing or advocating for surrogates) to 

share with us their experiences f international surrogacy arrangements. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.10 

 

Consultation Question 90. 
1.119 We invite organisations focused on children’s rights and welfare in the international 

context to share with us their views on our proposed reforms and consultation questions in 
this chapter. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.12 

 

Consultation Question 91. 
1.120 We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of their experience of applying to register 

a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement as a British citizen and 
obtaining a passport for the child. In particular, we would be interested to hear how long 
the application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have about 
causes of delays in the process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.52 
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Consultation Question 92. 
1.121 We provisionally propose that it should be possible for a file to be opened, and the 

application process for obtaining registration of a child born from an international 
surrogacy arrangement and obtaining a passport to begin, prior to the birth of the child. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a 
passport in international surrogacy arrangements appears to contradict the UN Special 
Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling and trafficking of 
children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly disagree with this 
proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.53 

 

Consultation Question 93. 
1.122 We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of 

applying for a visa for a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In 
particular, we would be interested to hear how long the application took after the birth of 
the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.68 

 

Consultation Question 94. 
1.123 We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process 

for applying for a visa in respect of a child born through an international surrogacy 
arrangement, before the child is born. The application will need to be completed after the 
birth of the child, and the issue of a passport in the child’s country of birth. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a 
passport before the child is born in international surrogacy arrangements appears to contradict 
the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling 
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and trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly 
disagree with this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

 

1.124 We provisionally propose that the current provision made for the grant of a visa outside of 
the Immigration Rules where the intended parents are not the legal parents of the child 
under nationality law should be brought within the Rules. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
1.125 We provisionally propose that:  

(1) the grant of a visa should not be dependent on the child breaking links with the 
surrogate; or  

(2) that this condition should be clarif ied to ensure that it does not prevent the child 
having contact, and an on-going relationship, with the surrogate. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
1.126 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current requirement for the grant of a visa 

outside the Rules that the intended parents must apply for a parental order within six 
months of the child’s birth should be removed (regardless of whether the availability of the 
visa is brought within the Rules), if our provisional proposal to remove the time limit on 
applications for parental orders is accepted. 

NO 
 
The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain 
circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child. 

Paragraph 16.69 

 

Consultation Question 95. 
1.127 We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process 

for applying for a EU Uniform Format Form in respect of a child born through an 
international surrogacy arrangement, before the child is born. The application will need to 
be completed after the birth of the child. 
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Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for an EU Uniform Format Form 
for the child before she or he is born in international surrogacy arrangements appears to 
contradict the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against 
the selling and trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I 
therefore strongly disagree with this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.76 

 

Consultation Question 96. 
1.128 We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of 

applying for a EU Uniform Format Form for a child born through an international 
surrogacy arrangement. In particular we would be interested to hear how long the 
application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of 
causes of delays in the process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.77 

 

Consultation Question 97. 
1.129 We provisionally propose that the UK Government should provide a single, 

comprehensive guide for intended parents explaining the nationality and immigration 
consequences of having a child through an international surrogacy arrangement.  

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I agree with such a guide, but would like to see it explaining the reasons why surrogacy is a 
violation of the human rights of women and children and all the other ways in which it is 
possible for people to enjoy children in their lives. 

Paragraph 16.82 
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Consultation Question 98. 
1.130 We provisionally propose that international surrogacy arrangements should not be 

eligible for the new pathway to parenthood. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 16.93 

 

Consultation Question 99. 
1.131 We provisionally propose that:  

1.132 the Secretary of State should have the power to provide that the intended parents of 
children born through international surrogacy arrangements, who are recognised as the 
legal parents of the child in the country of the child’s birth, should also be recognised as 
the child’s legal parents in the UK, without it being necessary for the intended parents to 
apply for a parental order, but 

1.133 before exercising the power, the Secretary of State should be required to be satisfied that 
the domestic law and practice in the country in question provides protection against the 
exploitation of surrogates, and for the welfare of the child, that is at least equivalent to 
that provided in UK law. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I do not see how this proposal for such a blanket power would align with the UN Special 
Rapporteur’s key recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the Protection of Children 
and Cooperation in respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. The latter requires the birth 
mother to have legal parenthood and parental responsibility when the child is born and that her 
consent to giving up the child must be given AFTER the child's birth and that the transfer of 
‘parenthood’ should be overseen by the courts or a competent authority on an individual case 
by case basis, with the best interests of the child being the paramount consideration. This is an 
important safeguard against the sale of children and for the protection of the birth mother and I 
believe it should apply equally to international surrogacy arrangements. I therefore strongly 
disagree with this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.94 
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Consultation Question 100. 
1.134 We invite consultees to tell us of their experience of surrogacy arrangements in the UK 

involving foreign intended parents. 

N/A 
 
1.135 We invite consultees’ views as to whether: 

(1) any restriction is necessary on the removal of a child from the UK for the purpose 
of the child becoming the subject of a parental order, or its equivalent, in another 
jurisdiction; and 

(2) if such a restriction is necessary, there should be a process allowing foreign 
intended parents to remove the child from the jurisdiction of the UK for this 
purpose and with the approval of the court and, if so, what form should that 
process take. 

Restrictions and checks MUST be in place to protect the child and the birth mother from 
trafficking and exploitation. The process should include the same checks as would be used in 
an international adoption. 

Paragraph 16.120 

 

Consultation Question 101. 
1.136 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current application of the law on statutory 

paternity leave, and statutory paternity pay, to the situation of the surrogate’s spouse, 
civil partner or partner requires reform. 

I do not believe this needs changing. 
Paragraph 17.18 

 

Consultation Question 102. 
1.137 We provisionally propose that provision for maternity allowance should be made in 

respect of intended parents, and that any such provision should be limited so that only 
one intended parent qualif ies.  

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
Paragraph 17.32 
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Consultation Question 103. 
1.138 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether there is a need for reform in respect of the right of intended parents to 
take time off work before the birth of the child, whether for the purpose of induced 
lactation, ante-natal appointments or any other reason; and  

(2) if reform is needed, suggestions on reform. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children.  

Paragraph 17.36 

 

Consultation Question 104. 
1.139 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the duty of employers to provide suitable 

facilities for any person at work who is a pregnant woman or nursing mother to rest under 
Regulation 25 of the Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations 1992 is 
sufficient to include intended parents in a surrogacy arrangement. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children. 

Paragraph 17.40 

 

Consultation Question 105. 
1.140 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are further issues in relation to 

employment rights and surrogacy arrangements and, if so, any suggestions for reform. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children 

Paragraph 17.43 

 

Consultation Question 106. 
1.141 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they believe any reforms in relation to 

surrogacy and succession law are required. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children 

Paragraph 17.56 
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Consultation Question 107. 
1.142 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any issues in how surrogacy 

arrangements are dealt with by the health services, and whether there are reforms to law 
or practice that consultees would like to see in this area. 

It is important that all health and care professionals are aware that surrogacy agreements are 
not legally binding and that ‘intended parents’ have no legal right to override the birth mother’s 
wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or medical and health care, including during 
pregnancy, labour and childbirth. Even if she has previously agreed to them sharing decisions 
and being informed on these matters, she can withdraw her consent at any time for any or no 
reason. All professionals involved in her care are duty-bound to comply with her wishes. 
 
All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being 
coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or more persons, including her spouse 
or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be 
present in so-called altruistic surrogacy arrangements. 
 
Surrogacy arrangements place additional and complicated pressures on healthcare staff and 
this could reduce the standard of impartial care given to birth mothers and new-borns – 
especially when the ‘intended parents’ are entitled, rich or of high status. This itself is a valid 
reason to be extremely cautious about making changes that will increase the numbers of 
surrogacy births. 
 
It is generally recognised that egg donation and IVF pregnancies carry additional health risks. 
As most surrogacy pregnancies involve IVF, any increase in surrogacy is likely to lead to 
additional pressure on the NHS.  
 
Adoption research suggests that the separation of the new-born and the birth mother has long-
term negative effects on the well-being of both of them. This is likely to be the same for birth 
mothers and babies in surrogacy arrangements and so can be expected to place additional 
long-term pressures on the NHS and society as a whole. This has not been considered and 
there are no questions about this. 
 
An increase in surrogacy will require an increase in egg donation, which is a risky procedure 
that can have a long-term negative impact on the woman’s health, including premature death. 
Ethical issues abound. Young women might be coerced by financial pressures to donate eggs 
when this isn’t in their best interests and there are worries about eugenics – where egg donors 
are selected on the basis of blonde hair, blue eyes and stereotypical measures of 
‘attractiveness’ for example. 
 
The law commissioners do not appear to have considered the likely impact of any of these 
issues. There is no question about people’s thoughts about the NHS picking up the tab for the 
extra costs involved in surrogacy and whether this affects their opinions on surrogacy itself. 
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There appears to have been no evaluation of the size of the additional costs to the NHS and 
society. 
 
At a time when the NHS is under severe strain, and life changing therapies (for cancer, cystic 
fibrosis etc) are not funded due to financial constraints it is a slap in the face to provide money 
for prospective parents to indulge their parenting fantasies while denying patients access to 
drugs which are standard of care in other counties. 
 
1.143 We invite consultees’ views as to any additions or revisions that they would like to see 

made to the guidance published by the Department for Health and Social Care for 
England and Wales. 

The guidance should be revised to clarify that surrogacy agreements are not legally binding and 
that the birth mother has the right to change her mind at any time, for any or no reason. 
Healthcare professionals must accept that her wishes are paramount and that the ‘intended 
parents’ have no legal right to override her wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or 
medical and health care, including during pregnancy, labour, childbirth and the postpartum 
period. 
 
All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being 
coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or more persons, including her spouse 
or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be 
present in so-called altruistic surrogacy arrangements. 
 
The guidance should make it clear that healthcare professionals should be even more alert 
than normal to the possibility that she is being coerced and to ensure that they can speak to her 
alone, including during labour, and that if she changes her mind about who is present in 
consultations, and the labour ward/delivery suite, they must respect her wishes. 
 
1.144 We invite consultees’ views as to how midwifery practice may better accommodate 

surrogacy arrangements, in particular with regard to safeguarding issues. 

It is important that midwifery practice always prioritises the wishes of the birth mother and the 
wellbeing of herself and the child. 

Paragraph 17.76 

 

Consultation Question 108. 
1.145 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other legal issues in relation to 

surrogacy, not covered in this Consultation Paper, that merit examination. 

It is of considerable concern that the law commissioners appear to have given no consideration 
to the significant risk that women will be coerced into agreeing to participate in surrogacy 
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arrangements for someone else’s benefit. This can be true in ‘altruistic’ surrogacy but is even 
more likely if substantial payments are involved. 
 
It is well-known that women and girls are groomed and/or coerced into prostitution by partners 
and ‘boyfriends’ who act as their pimp and take all or much of their earnings. This is a major 
route by which many women enter prostitution and is a major factor in preventing their exit. 
There is no reason to expect that the same dynamics will not occur in relation to surrogacy if it 
is opened up and provides opportunities to make significant amounts of money. 
 
If the law commissioners’ proposals are enacted, there must therefore also be legislation that 
prohibits coercing a woman into a surrogacy arrangement. This should be a criminal offence 
and carry a hefty penalty – in recognition that it is a human rights violation and so that it acts as 
a deterrent. That such a law would be diff icult to enforce just adds to the arguments for why 
paid surrogacy is a bad idea – and especially for women. 
 
It would be far better to simply ban all surrogacy arrangements – or at the very least any 
payments beyond basic and essential expenses backed by receipts and overseen by a judge. 

Paragraph 17.80 

 

Consultation Question 109. 
1.146 We invite consultees who are intended parents, live in the UK, and have entered into a 

surrogacy arrangement that led to the birth of a child to tell us: 

(1) when the child was born; 

(2) whether the arrangement was domestic or international and, if international, in 
which country the arrangement took place; 

(3) whether the arrangement led to the making of a parental order in the UK; and 

(4) whether they are a: 

(a) opposite-sex couple; 

(b) male same-sex couple; 

(c) female same-sex couple; 

(d) single woman; or 

(e) single man. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.2 
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Consultation Question 110. 
1.147 We invite consultees who have experience of applying for a parental order in the UK to 

tell us: 

(1) whether the surrogacy arrangement was domestic or international; 

(2) whether they had legal advice before the making of the parental order; 

(3) whether they were represented by a lawyer in court; and 

(4) the cost of any legal advice or representation. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.4 

 

Consultation Question 111. 
1.148 We invite consultees’ views as to the impact (social, emotional, f inancial or otherwise) of 

the current law where the intended parents are not the legal parents from birth of the 
child born of the surrogacy arrangement. 

Paragraph 18.6 

 

Consultation Question 112. 
1.149 We invite consultees to tell us what they have paid for, or to provide evidence about the 

cost of: 

(1) medical screening; and 

(2) implications counselling 

(where possible separating out the cost of such screening, tests or implications 
counselling from any other costs involved with fertility treatment). 

N/A 
 
1.150 We invite legal consultees, who advise on surrogacy and parental order proceedings, to 

provide evidence of what they would charge: 

(1) to provide advice sufficient to meet the proposed requirement for independent 
legal advice discussed in Chapter 13; and 
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(2) to draft, advise on and negotiate the written surrogacy agreement required for the 
new pathway. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.8 

 

Consultation Question 113. 
1.151 We invite consultees to tell us of the impact of: 

(1) the current requirement of a genetic link; and 

(2) any removal of this requirement in cases of medical necessity: 

(a) in the new pathway; 

(b) in the parental order route for domestic surrogacy arrangements; or 

(c) in both situations. 

 
Paragraph 18.11 

 

Consultation Question 114. 
1.152 We invite consultees who consider that they might be able to fulf il the role of the 

independent professional discussed in Chapter 9 to tell us: 

(1) their profession; and  

(2) what they would charge to provide such a service. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.13 

 

Consultation Question 115. 
1.153 We invite consultees who are intended parents to give us their views on the impact of our 

proposals for reform on their ability to enter into surrogacy arrangements and, in 
particular: 

(1) if particular proposals will increase accessibility, and why; and 
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(2) if particular proposals will restrict accessibility, and why. 

N/A 
1.154 We invite consultees who are surrogates to give us their views on the impact of our 

proposals for reform on their ability to enter into surrogacy arrangements and, in 
particular: 

(1) if particular proposals will increase accessibility, and why; and 

(2) if particular proposals will restrict accessibility, and why. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.15 

 

Consultation Question 116. 
1.155 We ask consultees who are intended parents to tell us: 

(1) whether the surrogacy arrangement was domestic or international; 

(2) what they spent, in total, on the surrogacy arrangement(s) that led to the birth of 
their child(ren), including the cost of fertility treatment, payments to the surrogate 
and payments to any surrogacy agency or organisation; 

(3) how they raised the funds for the surrogacy arrangement(s); 

(4) what they spent on any fertility treatment prior to entering into a surrogacy 
arrangement (where that treatment did not lead to the birth of a child); and 

(5) how they raised the funds for the fertility treatment. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.18 

 

Consultation Question 117. 
1.156 We invite consultees’ views as to the specific impact of our proposals in Northern Ireland. 

 
Paragraph 18.20 
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Consultation Question 118. 
1.157 We invite consultees’ views as to any other impact that we have not specifically 

addressed in this chapter, or the preceding chapters, of this paper. 

It seems that before the law commissioners designed this consultation, they had already 
decided that surrogacy is a positive thing and so legislation should enable it. This may be 
explained by a limited ‘pre-consultation’ mainly focusing on people who already had a vested 
interest in surrogacy – ‘intended parents,’ women who claim to have had a positive experience 
of surrogacy, and lawyers and other organisations who stand to make money from commercial 
surrogacy if it is given the green light. 
 
It seems that the law commissioners did not consider women as a group to be key stakeholders 
in this endeavour. This is a major error, because just as all women are affected by the 
institution of prostitution, so all women will be affected by any opening up of commercial 
surrogacy in this country. 
 
It could even be argued that one of the key drivers of commercial surrogacy is a desire by men 
to break the legal and cultural recognition of the unique bond between birth mother and child – 
and indeed the proposals to make the ‘intended parents’ the legal parents from the moment of 
birth are a major step in this direction, and are likely to have a significant impact down the line – 
potentially affecting the status of all women.  
 
Paid surrogacy opens up enormous potential for abuse and risks spouses, partners and other 
family members coercing a woman into engaging in commercial surrogacy for their (and not 
her) f inancial benefit. This will be a potential risk for thousands of women, which appears to 
have been completely overlooked by the law commissioners. 
 
UK and Scottish Law Commissions are obliged to comply with the Public Sector Equality Duty 
(PSED) when carrying out public functions, such as this consultation. There doesn’t appear to 
be any evidence they have done so, because they have not provided their equality 
considerations and impact assessments. As surrogacy has a very different impact on women 
and children than on adult males, we believe the law commissioners are in breach of equality 
legislation. 
 
The Equality and Human Rights Commission describes the obligations under the PSED to have 
due regard to the need to: 
 

• Eliminate unlawful discrimination, harassment and victimisation and other conduct 
prohibited by the Act. 

• Advance equality of opportunity between people who share a protected characteristic 
and those who do not. 

• Foster good relations between people who share a protected characteristic and those 
who do not. 
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There are many ways in which opening up surrogacy in the UK is likely to worsen women’s 
position relative to men’s, and the relationship between the sexes. Any loosening of the laws 
around surrogacy could therefore be considered discriminatory. Surrogacy is also likely to have 
an impact on the relations between the different generations. Imagine the rage that young 
people may feel when they discover that their ‘parents’ not only bought them but took 
advantage of their birth mothers. 
 
It is of major concern that the law commissioners’ ethical arguments hinge on ideas that are not 
based on any recognised human rights instruments – such as the idea that ‘procreative liberty’ 
confers some kind of human right to surrogacy and the idea that a woman has a human right to 
be a ‘surrogate.’ These arguments do not hold up to scrutiny and have been clearly rejected by 
the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
It is shocking that the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ violate many of the recommendations of 
the UN Special Rapporteur that are designed to guard against the sale of children and the 
exploitation of birth mothers, including: 
 
 The birth mother must be accorded the status of legal mother at birth, and must be under no 

contractual or legal obligation to participate in the legal or physical transfer of the child. 
 All payments to the birth mother must be made before the legal and physical transfer of the 

child and must be non-reimbursable – even if she decides not to relinquish the child. 
 The birth mother’s choice to transfer the child “must be a gratuitous act, based on her own 

post-birth intentions, rather than on any legal or contractual obligation.” 
 Pre-conception checks, while encouraged, cannot take the place of appropriate welfare 

checks after the birth of the child. 
 Decisions about parentage and parental responsibility must be made by a court or other 

competent authority on an individual basis after the birth with the best interests of the child 
being paramount. 

 
The consultation is confusing and it does not conform to the government’s consultation 
guidelines. There are too many questions, they are too detailed and do not ask the important 
high-level questions – such as whether you think surrogacy can ever be ethical, etc.  
 
For all these reasons, the law commissioners should go back to the drawing board and start 
again from the position of women’s and children’s human rights. If it is found that there is no 
way to liberalise surrogacy law that is compliant with obligations under international treaties 
such as CEDAW and the UNCRC and its first optional protocol, then the law must not be 
liberalised.  
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 
 

Paragraph 18.22 
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About you

1  What is your name?

Name:

2  If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a university), what is the name of your organisation?

Enter the name of your organisation:

No

3  Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your organisation?

This is a personal response

If other, please provide details:

4  If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best describes you?

Other individual

5  What is your email address?

Email address:

6  What is your telephone number?

Telephone number:

7  If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be treated as confidential, please explain to us why you
regard the information as confidential. As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your explanation but cannot give an
assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances.

Please explain why you wish the information that you will provide to us to be treated as confidential:

Chapter 6: The parental order procedure

8  Consultation Question 1:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Because it involves potential clashes in international laws, plus human rights legislation and trafficking of babies, so is not a trivial matter

Please provide your views below:

9  Consultation Question 2:

Please provide your views below:

It involves potential clashes in international laws, plus human rights legislation and trafficking of babies, so is not a trivial matter, and should be dealt with
by experienced, senior judges

10  Consultation Question 3: We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the current allocation
rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation Questions 1 and 2.

Please provide your views below:

11  Consultation Question 4:

No



Please provide your views below:

I think birth mothers should always have the right to change their mind - if this is not the case, then it stops being able to be considered an "altruistic"
arrangement, and becomes a commercial/contractual one. Hence I don't think issues of parental responsibility should be made until after the birth

12  Consultation Question 5: We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the Family Procedure Rules 2010
should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise.
Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

13  Consultation Question 6:

Please provide your views below:

I think birth mothers should always have the right to change their mind - if this is not the case, then it stops being able to be considered an "altruistic"
arrangement, and becomes a commercial/contractual one. Hence I don't think issues of parental responsibility should be made until after the birth. I am
concerned that any payment to "agents" creates a commercial arrangement, and encourages the "agents" to seek to build their portfolios, which will
inevitably increase the chances of women being drawn into this solely as a solution to personal financial hardship

Chapter 8: Legal Parenthood: Proposals for Reform - A New Pathway

14  Consultation Question 7:

No

Please provide your views below:

I think birth mothers should always have the right to change their mind - if this is not the case, then it stops being able to be considered an "altruistic"
arrangement, and becomes a commercial/contractual one. Hence I don't think issues of parental responsibility should be made until after the birth

15  Consultation Question 8:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to commercialising/regulating surrogacy in this way - I don't think there should be organisations/clinics involved, as it implies a
commodification of women's bodies and of babies. I think everyone should have access to information about their birth parents, in line with adoption
arrangements

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

I think everyone should have access to information about their birth parents, in line with adoption arrangements

16  Consultation Question 9: We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes should apply to
traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated surrogacy organisation is involved.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I think everyone should have access to information about their birth parents, in line with adoption arrangements

17  Consultation Question 10: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a traditional, domestic
surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from entering into the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

I think everyone should have access to information about their birth parents, in line with adoption arrangements

18  Consultation Question 11:

Other

Please provide your views below:



I think birth mothers should always have the right to change their mind - if this is not the case, then it stops being able to be considered an "altruistic"
arrangement, and becomes a commercial/contractual one. Hence I don't think issues of parental responsibility should be made until after the birth, and I
think the default should be that the birth mother retains legal responsibility unless and until she decides otherwise. The period after birth is very intense
both emotionally, hormonally and physically for a woman, and the bond from pregnancy and birth cannot be described/explained in advance. Women
need to have enough time to make informed decisions, unhindered by the demands of this period of adjustment to the physicality and upheaval of birth

19  Consultation Question 12:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I don't want to imply acceptance of the "pathway" by saying yes! If the birth mother does not name anyone else on the birth certificate, then existing
legislation would apply as usual to determine who else might have parental responsibility - and the best interests of the child should trump "contractual"
issues/expectations

20  Consultation Question 13:

No

Please provide your views below:

Absolutely not! It should be the birth mother who registers the birth, and then proceedings to alter that record should be comparable to adoption. The
birth mother should be an integral part of the process, not just represented via the people who wish to raise the baby, who will be strongly motivated to
misrepresent any doubts she may have!

21  Consultation Question 14:

No

Please provide your views below:

Absolutely not! The procedures should be comparable to adoption. What on earth can be the justification for not doing so? Because someone is able to
pay for this? Statistics show parents who are not birth parents (especially step-fathers) are far more likely to be perpetrators of domestic/sexual violence,
so there should be some level of ongoing welfare involvement and also support - they do not go through the 9 months of hormonal, physical and
emotional changes that prepare birth mothers for motherhood, and have only an intellectual rather than biological commitment to the child

22  Consultation Question 15:

No

Please provide your views below:

I think the birth mother should register the birth in the usual way, and name whomever she is entitled to name on that certificate, in accordance with
existing law. Only after this should a process comparable to adoption begin

Other

Please share your views below:

I think the birth mother should register the birth in the usual way, and name whomever she is entitled to name on that certificate, in accordance with
existing law. Only those so named should have parental responsibility, unless and until a process comparable to adoption changes that

23  Consultation Question 16:

No

Please provide your views below:

I think the birth mother should be the only one who can register the birth and death, and have parental rights until and unless a process comparable to
adoption changes that

No

Please provide your views below:

I think the birth mother should be the only one who can register the birth and death, and have parental rights until and unless a process comparable to
adoption changes that

24  Consultation Question 17: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, where the child dies 
before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents 
before the expiry of the period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a declaration to the



effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the birth.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

I think the birth mother should be the only one who can register the birth and death, and have parental rights until and unless a process comparable to
adoption changes that

25  Consultation Question 18: For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether, where the surrogate
dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during which she can exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the
new pathway and the intended parents should be required to make an application for a parental order.

Please provide your views below:

I think the birth mother should be on the baby's birth certificate, and that no-one else should have parental rights until and unless there has been a
process comparable to adoption

26  Consultation Question 19:

No

Please provide your views below:

I think the birth mother should be the only one who can be on the birth certificate, and have parental rights until and unless a process comparable to
adoption changes that. If the people who hoped to raise the child have died, then there can be no process to do this (and little purpose). The "right" for
the baby to know their biological heritage is no different than in adoption or where a birth mother simply chooses not to name the father - changing this
for surrogacy potentially has significant consequences for these other situations

Please provide your views below:

I think the birth mother should be the only one who can be on the birth certificate, and have parental rights until and unless a process comparable to
adoption changes that. If the people who hoped to raise the child have died, then there can be no process to do this (and little purpose). The "right" for
the baby to know their biological heritage, or for their biological grandparents to be involved is no different than in adoption or where a birth mother
simply chooses not to name the father - changing this for surrogacy potentially has significant consequences for these other situations

27  Consultation Question 20:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I think a process comparable to adoption should be used

28  Consultation Question 21: We invite consultees’ views as to: (1) a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases;
and (2) how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this model.

Please provide your views below:

I think the birth mother should have parental rights at birth, and that a process comparable to adoption should be used if someone else is to raise the
child. What is the reason for doing it differently? What legal precedent does it set to change these fundamental principles?

29  Consultation Question 22:

Please provide your views below:

I think the birth mother should have parental rights at birth, and that a process comparable to adoption should be used if someone else is to raise the
child. What is the reason for doing it differently? What legal precedent does it set to change these fundamental principles?

30  Consultation Question 23:

Please provide your views below:

I think a process comparable to adoption should be used if someone other than a birth mother is to raise the child. What is the reason for doing it
differently? What legal precedent does it set to change these fundamental principles? The child's best interests should not be trumped by contractual
arrangements/expectations

31  Consultation Question 24:

Please provide your views below:



I think a process comparable to adoption should be used if someone other than a birth mother is to raise the child. What is the reason for doing it
differently? What legal precedent does it set to change these fundamental principles? The child's best interests should not be trumped by contractual
arrangements/expectations

32  Consultation Question 25: We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be amended to add the
intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section 8 order without leave.

Please provide your views below:

Absolutely not!
This does not give sufficient protection for the best interests of the child, and implies that those who want to raise the child already have some form of
parental rights, which they shouldn't until and unless a process comparable to adoption changes that.
It also does not give sufficient protection to women who might enter into these arrangements solely because of personal financial hardship.
There is huge potential for women and babies to be trafficked/"bought" through surrogacy arrangements, and there needs to be strong legislative
measures to prevent this, even if it means the annoyance of delayed gratification - hardly an unendurable hurdle in comparison to their expected lifetime
commitment of raising a child as their own!

33  Consultation Question 26:

No

Please provide your views below:

Absolutely not!
I think a process comparable to adoption should be used if someone other than a birth mother is to raise the child. What is the reason for doing it
differently? What legal precedent does it set to change these fundamental principles? The child's best interests should not be trumped by contractual
arrangements/expectations

34  Consultation Question 27:

No

Please provide your views below:

Absolutely not!
I think a process comparable to adoption should be used if someone other than a birth mother is to raise the child. What is the reason for doing it
differently? What legal precedent does it set to change these fundamental principles? The child's best interests should not be trumped by contractual
arrangements/expectations

35  Consultation Question 28: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the surrogate should retain
parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right
to object, assuming that she does not exercise her right to object.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I think the birth mother should have parental responsibility until and unless a process comparable to adoption changes that. What is the reason for doing
it differently? What legal precedent does it set to change these fundamental principles? The child's best interests should not be trumped by contractual
arrangements/expectations

36  Consultation Question 29:

Please provide your views below:

I don't agree with having shared parental responsibility in this way. I think the birth mother should have parental responsibility until and unless a process
comparable to adoption changes that. What is the reason for doing it differently? What legal precedent does it set to change these fundamental
principles? The child's best interests should not be trumped by contractual arrangements/expectations

Chapter 9: The Regulation of Surrogacy Arrangements

37  Consultation Question 30: We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the scope of the new
pathway.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I don't agree with the proposals for the new "pathway", and feel that a process comparable to adoption, with the birth mother having default parental
rights and responsibilities should be used



38  Consultation Question 31: We invite the views of independent surrogates, and intended parents who have used independent surrogacy
arrangements, to tell us about their experience. In particular, we would be interested to hear about any health screening, counselling and
legal advice that took place.

Please provide your views below:

39  Consultation Question 32:

Please provide your views below:

I don't agree with the proposals for the new "pathway", and feel that a process comparable to adoption, with the birth mother having default parental
rights and responsibilities should be used

Please provide your views below:

Preferably not at all!

40  Consultation Question 33:

No

Please provide your views below:

Agencies would have a vested interests in promoting surrogacy, and this could conflict with the best interests of the child and birth mother. It would be
likely to encourage women to enter into arrangements solely because of personal financial hardship, even if the agency didn't specifically promote this.
Has everyone already forgotten the experience of thousands of women in places like the Magdalen laundries etc? Surely you can see the comparisons
and the potential for their experiences to be repeated here?
Agencies de-personalise both the interactions and the motivations

Other

Please provide your views below:

I don't agree with the proposal for such agencies in the first place - surrogacy should not be promoted, and there should be acknowledgement that truly
altruistic surrogacy does not require agencies. It is only commercial/contractual arrangements that would require agencies

Other

Please provide your views below:

I don't agree with the proposal for such agencies in the first place - surrogacy should not be promoted, and there should be acknowledgement that truly
altruistic surrogacy does not require agencies. It is only commercial/contractual arrangements that would require agencies.
Has everyone already forgotten the experience of thousands of women in places like the Magdalen laundries etc? Surely you can see the comparisons
and the potential for their experiences to be repeated here? Individuals within organisations will be motivated to prioritise the best interests of the
organisation, not the child or the birth mother.

41  Consultation Question 34:

Please provide your views below:

I don't agree with the proposal for such agencies in the first place - surrogacy should not be promoted, and there should be acknowledgement that truly
altruistic surrogacy does not require agencies. It is only commercial/contractual arrangements that would require agencies.
Has everyone already forgotten the experience of thousands of women in places like the Magdalen laundries etc? Surely you can see the comparisons
and the potential for their experiences to be repeated here? Individuals within organisations will be motivated to prioritise the best interests of the
organisation, not the child or the birth mother.

Please provide your views below:

To bring about the swift demise of the organisation and of contractual/commercial surrogacy

Please provide your views below:

I don't agree with the proposal for such agencies in the first place - surrogacy should not be promoted, and there should be acknowledgement that truly
altruistic surrogacy does not require agencies. It is only commercial/contractual arrangements that would require agencies.
Has everyone already forgotten the experience of thousands of women in places like the Magdalen laundries etc? Surely you can see the comparisons
and the potential for their experiences to be repeated here? Individuals within organisations will be motivated to prioritise the best interests of the
organisation, not the child or the birth mother.

42  Consultation Question 35: We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit making bodies. Do
consultees agree?

Other



Please provide your views below:

I don't agree with the proposal for such agencies in the first place - surrogacy should not be promoted, and there should be acknowledgement that truly
altruistic surrogacy does not require agencies. It is only commercial/contractual arrangements that would require agencies.
Has everyone already forgotten the experience of thousands of women in places like the Magdalen laundries etc? Surely you can see the comparisons
and the potential for their experiences to be repeated here? Individuals within organisations will be motivated to prioritise the best interests of the
organisation, not the child or the birth mother.
Even if theoretically non-profit, the organisation would still need to act in a commercial way in order to remain financially viable, and is likely to seek to
grow, neither of which can happen without seeking "clients" on both side of the equation. This means providing encouragement to people to enter into
such arrangements and will almost inevitable result in women doing so solely as a result of personal financial hardship.

43  Consultation Question 36: We invite consultees’ views as to what should be included in the definition of matching and facilitation services.

Please provide your views below:

I don't agree with the proposal for such services in the first place - surrogacy should not be promoted, and there should be acknowledgement that truly
altruistic surrogacy does not require agencies. It is only commercial/contractual arrangements that would require agencies.
Has everyone already forgotten the experience of thousands of women in places like the Magdalen laundries etc? Surely you can see the comparisons
and the potential for their experiences to be repeated here? Individuals within organisations will be motivated to prioritise the best interests of the
organisation, not the child or the birth mother.

44  Consultation Question 37: We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer matching and
facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I don't agree with the proposal for such services in the first place - surrogacy should not be promoted, and there should be acknowledgement that truly
altruistic surrogacy does not require agencies. It is only commercial/contractual arrangements that would require agencies.
Has everyone already forgotten the experience of thousands of women in places like the Magdalen laundries etc? Surely you can see the comparisons
and the potential for their experiences to be repeated here? Individuals within organisations will be motivated to prioritise the best interests of the
organisation, not the child or the birth mother.

45  Consultation Question 37: We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer
matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

I don't agree with the proposal for such services or the new "pathway" in the first place - surrogacy should not be promoted, and there should be
acknowledgement that truly altruistic surrogacy does not require agencies. It is only commercial/contractual arrangements that would require agencies.
Has everyone already forgotten the experience of thousands of women in places like the Magdalen laundries etc? Surely you can see the comparisons
and the potential for their experiences to be repeated here? Individuals within organisations will be motivated to prioritise the best interests of the
organisation, not the child or the birth mother.

46  Consultation Question 38: We invite consultees’ views as to the sanctions that should be available against organisations that offer
matching and facilitation services without being regulated to do so, and whether these should be criminal, civil or regulatory.

Please provide your views below:

I don't agree with the proposal for such services in the first place - surrogacy should not be promoted, and there should be acknowledgement that truly
altruistic surrogacy does not require agencies. It is only commercial/contractual arrangements that would require agencies.
Has everyone already forgotten the experience of thousands of women in places like the Magdalen laundries etc? Surely you can see the comparisons
and the potential for their experiences to be repeated here? Individuals within organisations will be motivated to prioritise the best interests of the
organisation, not the child or the birth mother.

47  Consultation Question 39: We provisionally propose that the remit of the Human Fertilisation and Embryology Authority be expanded to
include the regulation of regulated surrogacy organisations, and oversight of compliance with the proposed legal requirements for the new
pathway to legal parenthood. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I don't agree with the proposal for such organisations in the first place - surrogacy should not be promoted, and there should be acknowledgement that
truly altruistic surrogacy does not require agencies. It is only commercial/contractual arrangements that would require agencies.
Has everyone already forgotten the experience of thousands of women in places like the Magdalen laundries etc? Surely you can see the comparisons
and the potential for their experiences to be repeated here? Individuals within organisations will be motivated to prioritise the best interests of the
organisation, not the child or the birth mother.

Please provide your views below:



48  Consultation Question 40: We provisionally propose that surrogacy agreements should remain unenforceable (subject to the exception we
provisionally propose in Consultation Question 88 in relation to financial terms). Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

I don't believe any agreement prior to the birth should be enforceable sine the birth mother cannot make an informed choice about how she might feel
until after the birth, and she can't know the impact the pregnancy and birth will have on her, or how much she might feel bonded to the baby

49  Consultation Question 41: We provisionally propose that there should be no prohibition against charging for negotiating, facilitating and
advising on surrogacy arrangements. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

Absolutely not!
I am completely opposed to commercialised surrogacy because of the impact of commercial interests on the ethics and the primacy of the best interests
of the child and of the birth mother.
The organisations will only make enough money to survive if they keep getting more "clients" from both sides through their door, so will effectively be
commercially compelled to promote and encourage surrogacy

50  Consultation Question 42: We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy should be removed, with
the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything that can lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. Do
consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

Absolutely not!
We are living in a climate of austerity and of unequal employment opportunities for women, so those women in personal financial hardship will be very
vulnerable to such advertising, and could also face pressure from partners to do this, who are likely to see it as an "easy" option.
Other countries who have explored this are now clamping down, so why are we not learning from them?

Chapter 10: Children's Access to Information About Surrogacy Arrangements

51  Consultation Question 43: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, where the making of a parental order in respect of a child
born of a surrogacy arrangement has been recorded in the Parental Order Register, the child should be able to access his or her original birth
certificate at the age of 18. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

52  Consultation Question 44: We provisionally propose that where children are born of surrogacy arrangements that result in the intended
parents being recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of that certificate should make clear that the birth was the result of a
surrogacy arrangement. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I completely disagree with the premise of the birth mother not being on the original birth certificate. I think it should be a process comparable to
adoption and that the child should have a right to know their birth heritage

53  Consultation Question 45: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the birth registration system in England and Wales requires reform
and, if so, which reforms they would like to see.

Please provide your views below:

I think it is imperative that the birth mother should remain the only person who can register the child's birth and should be on the original birth certificate

54  Consultation Question 46: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has been the subject of a
parental order should be able to access all the documents contained in the court’s file for those parental order proceedings.Do consultees
agree?

Yes



Please provide your views below:

I think that every child should have a right to know their birth heritage

55  Consultation Question 47:

No

Please provide your views below:

I think this is a personal matter for the birth mother until and unless a process comparable to adoption changes that. Birth mothers are often the only
ones who know the identity of the biological father, and there are already processes that cover this if the birth mother does not name him on the birth
certificate. If a birth mother chooses to provide this information then that is different, but it should not be compelled, and should be at her discretion.
Any fertility clinics that have been involved should already have procedures in place about recording/disclosing appropriate information

No

Please provide your views below:

A child should have a right to know their birth heritage, but many children already only know the identity of their birth mother, and not their biological
father, so why are the procedures different for this? What precedents does that set in terms of compelling birth mothers to disclose such information? I
think it should be at the discretion of the birth mother, as she should have parental responsibility unless and until a process comparable to adoption
changes that.
I don't agree with the principle of the involvement of agencies in surrogacy, so don't agree with state records of such information other than what would
be on a birth/adoption certificate

56  Consultation Question 48: We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate and the intended
parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy
arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

I believe there should be a process comparable to adoption so that the child can obtain identifying information about their birth heritage, as disclosed by
the birth mother

57  Consultation Question 49:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I believe there should be a process comparable to adoption so that the child can obtain identifying information about their birth heritage, as disclosed by
the birth mother. I don't believe there should be a surrogacy register, just the information from the birth certificate and adoption certificate

Please provide your views below:

I think the process should be comparable to adoption, with the same criteria applied, and openness encouraged

58  Consultation Question 50: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any provision for those born of a surrogacy
arrangement to make a request for information to disclose whether a person whom he or she is intending to marry, or with whom he or she
intends to enter into a civil partnership or intimate physical relationship, was carried by the same surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

Again, I think the process should be comparable to adoption. There are already many children (adopted or not) who do not know who their birth mother
or biological father is and who might unexpectedly find themselves related to a potential partner, and this is no different

59  Consultation Question 51:

Other

Please provide your views below:

If the process is open and these people are named then yes, but there are already many children (adopted or not) who do not know who their birth
mother or biological father is and who might unexpectedly find themselves related to a potential partner, and this is no different

Please provide your views below:

If the process is open and these people are named then yes, but there are already many children (adopted or not) who do not know who their birth
mother or biological father is and who might unexpectedly find themselves related to a potential partner, and this is no different

60  Consultation Question 52:



Please provide your views below:

I believe the birth mother should be on the birth certificate, and that this gives adequate provision. There are many siblings who have never known each
other because of adoption, and this is no different. There should be encouragement for all adoption-type arrangements to be open, but the privacy of the
birth mother should be respected

Please provide your views below:

I believe the birth mother should be on the birth certificate, and that this gives adequate provision. There are many siblings who have never known each
other because of adoption, and this is no different. There should be encouragement for all adoption-type arrangements to be open, but the privacy of the
birth mother should be respected, and if there is no genetic relation then there is little impact on the other child of not knowing about the arrangement

61  Consultation Question 53: For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether details of an
intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded in the register.

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 11: Eligibility Criteria for a Parental Order

62  Consultation Question 54: We provisionally propose that the six month time limits in sections 54 and 54A of the HFEA 2008 for making a
parental order application should be abolished. Do consultees agree?

Please provide your views below:

I believe that a process comparable to adoption should be used, so the 6 month limit is meaningless. I don't believe that anyone other than the birth
mother should have any rights by default, including regarding making a parental order. I believe that the birth mother should have parental responsibility
unless and until a process comparable to adoption changes that

63  Consultation Question 55:

No

Please provide your views below:

Disreputable agencies or those who wish to raise the child can very easily ensure that the birth mother "cannot be found", so this is a huge open-door for
trafficking, so the consent of the birth mother should always be required

No

Please provide your views below:

Disreputable agencies or those who wish to raise the child can very easily ensure that the birth mother "cannot be found", so this is a huge open-door for
trafficking, so the consent of the birth mother should always be required, and a process comparable to adoption should be used

Chapter 12: Eligibility Criteria for Both a Parental Order and for the New Pathway

64  Consultation Question 56:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I'm really concerned about trafficking and surrogacy tourism, and feel we should be learning from those countries who have tried this and are now
clamping down. I don't agree with the new "pathway" and think the proposals should be comparable to adoption

Please provide your views below:

I'm really concerned about trafficking and surrogacy tourism, and feel we should be learning from those countries who have tried this and are now
clamping down. I don't agree with the new "pathway" and think the proposals should be comparable to adoption

65  Consultation Question 57:

Please provide your views below:

I think the proposals should be comparable to adoption

66  Consultation Question 58: We provisionally propose that to use the new pathway, intended parents should be required to make a
declaration in the surrogacy agreement that they intend for the child’s home to be with them. Do consultees agree?

Other



Please provide views below:

I don't agree with the new "pathway" and feel that comparable criterion and processes should apply as for adoption

67  Consultation Question 59:

Other

Please provide views below:

I don't agree with the new "pathway" and don't believe that any surrogacy arrangements are a "medical necessity". Other than that, I think what matters
is the primacy of the birth mother

Please provide views below:

I don't agree with the new "pathway" and don't believe that any surrogacy arrangements are a "medical necessity". Other than that, I think what matters
is the primacy of the birth mother

Other

Please provide views below:

I don't support the concept or promotion of international surrogacy because of the likely increase in trafficking and exploitation of women and babies. I
don't agree with the new "pathway" and feel that comparable criterion and processes should apply as for adoption

68  Consultation Question 60: We provisionally propose that if the requirement for a genetic link is retained for domestic cases outside the
new pathway, the requirement should not apply, subject to medical necessity, if the court determines that the intended parents in good faith
began the surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway but were required to apply for a parental order. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I don't agree with the new "pathway" and don't believe that any surrogacy arrangements are a "medical necessity". Other than that, I think what matters
is the primacy of the birth mother. I believe that a process comparable to adoption should be used, regardless of whether there is a genetic link, as the
birth mother should have parental responsibility until and unless this happens

69  Consultation Question 61: We provisionally propose that if double donation is permitted only in cases of medical necessity, an exception
should be made to allow a parental order to be granted to a single parent without a genetic link where the intended parent’s former partner
provides gametes but the intended parents’ relationship breaks down before the grant of a parental order. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide views below:

I don't agree with the new "pathway" and don't believe that any surrogacy arrangements are a "medical necessity". Other than that, I think what matters
is the primacy of the birth mother. I believe that a process comparable to adoption should be used, regardless of whether there is a genetic link, as the
birth mother should have parental responsibility until and unless this happens

70  Consultation Question 62:

Please provide your views below:

I don't agree with the new "pathway" and don't believe that any surrogacy arrangements are a "medical necessity". Other than that, I think what matters
is the primacy of the birth mother. I believe that a process comparable to adoption should be used, regardless of whether there is a genetic link, as the
birth mother should have parental responsibility until and unless this happens

Please provide your views below:

I don't agree with the new "pathway" and don't believe that any surrogacy arrangements are a "medical necessity".

71  Consultation Question 63:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I don't agree with the new "pathway" or with the register. I think the birth mother should have default parental responsibility unless and until a process
comparable to adoption changes this. I don't feel there should be any more requirement to provide information than there is of other birth mothers if the
agreement breaks down. There are potentially significant consequences of compelling a birth mother to disclose the identity of the biological father etc
and why should this situation be any different to others where the biological father is not named on the birth certificate? There is legal redress if required
in both situation, and the privacy of the birth mother should be respected



Please provide your views below:

I don't agree with the new "pathway" or with the register. The courts already handle situation where the biological father (or mother) is not named on the
birth certificate, and what would be the reason here for introducing a different process? The only reason I can see is the sense of it as a commercial
contract, as opposed to a truly altruistic arrangement. I am opposed to the commercialisation of surrogacy, and do not agree with additional protections
being put in place to facilitate the commercialisation of pregnancy/birth/babies

Other

Please provide your views below:

I think the birth mother should always be named on the original birth cetificate

72  Consultation Question 64:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I think there should be comparable criterion and processes to adoption - why would it be treated any differently?

Please provide your views below:

I think there should be comparable criterion and processes to adoption - why would it be treated any differently?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I think there should be comparable criterion and processes to adoption - why would it be treated any differently?

73  Consultation Question 65:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I don't believe women under 25 have completed their maturity, and are extremely unlikely to have gained financial independence. They are therefore
particularly vulnerable to the promotion of surrogacy as a way to achieve financial independence, without enough life experience to be able to make a
fully informed decision as to the consequences of pregnancy and birth and "giving up" the baby.

Other

Please provide your views below:

I don't agree with the new "pathway", and I don't believe women under 25 have completed their maturity, and are extremely unlikely to have gained
financial independence. They are therefore particularly vulnerable to the promotion of surrogacy as a way to achieve financial independence, without
enough life experience to be able to make a fully informed decision as to the consequences of pregnancy and birth and "giving up" the baby.

Chapter 13: Eligibility Criteria for the New Pathway

74  Consultation Question 66:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I don't agree with the new "pathway" and believe that decisions should be in the hands of the birth mother, not doctors/officials/agencies

Please provide your views below:

I don't agree with the new "pathway" and believe that decisions should be in the hands of the birth mother, not doctors/officials/agencies

75  Consultation Question 67:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I don't agree with the new "pathway" and believe that decisions should be in the hands of the birth mother, not doctors/officials/agencies. I believe that
everyone should have free access to counselling, especially about pregnancy/relationships/sexual health, not just those who are considering entering into
commercialised pregnancy.
I think a comparable process to adoption should be used



76  Consultation Question 68: We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that the surrogate and the
intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect of the law and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is
signed. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I believe that everyone should be able to access free legal advice and that pregnancy should not be commercialised in this way at all.
I think a comparable process to adoption should be used

77  Consultation Question 69:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I don't agree with the new "pathway" and believe a comparable process to adoption should be used - this would already cover these concerns, so why
would we do it any differently?

Please provide your views below:

Only within the limitations that it only flags up those who've actually been convicted, which will always be the tip of the iceberg of actual offenders

78  Consultation Question 70: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the surrogate has previously given
birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

I don't agree with the new "pathway".
I am concerned that a woman who has not yet given birth cannot possibly make an informed decision about the possible physical, hormonal and
emotional impact of pregnancy, birth and "giving up" the baby. This is one of the reasons I believe that the birth mother should remain the default parent
and have the right to change her mind

79  Consultation Question 71: We provisionally propose that there should not be a maximum number of surrogate pregnancies that a woman
can undertake as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I do not agree with the new "pathway" or with commercialised/contractual surrogacy. I feel that all women should have free access to counselling about
pregnancy, birth, relationships, sexual health etc and that all women should have enough information to make informed decisions about the
consequences of repeated pregnancies. Women have always had high numbers of pregnancies, and what makes this different is the
commercialisation/contractualisation of it - it's not actually a concern for the women at all other wise it would apply to all women, not just for those that
there are proposals about, and that need to look like they're "caring" proposals!

Chapter 15: Payments to the Surrogate: Options for Reform

80  Consultation Question 72:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

I am completely opposed to commercialised surrogacy and legitimising any form of payment, even if for expenses would be wide open to being abused. It
incentivises women in personal financial hardship to become involved in order to alleviate their poverty - it will not be rich women who will be renting out
their wombs. It is extremely unlikely that policing this will be considered a priority, and it's hard to imagine any scenario where a prosecution will be to
the benefit of the birth mothers, so it will simply descend quickly into an underground breeding market. Would the travel expenses and
accommodation/meals be considered acceptable for a woman to have her baby in the UK? If so, that would clearly open the door for trafficking and for
that woman to see this as an endurable sacrifice in order to move to the UK

81  Consultation Question 73:

Please provide your views below:

I am completely opposed to commercialised surrogacy and legitimising any form of payment, even if for expenses would be wide open to being abused. It 
incentivises women in personal financial hardship to become involved in order to alleviate their poverty - it will not be rich women who will be renting out 
their wombs. It is extremely unlikely that policing this will be considered a priority, and it's hard to imagine any scenario where a prosecution will be to 
the benefit of the birth mothers, so it will simply descend quickly into an underground breeding market. Would the travel expenses and 
accommodation/meals be considered acceptable for a woman to have her baby in the UK? If so, that would clearly open the door for trafficking and for



that woman to see this as an endurable sacrifice in order to move to the UK.

82  Consultation Question 74:

Please provide your views below:

I am completely opposed to commercialised surrogacy and legitimising any form of payment, even if for expenses would be wide open to being abused. It
incentivises women in personal financial hardship to become involved in order to alleviate their poverty - it will not be rich women who will be renting out
their wombs. It is extremely unlikely that policing this will be considered a priority, and it's hard to imagine any scenario where a prosecution will be to
the benefit of the birth mothers, so it will simply descend quickly into an underground breeding market. Would the travel expenses and
accommodation/meals be considered acceptable for a woman to have her baby in the UK? If so, that would clearly open the door for trafficking and for
that woman to see this as an endurable sacrifice in order to move to the UK.
How on earth are you envisaging this will be policed? And who would be prosecuted? The birth mother or the people who want to raise the baby?
Bringing payment into it makes it completely unethical and a far cry from the concept of altruistic surrogacy.

83  Consultation Question 75:

Please provide your views below:

I am completely opposed to commercialised surrogacy and legitimising any form of payment, even if for expenses would be wide open to being abused. It
incentivises women in personal financial hardship to become involved in order to alleviate their poverty - it will not be rich women who will be renting out
their wombs. It is extremely unlikely that policing this will be considered a priority, and it's hard to imagine any scenario where a prosecution will be to
the benefit of the birth mothers, so it will simply descend quickly into an underground breeding market. Would the travel expenses and
accommodation/meals be considered acceptable for a woman to have her baby in the UK? If so, that would clearly open the door for trafficking and for
that woman to see this as an endurable sacrifice in order to move to the UK

84  Consultation Question 76: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay their
surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or self-employed).

Please provide your views below:

I am completely opposed to commercialised surrogacy and legitimising any form of payment, even if for expenses would be wide open to being abused. It
incentivises women in personal financial hardship to become involved in order to alleviate their poverty - it will not be rich women who will be renting out
their wombs. It is extremely unlikely that policing this will be considered a priority, and it's hard to imagine any scenario where a prosecution will be to
the benefit of the birth mothers, so it will simply descend quickly into an underground breeding market. Would the travel expenses and
accommodation/meals be considered acceptable for a woman to have her baby in the UK? If so, that would clearly open the door for trafficking and for
that woman to see this as an endurable sacrifice in order to move to the UK.
Basing payments on lost earnings would cement the bond between surrogacy and poverty, since it would incentivise people to find a woman whose
earnings are low.
We already have provision for maternity pay/leave, so this is only even a factor when it is a commercial arrangement rather than an altruistic one

85  Consultation Question 77:

Please provide your views below:

I am completely opposed to commercialised surrogacy and legitimising any form of payment, even if for expenses would be wide open to being abused. It
incentivises women in personal financial hardship to become involved in order to alleviate their poverty - it will not be rich women who will be renting out
their wombs. It is extremely unlikely that policing this will be considered a priority, and it's hard to imagine any scenario where a prosecution will be to
the benefit of the birth mothers, so it will simply descend quickly into an underground breeding market.
Basing payments on lost earnings would cement the bond between surrogacy and poverty, since it would incentivise people to find a woman whose
earnings are low.
We already have provision for maternity pay/leave, so this is only even a factor when it is a commercial arrangement rather than an altruistic one

86  Consultation Question 78:

Please provide your views below:

87  Consultation Question 79:

Please provide your views below:

I am more than a little frustrated that the wording is about the right of those who want to raise the child to "be able to pay" compensation for these, and
it demonstrates that the whole focus of the proposals are about the rights of the would-be-parents, who are actually by far the least vulnerable, and the
least impacted by the whole process. The question should be asking whether the birth mother has a right to protection from the financial consequences
of such scenarios!
Again, it's hard to imagine how this would actually be enforced, and how a monetary value would be arrived at. Would it only relate to complications that
arose during or immediately after the birth? Many not on this list wouldn't become obvious til considerably later, but would be no less significant

Please provide your views below:



I am more than a little frustrated that the wording is about the right of those who want to raise the child to "be able to pay" compensation, and it
demonstrates that the whole focus of the proposals are about the rights of the would-be-parents, who are actually by far the least vulnerable, and the
least impacted by the whole process. The question should be asking whether the birth mother has a right to protection from the financial consequences
of such scenarios!
I am completely opposed to the commercialisation/contractualisation of surrogacy and associated payments

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

The inevitable power inequalities, plus the unequal access to legal support that will dominate any such arrangements will mean that the birth mothers
will never be able to achieve full and meaningful compensation for any adverse scenarios, so this is again just a facade of a developing a caring system
when in fact the reality will be dehumanising commercial exploitation of the bodies of women who are in poverty, and a promotion of the concept of
women's bodily functions being up for sale

88  Consultation Question 80: We invite consultees' views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay compensation to the
surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for
the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

I am more than a little frustrated that the wording is about the right of those who want to raise the child to "be able to pay" compensation, and it
demonstrates that the whole focus of the proposals are about the rights of the would-be-parents, who are actually by far the least vulnerable, and the
least impacted by the whole process. The question should be asking whether the birth mother and her family have a right to protection from the risks
associated with pregnancy and birth!

89  Consultation Question 81:

Please provide your views below:

I am completely opposed to commercial/contractual surrogacy arrangements, and the giving of "gifts" would be effectively indistinguishable from
payment for surrogacy as a "service". How would it be defined and enforced? And who would be liable for prosecution?

90  Consultation Question 82:

It should not be possible for the intended parents to agree to pay a woman for the service of undertaking a surrogacy.

Please provide your views below:

I am completely opposed to commercial/contractual surrogacy arrangements. Why are we not learning lessons from those countries who had begun to
allow this and are now clamping down? It is a massively open door to commodifying women's bodies and their bodily functions and is intrinsically
exploitative in nature

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Neither!
Either option would result in an underground breeding market, since it would be effectively impossible to police and enforce, and would be very unlikely
to be considered a priority.
I am completely opposed to commercial/contractual surrogacy arrangements. Why are we not learning lessons from those countries who had begun to
allow this and are now clamping down? It is a massively open door to commodifying women's bodies and their bodily functions and is intrinsically
exploitative in nature.

Please provide any views below:

No payments at all!
I am completely opposed to commercial/contractual surrogacy arrangements and associated payments

91  Consultation Question 83:

Please provide views below:

Again, the focus of this question makes clear the priorities - this isn't listed as something that the birth mother might be compensated for, despite the
potentially significant impact on her body, so it's only the rights of the would-be-parents and the contractualised outcome of the process that matters!

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

I think this survey is becoming more obscene with each question! These "outcomes" are being treated as if they are some kind of failure on the part of the 
birth mother to fulfill the contract, and as something she should therefore be financially punished for!



I am completely opposed to commercial/contractual surrogacy arrangements, and any consideration of these kinds of detail presupposes acceptance of a
concept that I am rejecting, so it is extremely difficult to complete this very biased consultation in a meaningful way

92  Consultation Question 84: We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to surrogates should be the
same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. Do consultees
agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I do not agree with the new "pathway" and I am completely opposed to commercial/contractual surrogacy arrangements and associated payments

93  Consultation Question 85: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have not discussed which
they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

I am completely opposed to commercial/contractual surrogacy arrangements, and associated payments. Any consideration of these kinds of detail
presupposes acceptance of a concept that I am rejecting, so it is extremely difficult to complete this very biased consultation in a meaningful way

94  Consultation Question 86: We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that intended parents should
be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

I am completely opposed to commercial/contractual surrogacy arrangements, and associated payments. Any consideration of these kinds of detail
presupposes acceptance of a concept that I am rejecting, so it is extremely difficult to complete this very biased consultation in a meaningful way.
The fact that throughout, the consideration of the right "to be able to pay" is prioritised over the experience and needs of the birth mother show how
little regard there is for her role. Nowhere have you asked about her rights, or asked questions from her perspective

95  Consultation Question 87:

Please provide your views below:

Exactly!
It's clear effectively unenforceable, so deeply flawed as a concept. There should either be no commercial/contractual arrangements, or existing state
services/procedures should be adapted to adequately cover these arrangements - sure it should largely be based on adoption? Why is being treated
conceptually as an entirely different process? And why is this consultation so biased, only considering the process from the perspective of the
would-be-parents? It seems the dehumanising of the birth mother is already embedded even in the consultation

96  Consultation Question 88:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I am completely opposed to commercial/contractual surrogacy arrangements, and associated payments. Any consideration of these kinds of detail
presupposes acceptance of a concept that I am rejecting, so it is extremely difficult to complete this very biased consultation in a meaningful way.
It's interesting that this is worded as her being able to enforce the financial terms that were previously described as the right for the would-be-parents to
"be able to pay"? There is either no joined-up thinking or framework behind this, or it is just a facade of developing a "caring" system

Other

Please provide your views below:

I am completely opposed to commercial/contractual surrogacy arrangements, and associated payments. Any consideration of these kinds of detail
presupposes acceptance of a concept that I am rejecting, so it is extremely difficult to complete this very biased consultation in a meaningful way.
I do not agree with the new "pathway" and am appalled at the idea of the birth mother being contracted to comply with any lifestyle conditions

Chapter 16: International Surrogacy Arrangements

97  Consultation Question 89: We invite overseas surrogates (or bodies representing or advocating for surrogates) to share with us their
experiences of international surrogacy arrangements.

Please provide your views below:

98  Consultation Question 90: We invite organisations focused on children’s rights and welfare in the international context to share with us
their views on our proposed reforms and consultation questions in this chapter.

Please provide your views below:



99  Consultation Question 91: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of their experience of applying to register a child born through
an international surrogacy arrangement as a British citizen and obtaining a passport for the child. In particular, we would be interested to hear
how long the application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have about causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

100  Consultation Question 92: We provisionally propose that it should be possible for a file to be opened, and the application process for
obtaining registration of a child born from an international surrogacy arrangement and obtaining a passport to begin, prior to the birth of the
child.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

Absolutely not!
This is exactly what trafficking of babies looks like! The birth mother should have parental responsibility until after the birth, and she should have the right
to have enough information to give informed consent and be able to change her mind. How is this compatible with the concept of those who want to
raise the child being able to apply for a passport before that child is even born? The process should be comparable to adoption. Acting as if the birth
mother is insignificant in this is extremely dehumanising and exploitative - how on earth are you thinking you can develop a system that is not
dehumanising and exploitative if these questions are your starting point?

101  Consultation Question 93: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of applying for a visa for a
child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In particular, we would be interested to hear how long the application took after
the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

102  Consultation Question 94:

Other

Please provide your views below:

How is this different to question 92? Other than it mentioning the original passport being in the child's country of birth?
The birth mother should have parental responsibility until after the birth, and she should have the right to have enough information to give informed
consent and be able to change her mind. How is this compatible with the concept of those who want to raise the child being able to apply for a passport
before that child is even born? The process should be comparable to adoption. Acting as if the birth mother is insignificant in this is extremely
dehumanising and exploitative - how on earth are you thinking you can develop a system that is not dehumanising and exploitative if these questions are
your starting point?

Other

Please provide your views below:

These questions really need to be in plain English! This is a very inaccessible consultation,and I have had to reread several questions to try and work out
what they are asking. That is discriminatory.
I do not agree that any surrogacy arrangements should be treated in any way differently to adoption arrangements, and I am ethically opposed to
international surrogacy arrangements because of the almost inevitable levels of exploitation - we need to learn from those countries that have initially
allowed this and are already clamping down. Those in a position to pay for international surrogacy arrangements should not be above the normal
immigration and adoption laws if that is what is meant by this question?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I am ethically opposed to international surrogacy arrangements because of the almost inevitable levels of exploitation, and believe that birth mothers
should never be forced to give up contact with the child, and the child should not be prevented from knowing who their birth mother was

Other

Please provide your views below:

I am ethically opposed to international surrogacy arrangements because of the almost inevitable levels of exploitation, and believe that birth mothers
should never be forced to give up contact with the child, and the child should not be prevented from knowing who their birth mother was

Please provide your views below:

I am ethically opposed to international surrogacy arrangements because of the almost inevitable levels of exploitation, and believe that birth mothers
should never be forced to give up contact with the child, and the child should not be prevented from knowing who their birth mother was



103  Consultation Question 95:We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process for applying for a EU
Uniform Format Form in respect of a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement, before the child is born. The application will
need to be completed after the birth of the child.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

This is exactly what trafficking of babies looks like! The birth mother should have parental responsibility until after the birth, and she should have the right
to have enough information to give informed consent and be able to change her mind. How is this compatible with the concept of those who want to
raise the child being able to apply for a passport before that child is even born? The process should be comparable to adoption. Acting as if the birth
mother is insignificant in this is extremely dehumanising and exploitative - how on earth are you thinking you can develop a system that is not
dehumanising and exploitative if these questions are your starting point?

104  Consultation Question 96: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of applying for a EU Uniform
Format Form for a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In particular we would be interested to hear how long the
application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

105  Consultation Question 97: We provisionally propose that the UK Government should provide a single, comprehensive guide for intended
parents explaining the nationality and immigration consequences of having a child through an international surrogacy arrangement. Do
consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I am completely opposed to international surrogacy arrangements because of the almost inevitable levels of exploitation, and cannot imagine how you
could produce a plain English comprehensive guide when you can't write plain English questions for the development of the framework that the guide
would be based upon!
Would such a guide explore and alert the readers to the ethical issues of international surrogacy? If not, why not?

106  Consultation Question 98: We provisionally propose that international surrogacy arrangements should not be eligible for the new
pathway to parenthood.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I am completely opposed to international surrogacy arrangements because of the almost inevitable levels of exploitation, and do not agree with the new
"pathway"

107  Consultation Question 99:

No

Please provide your views below:

I am completely opposed to international surrogacy arrangements because of the almost inevitable levels of exploitation, and believe that the laws of the
UK alone should determine the legal status, as otherwise this is exactly how surrogacy tourism works - if even one country allows it and others allow it
vicariously, then it provides a back door through which UK law is able to be ignored

108  Consultation Question 100:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Yes!
It should be treated no differently to adoption, and there should be sufficient checks in place to ensure the best needs of the child are met and that the
rights of the child and the birth mother are protected. Any less would be a form of trafficking

Chapter 17: Miscellaneous Issues

109  Consultation Question 101: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current application of the law on statutory paternity leave, and
statutory paternity pay, to the situation of the surrogate’s spouse, civil partner or partner requires reform.

Please provide your views below:



If the birth mother decides to keep the child, then usual paternity pay and leave should apply, and these should be increased as they are inadequate for a
meaningful shift towards genuine equality in the workplace and at home

110  Consultation Question 102: We provisionally propose that provision for maternity allowance should be made in respect of intended
parents, and that any such provision should be limited so that only one intended parent qualifies. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I think the same procedures for adoption should be used - why would they not?

111  Consultation Question 103:

Please provide your views below:

I think the same procedures for adoption should be used - why would they not?

112  Consultation Question 104: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the duty of employers to provide suitable facilities for any person at
work who is a pregnant woman or nursing mother to rest under Regulation 25 of the Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations 1992
is sufficient to include intended parents in a surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

I think the same procedures for adoption should be used - why would they not? Women can and do choose to breastfeed babies they have adopted, so
the procedures should be the same for all women with children

113  Consultation Question 105: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are further issues in relation to employment rights and
surrogacy arrangements and, if so, any suggestions for reform.

Please provude your views below:

114  Consultation Question 106: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they believe any reforms in relation to surrogacy and succession
law are required.

Please provide your views below:

I think the same procedures for adoption should be used - why would they not?

115  Consultation Question 107:

Please provide your views below:

I think health professionals should receive training in surrogacy law and in the ethical issues around surrogacy, including possible coercion into such
arrangements, unequal power relationships and potential exploitation in surrogacy arrangements, and discriminatory reactions to health concerns
relating to the birth mother or the baby.
Health professionals should support the primacy of the birth mother unless and until she has entered into an adoption process following the birth, and
should be trained in dealing with pushy/dismissive attitudes towards the birth mother from those who want to raise the child.

Please provide your views below:

It should reflect the significant role that health care professionals have in spotting and dealing with possible coercion and exploitation, and in upholding
the primacy of the birth mother and her wishes, both before, during and after the birth

Please provide your views below:

Midwives should be trained in spotting and dealing with possible coercion and exploitation, and in upholding the primacy of the birth mother and her
wishes, both before, during and after the birth. They should keep the focus on the needs of the birth mother and baby regardless of who may or may not
eventually have parental responsibility

116  Consultation Question 108: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other legal issues in relation to surrogacy, not
covered in this Consultation Paper, that merit examination.

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 18: Impact

117  Consultation Question 109:

Please insert the year of birth here:



Not Answered

If international, in which country did the arrangement take place?:

Not Answered

Not Answered

118  Consultation Question 110:

Not Answered

Not Answered

Not Answered

Please provide the cost of any legal advice or representation below:

119  Consultation Question 111: We invite consultees’ views as to the impact (social, emotional, financial or otherwise) of the current law
where the intended parents are not the legal parents from birth of the child born of the surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

That feels like a huge question!
I am an adoptee, and haven't even started to be able to unpick the impact it has had on me - separation form the person whose body you have grown in
and got to know intimately for 9 months is clearly a big deal, without the added complications of surrogacy. I was with my birth mother for the first 3
months after birth. I strongly believe that all children have right to know about their heritage and also to not have forced separation from their birth
mother. The social and emotional impacts of this are significant, and we are moving more towards open adoptions because of this.
The "rights" of those who want to raise children cannot be placed above the rights of the child or the birth mother (whether they are biologically related
or not).
The social and emotional impact on women who have had their children forcibly removed for adoption is also huge, especially so when it was for reasons
purely of social norms as opposed to where there are safeguarding concerns. Birth mothers should retain the right to have ongoing updates about the
child even if they do not raise it themselves. I really can't see any justification for surrogacy being treated differently to adoption, and I am completely
opposed to the removal of the primacy of the birth mother unless and until she enters into an adoption arrangement after the birth

120  Consultation Question 112:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

121  Consultation Question 113:

Please provide your views below:

I believe that the process should be the same as adoption, which then renders the requirement for a genetic link meaningless

Please provide your views below:

I believe that the process should be the same as adoption, which then renders the requirement for a genetic link meaningless. I don't believe that
surrogacy should ever be considered a "medical necessity" and am opposed to commercial/contractual surrogacy arrangements.

122  Consultation Question 114:

Please provide your views below:

123  Consultation Question 115:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

This only relates to the commercialisation of surrogacy, and not to altruistic surrogacy, and reduces the birth mother to a function as a "surrogate" which
is completely dehumanising. The question only makes sense in the context of the "surrogate"'s ability to sell her "service" of pregnancy/birth and the
"accessibility" to buyers, and to market opportunities. Again, this shows that the consultation is completely biased in favour of commercialised surrogacy,
and in favour of the primacy of the "rights" of would-be-parents as opposed to the women whose wombs will be rented out

124  Consultation Question 116:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:



Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

125  Consultation Question 117: We invite consultees’ views as to the specific impact of our proposals in Northern Ireland.

Please provide your views below:

126  Consultation Question 118: We invite consultees’ views as to any other impact that we have not specifically addressed in this chapter, or
the preceding chapters, of this Consultation Paper.

Please provide your views below:

This consultation is completely based on a presupposition of support for commercialised surrogacy, and is very inaccessible due to the lack of plain
English in the questions.

There has been no consideration of ethical issues or significant concerns such as coercion, trafficking etc which seems a huge omission, and the impact
on women, especially different groups of disadvantaged women appears not to have been considered - has an impact assessment been done?

As an adoptee from the 60's I am deeply critical of the enforcement of social norms at the time that lead to so many young women feeling they "ought" to
put their children up for adoption, and I feel strongly that they should not have been prevented from knowing about the basic welfare of their children. As
with so many, my mother deeply regretted this decision and struggled with it for the rest of her life. I believe I also had the right to maintain some level of
contact with my birth mother and to know about my heritage. I really don't believe that this is any different to where a woman has entered into a
surrogacy arrangement. The genetics of the baby are a less significant relationship than that between the baby and the woman whose body they have
grown in for the last 9 months, so I really don't believe there is any justification for changing the primacy of the birth mother. I believe that the child has a
right to know their heritage - both in terms of their birth mother and their genetic heritage, but no more so than any other child whose father is not
named on their birth certificate. I believe this should all be at the discretion of the birth mother until and unless she enters into an adoption arrangement
or unless a court determines otherwise. The precedent of compelling a birth mother to disclose such details concerns me greatly, and it seems to conflict
with her right to privacy?

I believe that the uncertainties regarding outcomes are inherent in the pursuit of a surrogacy arrangement, and rightly so if we are to value the role and
rights of birth mothers. I think it is obscene to try and compel a woman to abide by a contract that requires her to give up a baby she has carried for 9
months and given birth to. This must at all times remain the choice of the birth mother, and any would-be-parents must seek a genuinely altruistic
arrangement where they can maximise their confidence in the outcome rather than treat pregnancy and birth as a "service" that can be bought and
contractually compelled.
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Short Form Questionnaire: Law Commissions’ Surrogacy 
Consultation 

This form is an extract of the longer form for comments and responses to the Law Commission’s and the 
Scottish Law Commission’s consultation about reforming surrogacy law. If you would like to respond to the 
full version of our consultation questionnaire, please use the online form: https://consult.justice.gov.uk/law-
commission/surrogacy. Please see our websites for further details, and for links to download the full 
consultation paper: https://www.lawcom.gov.uk/project/surrogacy/ and https://www.scotlawcom.gov.uk/law-
reform/law-reform-projects/joint-projects/surrogacy/. 

We have selected 46 questions which may be of particular interest of those with lived experience of 
surrogacy arrangements: surrogates, intended parents, family members and adult children born of 
surrogacy arrangements. You do not need to answer all the questions if you do not want to, and you can 
write as much or as little as you would like in response to our questions.  

Please note that we may publish or disclose information you provide us in response to this 
consultation, including personal information. We ask consultees, when providing their responses, if 
they could avoid including personal identifying information in the text of their response, particularly 
where this may reveal the identities of other people involved in their surrogacy arrangement. 

For more information about how we consult and how we may use responses to the consultation, please see 
page i – ii of the Consultation Paper. 

HOW TO SUBMIT YOUR RESPONSE USING THIS QUESTIONNAIRE 

Type your response into the text fields below and then save your completed form. When you have completed 
your response, email the completed form as an attachment to surrogacy@lawcommission.gov.uk.  

The closing date for submitting a response to our consultation is 11 October 2019. 

https://consult.justice.gov.uk/law-commission/surrogacy
https://consult.justice.gov.uk/law-commission/surrogacy
https://www.lawcom.gov.uk/project/surrogacy/
https://www.scotlawcom.gov.uk/law-reform/law-reform-projects/joint-projects/surrogacy/
https://www.scotlawcom.gov.uk/law-reform/law-reform-projects/joint-projects/surrogacy/
https://s3-eu-west-2.amazonaws.com/lawcom-prod-storage-11jsxou24uy7q/uploads/2019/06/Surrogacy-consultation-paper.pdf
mailto:surrogacy@lawcommission.gov.uk
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QUESTIONS ABOUT YOU 
 
What is your name?  
 
If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a university), what is 
the name of your organisation? Here NI 
 
Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your organisation? 
On behalf of Here NI 
 
If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best describes you? 
Choose an item. 
 
What is your email address? 

 
 
What is your telephone number? 

 
 
If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be treated as 
confidential, please explain to us why you regard the information as confidential. As explained in our 
privacy notice, we take full account of your explanation but cannot give an assurance that 
confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances. 
Click or tap here to enter text. 

Question 
No. 

Consultation Question 

Q1 Consultation Question 7. 

In respect of a domestic surrogacy arrangement, we provisionally propose that, before the 
child is conceived, where the intended parents and surrogate have: 

(1)          entered into an agreement including the prescribed information, which will include a 
statement as to legal parenthood on birth, 

(2)          complied with procedural safeguards for the agreement, and 

(3)          met eligibility requirements, 

on the birth of the child the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child, subject 
to the surrogate’s right to object. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q1 

We agree that on the birth of the child the intended parents should be the legal 
parents, this provides clarity for not only the healthcare providers but also the 
intended parents, balanced with the surrogate’s right to object.  

Q2 Consultation Question 11. 

We provisionally propose that: 

https://www.lawcom.gov.uk/document/handling-personal-data/
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(1)          the surrogate should have the right to object to the acquisition of legal parenthood 
by the intended parents, for a fixed period after the birth of the child; 

(2)          this right to object should operate by the surrogate making her objection in writing 
within a defined period, with the objection being sent to both the intended parents and the 
body responsible for the regulation of surrogacy; and 

(3)          the defined period should be the applicable period for birth registration less one 
week. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q2 

We agree. This proposal is proportionate and allows for flexibility across UK nations.  

Q3 Consultation Question 12. 

We provisionally propose that, where the surrogate objects to the intended parents acquiring 
legal parenthood within the period fixed after birth, the surrogacy arrangement should no 
longer be able to proceed in the new pathway, with the result that: 

(1) the surrogate will be the legal parent of the child;  

(2) if one of the intended parents would, under the current law, be a legal parent of 
the child, then he or she will continue to be a legal parent in these 
circumstances; and 

(3) the intended parents would be able to make an application for a parental order 
to obtain legal parenthood. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q3 

We agree, this provides an alternative pathway when required.   

Q4 Consultation Question 15. 

We provisionally propose that, for a child born as a result of a surrogacy arrangement under 
the new pathway, where the surrogate has exercised her right to object to the intended 
parents’ acquisition of legal parenthood at birth, the surrogate’s spouse or civil partner, if 
any, should not be a legal parent of the child. 

Do consultees agree? 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in the case of a surrogacy arrangement outside 
the new pathway, the surrogate’s spouse or civil partner should continue to be a legal parent 
of the child born as a result of the arrangement. 

Your 
Response 
to Q4 

This may present some problems for the child for example in relation to passport 
applications. There should be a pathway for the spouse or civil partner to request to 
be a legal parent where the surrogate exercises their right to object , but this should 
not be automatic.  

Q5 Consultation Question 27. 
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We provisionally propose that, where a child is born as a result of a surrogacy arrangement 
in the new pathway: 

(1) the intended parents should acquire parental responsibility on the birth of the 
child; and 

(2) if the surrogate exercises her right to object, the intended parents should 
continue to have parental responsibility for the child where the child is living 
with, or being cared for by, them, and they intend to apply for a parental order.  

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q5 

We agree, this should provide consitency for the child until a long term decision is 
made.  

Q6 Consultation Question 28. 

We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the 
surrogate should retain parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the 
arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right to object, 
assuming that she does not exercise her right to object. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q6 

This may be useful for healthcare decisions while in hospital.  

Q7 Consultation Question 29. 

For all surrogacy arrangements, we invite consultees’ views as to:  

(1) whether there is a need for any restriction to be placed on the exercise of 
parental responsibility by either the surrogate (or other legal parent), or the 
intended parents, during the period in which parental responsibility is shared; 
and 

(2) whether it should operate to restrict the exercise of parental responsibility by the 
party not caring for the child or with whom the child is not living. 

Your 
Response 
to Q7 

It may be useful to limit parental responsibility that can be exercised by the party not 
caring for the child.   

Q8 Consultation Question 55. 

We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the current circumstances in which the consent of the surrogate (and any other 
legal parent) is not required, namely where a person cannot be found or is 
incapable of giving agreement, should continue to be available; 

(2) the court should have the power to dispense with the consent of the surrogate, 
and any other legal parent of the child, in the following circumstances: 
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(a) where the child is living with the intended parents, with the consent of the 
surrogate and any other legal parent, or 

(b) following a determination by the court that the child should live with the 
intended parents; and 

(3) the court’s power to dispense with consent should be subject to the paramount 
consideration of the child’s welfare throughout his or her life guided by the 
factors set out in section 1 of the Adoption and Children Act 2002 and, in 
Scotland, in line with the section 14(3) of the Adoption and Children (Scotland) 
Act 2007. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q8 

We agree 

Q9 Consultation Question 30. 

We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the 
scope of the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q9 

We agree 

Q10 Consultation Question 32. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether independent surrogacy arrangements should be 
brought within the scope of the new pathway. 

We invite consultees’ views as to how independent surrogacy arrangements might be 
brought within the scope of the new pathway. 

Your 
Response 
to Q10 

It would be better for surrogacy arrangments to be regulated to protect all parties 
including the child. 

Q11 Consultation Question 67. 

We provisionally propose that, as a condition of being eligible for entry into the new pathway: 

(1) the surrogate, her spouse, civil partner or partner (if any) and the intended 
parents intending to enter into a surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway 
should be required to attend counselling with regard to the implications of 
entering into that arrangement; and 

(2) the implications counselling should be provided by a counsellor who meets the 
requirements set out in the Code of Practice at paragraphs 2.14 to 2.15. 

Do consultees agree? 
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Your 
Response 
to Q11 

We agree, this would be useful for all parties at the beginning of the process.  

Q12 Consultation Question 68. 

We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that the 
surrogate and the intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect of the 
law and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is signed. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q12 

We agree, this is in the best interest of all parties.  

Q13 Consultation Question 88. 

We provisionally propose that financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into under 
the new pathway to parenthood should be enforceable by the surrogate. 

Do consultees agree? 

We provisionally propose that if the financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into 
under the new pathway become enforceable, the ability to do so should not be dependent on 
the surrogate complying with any terms of the agreement relating to her lifestyle. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q13 

We agree, surrogates should be protected in relation to both financial terms and 
bodily autonomy.  

Q14 Consultation Question 42. 

We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy should 
be removed, with the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything that can 
lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q14 

We agree, as the proposal would restrict advertising to lawful surrogacy arrangments 
action can be taken on any advertisments falling outside this.  

Q15 Consultation Question 62. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that a surrogacy 
arrangement has been used because of medical necessity: 

(1) for cases under the new pathway to parenthood; and/or 

(2) for cases where a post-birth parental order application is made. 

We invite consultees’ views as to how a test of medical necessity for surrogacy, if it is 
introduced, should be defined and assessed. 
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Your 
Response 
to Q15 

We disagree. Surrogacy is a path to parenthood for same sex couples who may not 
have any stand alone fertility issues.  

Q16 Consultation Question 70. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the surrogate 
has previously given birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway. 

Your 
Response 
to Q16 

We disagree, the surrogate should determine whether they are suitable to be a 
surrogate following counselling if required. 

Q17 Consultation Question 33. 

We provisionally propose that: 

(1) there should be regulated surrogacy organisations;  

(2) there should be no requirement for a regulated surrogacy organisation to take a 
particular form; and 

(3) each surrogacy organisation should be required to appoint an individual 
responsible for ensuring that the organisation complies with regulation. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q17 

We agree that there should be regulated surrogacy organisations. 

Q18 Consultation Question 35. 

We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit 
making bodies. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q18 

We agree, however it would be better if they were public health organisations with 
government funding.  

Q19 Consultation Question 37. 

We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer 
matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should be 
able to offer matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements outside 
the new pathway. 

Your 
Response 
to Q19 

Where a surrogate is known to the intended parents matching will not be required. 
There should be facilitation in these circumstances.  

Q20 Consultation Question 59. 
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We provisionally propose that the new pathway –  

(1) should not impose a requirement that the intended parent, or one of the 
intended parents, provide gametes for the conception of the child, so that 
double donation of gametes is permitted, but 

(2) that double donation should only be permitted in cases of medical necessity, 
meaning that there is not an intended parent who is able to provide a gamete 
due to infertility. 

Do consultees agree? 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether double donation should be permitted under the 
parental order pathway (to the same extent that it may be permitted in the new pathway) in 
domestic surrogacy arrangements.  

We provisionally propose that the requirement that the intended parent or one of the 
intended parents contribute gametes to the conception of the child in the parental order 
pathway should be retained in international surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q20 

Double donation should be permitted whether by medical necessity or not.  

Q21 Consultation Question 46. 

We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has 
been the subject of a parental order should be able to access all the documents contained in 
the court’s file for those parental order proceedings. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q21 

We agree. 

Q22 Consultation Question 47. 

We provisionally propose that a national register of surrogacy arrangements should be 
created to record the identity of the intended parents, the surrogate and the gamete donors. 

Do consultees agree? 

We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the register should be maintained by the Authority; 

(2) the register should record information for all surrogacy arrangements, whether 
in or outside the new pathway, provided that the information about who has 
contributed gametes for the conception of the child has been medically verif ied, 
and that the information should include: 

(a) identifying information about all the parties to the surrogacy arrangement, 
and 
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(b) non-identifying information about those who have contributed gametes to 
the conception of the child; and 

(3) to facilitate the record of this information, the application form/petition for a 
parental order should record full information about a child’s genetic heritage 
where available and established by DNA or medical evidence, recording the 
use of an anonymous gamete donor if that applies. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q22 

We agree. 

Q23 Consultation Question 48. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate 
and the intended parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy 
arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy arrangement. 

Your 
Response 
to Q23 

We agree. 

Q24 Consultation Question 49. 

We provisionally propose that a child born of a surrogacy arrangement should be able to 
access the information recorded in the register from the age of 18 for identifying information, 
and 16 for non-identifying information (if such information is included on the register), 
provided that he or she has been given a suitable opportunity to receive counselling about 
the implications of compliance with this request. 

Do consultees agree? 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether a child under the age of 18 or 16 (depending on 
whether the information is identifying or non-identifying respectively) should be able to 
access the information in the register and, if so, in which circumstances: 

(1) where his or her legal parents have consented; 

(2) if he or she has received counselling and the counsellor judges that he or she is 
sufficiently mature to receive this information; and/or 

(3) in any other circumstances. 

Your 
Response 
to Q24 

We agree. That a child should be able to access information from 16/18, or when 1 and 
2 are both met.  
 
 

Q25 Consultation Question 51. 

We provisionally propose that where two people are born to, and genetically related through, 
the same surrogate, they should be able to access the register to identify each other, if they 
both wish to do so. 

Do consultees agree? 
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We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be provision to allow people born to 
the same surrogate – but who are not genetically related – to access the register to identify 
each other, if they both wish to do so. 

Your 
Response 
to Q25 

We agree, where both parties people wish to. 

Q26 Consultation Question 52. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether provision should be made to allow a person 
carried by a surrogate, and the surrogate’s own child, to access the register to identify each 
other, if they both wish to do so: 

(1) if they are genetically related through the surrogate; and/or 

(2) if they are not genetically related through the surrogate. 

 

Your 
Response 
to Q26 

We agree to 1 and 2. 

Q27 Consultation Question 53. 

For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to 
whether details of an intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental 
order should be recorded in the register. 

Your 
Response 
to Q27 

Intended parents should be included on the register. 

Q28 Consultation Question 72. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether payment of costs by the intended parents to the 
surrogate should be able to be: 

(1) based on an allowance;  

(2) based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, but without the need for 
production of receipts; or 

(3) based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, and only on production of 
receipts. 

Your 
Response 
to Q28 

We agree with 1, or 2. Surrogates should be required to produce receipts where costs 
are within those allowed and agreed.   

Q29 Consultation Question 73. 

We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate essential costs 
relating to the pregnancy; and 
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(2) the types of expenditure which should be considered “essential”.    

Your 
Response 
to Q29 

We agree that intended parents should be able to pay essential costs. 
Essential costs should include at least healthcare and loss of income.  

Q30 Consultation Question 74. 

We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay the 
surrogate additional costs relating to the pregnancy; and 

(2) the types of expenditure which should be considered additional, rather than 
essential.   

Your 
Response 
to Q30 

We agree that the intended parents should be able to pay additional costs. These 
could include domestic help and childcare where the surrogate is unabkle to carry out 
these tasks due to pregnancy. This should be by agreement not required.    

Q31 Consultation Question 75. 

We invite consultees’ views as to:  

(1) whether intended parents should be permitted to pay all costs that arise from 
entering into a surrogacy arrangement, and those unique to a surrogate 
pregnancy; and 

(2) the types of cost which should be included within this category. 

Your 
Response 
to Q31 

We agree, these costs could include counselling and legal costs.  

Q32 Consultation Question 76. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be 
able to pay their surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or 
self-employed). 

Your 
Response 
to Q32 

We agree 

Q33 Consultation Question 77. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be 
able to pay their surrogate either or both of the following lost potential earnings: 

(1) her lost employment-related potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 15.35 
above); and/or 

(2) other lost potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 15.36 above). 

 

Your 
Response 
to Q33 

We agree to 1 and 2 
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Q34 Consultation Question 78. 

We invite consultees to share their experiences:  

(1) of the impact that payments received by a surrogate from the intended parents 
has had on the surrogate’s entitlement to means-tested social welfare benefits; 
and 

(2) where a surrogacy arrangement has had an impact on the surrogate’s 
entitlement to means-tested social welfare benefits, how that has been 
addressed in their surrogacy arrangement. 

 

Your 
Response 
to Q34 

No answer 

Q35 Consultation Question 79. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay 
compensation to the surrogate for the following: 

(1) pain and inconvenience arising from the pregnancy and childbirth; 

(2) medical treatments relating to the surrogacy, including payments for each 
insemination or embryo transfer; and/or 

(3)  specified complications, including hyperemesis gravidarum, pre-eclampsia, an 
ectopic pregnancy, miscarriage, termination, caesarean birth, excessive 
haemorrhaging, perineal tearing, removal of fallopian tubes or ovaries or a 
hysterectomy. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other matters in respect of which 
intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate compensation. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether the level of compensation payable should be: 

(1) a fixed fee set by the regulator (operating as a cap on the maximum payable), 
or  

(2) left to the parties to negotiate.   

Your 
Response 
to Q35 

We agree qith the first 3 points. 
A maximum amount should be set by the regulator to protect all parties. 

Q36 Consultation Question 80. 

We invite consultees views’ as to whether intended parents should be able to pay 
compensation to the surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the 
surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for the surrogate. 

Your 
Response 
to Q36 

We agree 

Q37 Consultation Question 81. 
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We invite consultees’ views as to whether:  

(1) intended parents should be able to buy gifts for the surrogate; and 

(2) if so, specific provision should be made for these gifts to be modest or 
reasonable in nature. 

 

Your 
Response 
to Q37 

We agree with 1.  
Modest and reasonable are not certain enough terms and open to interpretation, there 
should be a maximum value set by the regulator.  

Q38 Consultation Question 82. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be possible for the intended parents to 
agree to pay a woman for the service of undertaking a surrogacy. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay a 
woman for the service of undertaking surrogacy, whether that the fee should be: 

(1) any sum agreed between the parties to the surrogacy; or 

(2) a fixed fee set by the regulator. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay a 
woman a fixed fee for the service of undertaking surrogacy, what, if any, other payments the 
law should permit, in addition to that fixed fee: 

(1) no other payments; 

(2) essential costs relating to the pregnancy; 

(3) additional costs relating to the pregnancy; 

(4) lost earnings; 

(5) compensation for pain and inconvenience, medical treatment and 
complications, and the death of the surrogate; and/or 

(6) gifts. 

Your 
Response 
to Q38 

Rather than payment expanded permissible costs should be allowed.  

Q39 Consultation Question 84. 

We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to 
surrogates should be the same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to 
parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q39 

There should be no difference between pathways. 
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Q40 Consultation Question 85. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have not 
discussed which they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate. 

 

Your 
Response 
to Q40 

Childcare for exisiting children where pregnancy impacts the surrogates capability.  

Q41 Consultation Question 92. 

We provisionally propose that it should be possible for a file to be opened, and the 
application process for obtaining registration of a child born from an international surrogacy 
arrangement and obtaining a passport to begin, prior to the birth of the child. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q41 

We agree, however note this could raise some legal arguments about personhood.  

Q42 Consultation Question 94. 

We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process for 
applying for a visa in respect of a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement, 
before the child is born. The application will need to be completed after the birth of the child, 
and the issue of a passport in the child’s country of birth. 

Do consultees agree? 

We provisionally propose that the current provision made for the grant of a visa outside of 
the Immigration Rules where the intended parents are not the legal parents of the child 
under nationality law should be brought within the Rules. 

Do consultees agree? 

We provisionally propose that:  

(1) the grant of a visa should not be dependent on the child breaking links with 
the surrogate; or  

(2) that this condition should be clarif ied to ensure that it does not prevent the 
child having contact, and an on-going relationship, with the surrogate. 

Do consultees agree? 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current requirement for the grant of a visa 
outside the Rules that the intended parents must apply for a parental order within six months 
of the child’s birth should be removed (regardless of whether the availability of the visa is 
brought within the Rules), if our provisional proposal to remove the time limit on applications 
for parental orders is accepted. 

Your 
Response 
to Q42 

We agree with these proposals.  
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Q43 Consultation Question 95. 

We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process for 
applying for a EU Uniform Format Form in respect of a child born through an international 
surrogacy arrangement, before the child is born. The application will need to be completed 
after the birth of the child. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q43 

We agree, but note the potential legal arguments around personhood.  

Q44 Consultation Question 97. 

We provisionally propose that the UK Government should provide a single, comprehensive 
guide for intended parents explaining the nationality and immigration consequences of 
having a child through an international surrogacy arrangement.  

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q44 

We agree, this would be usful to intended parents.  

Q45 Consultation Question 99. 

We provisionally propose that:  

the Secretary of State should have the power to provide that the intended parents of children 
born through international surrogacy arrangements, who are recognised as the legal parents 
of the child in the country of the child’s birth, should also be recognised as the child’s legal 
parents in the UK, without it being necessary for the intended parents to apply for a parental 
order, but 

before exercising the power, the Secretary of State should be required to be satisfied that 
the domestic law and practice in the country in question provides protection against the 
exploitation of surrogates, and for the welfare of the child, that is at least equivalent to that 
provided in UK law. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q45 

We agree, this may be necessary for the best interests of the health of the child.  

Q46 Consultation Question 107. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any issues in how surrogacy 
arrangements are dealt with by the health services, and whether there are reforms to law or 
practice that consultees would like to see in this area. 

We invite consultees’ views as to any additions or revisions that they would like to see made 
to the guidance published by the Department for Health and Social Care for England and 
Wales. 
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END OF QUESTIONNAIRE – HOW TO SUBMIT 
 

Thank you for completing this form. To submit it as a formal response to the Law Commission, save your 
completed form and email it as an attachment to surrogacy@lawcommission.gov.uk. Please note that the 
deadline for responding to our consultation is 11 October 2019.  

 

We invite consultees’ views as to how midwifery practice may better accommodate 
surrogacy arrangements, in particular with regard to safeguarding issues. 

Your 
Response 
to Q46 

There are currently no guidelines for healthcare professionals in Northern Ireland. 
This must be addressed. While not the responsibility of this consulting body, with the 
absence of a devolved government healthcare professionals have been left in a 
vaccum with the guidelines for England and Wales to use as reference only.  
The follow up care for the surrogate must be accommodated as well as for the child. 
There may need to be an update to record keeping and systems to allow for both to be 
properly cared for.  
Midwives have asked Here NI organisation for guidance as they had not received any 
from the Department of Health and had an incoming paitent who was a surrogate, this 
is not an ideal situation. Midwives raised concerns around who was allowed to attend 
the birth, who could make decisions, who could take the baby from the hospital, and 
around breastfeeding.  
The new pathway may go some way to provide clarity on these issues, but not for 
births to surrogagtes in Northern Ireland.    

mailto:surrogacy@lawcommission.gov.uk
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About you

1  What is your name?

Name:

2  If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a university), what is the name of your organisation?

Enter the name of your organisation:

3  Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your organisation?

This is a personal response

If other, please provide details:

4  If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best describes you?

Intended parent

5  What is your email address?

Email address:

6  What is your telephone number?

Telephone number:

7  If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be treated as confidential, please explain to us why you
regard the information as confidential. As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your explanation but cannot give an
assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances.

Please explain why you wish the information that you will provide to us to be treated as confidential:

Chapter 6: The parental order procedure

8  Consultation Question 1:

No

Please provide your views below:

Intended parents should also be recognised as the legal parents of their children from birth, so I would like to see the reforms to parental orders go
further, by allowing orders to be made pre birth .

Please provide your views below:

9  Consultation Question 2:

Please provide your views below:

10  Consultation Question 3: We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the current allocation
rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation Questions 1 and 2.

Please provide your views below:

11  Consultation Question 4:

Yes

Please provide your views below:



Intended parents should also be recognised as the legal parents of their children from birth, so I would like to see the reforms to parental orders go
further, by allowing orders to be made pre birth.

12  Consultation Question 5: We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the Family Procedure Rules 2010
should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise.
Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

13  Consultation Question 6:

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 8: Legal Parenthood: Proposals for Reform - A New Pathway

14  Consultation Question 7:

Other

Please provide your views below:

We support the new pathway to legal parenthood.

Before conception, we should be able to put in place with the surrogate a written surrogacy agreement, by obtaining independent legal advice along with
counselling sessions.

�� The surrogacy agreement should be ratified by a regulated surrogacy organisation or licensed fertility clinic, which must complete health, criminal
records and welfare of the child screening on all involved and provide information to the new national surrogacy register (which the child will be able to
access in the future).

On the birth of the child the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child.

�� The surrogate should not be able to exercise her right to object.

15  Consultation Question 8:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

100 years; or

Please provide your views below:

16  Consultation Question 9: We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes should apply to
traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated surrogacy organisation is involved.Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

17  Consultation Question 10: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a traditional, domestic
surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from entering into the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

18  Consultation Question 11:

No

Please provide your views below:

Before conception, we should be able to put in place with the surrogate a written surrogacy agreement, by obtaining independent legal advice along with 
counselling sessions. 
 
�� The surrogacy agreement should be ratified by a regulated surrogacy organisation or licensed fertility clinic, which must complete health, criminal 
records and welfare of the child screening on all involved and provide information to the new national surrogacy register (which the child will be able to 
access in the future). 



On the birth of the child the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child. 
 
�� The surrogate should not be able to exercise her right to object.

19  Consultation Question 12:

No

Please provide your views below:

Before conception, we should be able to put in place with the surrogate a written surrogacy agreement, by obtaining independent legal advice along with
counselling sessions.

�� The surrogacy agreement should be ratified by a regulated surrogacy organisation or licensed fertility clinic, which must complete health, criminal
records and welfare of the child screening on all involved and provide information to the new national surrogacy register (which the child will be able to
access in the future).

On the birth of the child the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child.

�� The surrogate should not be able to exercise her right to object.

20  Consultation Question 13:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

21  Consultation Question 14:

Other

Please provide your views below:

22  Consultation Question 15:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

No

Please share your views below:

23  Consultation Question 16:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

24  Consultation Question 17: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, where the child dies
before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents
before the expiry of the period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a declaration to the
effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the birth.Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

25  Consultation Question 18: For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether, where the surrogate
dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during which she can exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the
new pathway and the intended parents should be required to make an application for a parental order.

Please provide your views below:

I disagree.
Despite the dramatic circumtances described above, I would recommend for the new pathway to prevail as well as the surrogacy agreement and for the
intended parents to be appointed parents at birth.



26  Consultation Question 19:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

If both intended parents die during the surrogate pregnancy then a parental order should be put in place by the the grand parents or a guardian with
interest of the child (brother/sister of the intended parents) .

Please provide your views below:

If both intended parents die during the surrogate pregnancy then a parental order should be put in place by the the grand parents or a guardian with
interest of the child (brother/sister of the intended parents) .

I disagree that the surrogate should be registered as the child mother. The intended parents should be registered as the legal parents of the child. This
circumstance should also be captured in the surrogacy arrangement to prevent the unknown in such a dramatic circumstance.

27  Consultation Question 20:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

28  Consultation Question 21: We invite consultees’ views as to: (1) a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases;
and (2) how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this model.

Please provide your views below:

29  Consultation Question 22:

Please provide your views below:

we support the new pathway for UK surrogacy to recognise intended parents as legal parents at birth.

30  Consultation Question 23:

Please provide your views below:

31  Consultation Question 24:

Please provide your views below:

32  Consultation Question 25: We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be amended to add the
intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section 8 order without leave.

Please provide your views below:

33  Consultation Question 26:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

34  Consultation Question 27:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

35  Consultation Question 28: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the surrogate should retain
parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right
to object, assuming that she does not exercise her right to object.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

36  Consultation Question 29:

Please provide your views below:



Chapter 9: The Regulation of Surrogacy Arrangements

37  Consultation Question 30: We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the scope of the new
pathway.Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

38  Consultation Question 31: We invite the views of independent surrogates, and intended parents who have used independent surrogacy
arrangements, to tell us about their experience. In particular, we would be interested to hear about any health screening, counselling and
legal advice that took place.

Please provide your views below:

39  Consultation Question 32:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

40  Consultation Question 33:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

41  Consultation Question 34:

representing the organisation to, and liaising with, the regulator;, managing the regulated surrogacy organisation with sufficient care, competence and
skill;, ensuring the compliance of the organisation with relevant law and regulation, including the creation, maintenance and operation of necessary
policies and procedures;, training any staff, including that of the person responsible; and, providing data to the regulator and to such other person as
required by law.

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

42  Consultation Question 35: We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit making bodies. Do
consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

43  Consultation Question 36: We invite consultees’ views as to what should be included in the definition of matching and facilitation services.

Please provide your views below:

44  Consultation Question 37: We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer matching and
facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

45  Consultation Question 37: We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer
matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:



46  Consultation Question 38: We invite consultees’ views as to the sanctions that should be available against organisations that offer
matching and facilitation services without being regulated to do so, and whether these should be criminal, civil or regulatory.

Please provide your views below:

these should be both criminal, civil and regulatory depending on the severity of the issue.

47  Consultation Question 39: We provisionally propose that the remit of the Human Fertilisation and Embryology Authority be expanded to
include the regulation of regulated surrogacy organisations, and oversight of compliance with the proposed legal requirements for the new
pathway to legal parenthood. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

48  Consultation Question 40: We provisionally propose that surrogacy agreements should remain unenforceable (subject to the exception we
provisionally propose in Consultation Question 88 in relation to financial terms). Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

Surrogacy arrangements should be enforceable to encourage openness and transparency in whatever choices are made.

49  Consultation Question 41: We provisionally propose that there should be no prohibition against charging for negotiating, facilitating and
advising on surrogacy arrangements. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

50  Consultation Question 42: We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy should be removed, with
the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything that can lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. Do
consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 10: Children's Access to Information About Surrogacy Arrangements

51  Consultation Question 43: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, where the making of a parental order in respect of a child
born of a surrogacy arrangement has been recorded in the Parental Order Register, the child should be able to access his or her original birth
certificate at the age of 18. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

52  Consultation Question 44: We provisionally propose that where children are born of surrogacy arrangements that result in the intended
parents being recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of that certificate should make clear that the birth was the result of a
surrogacy arrangement. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

53  Consultation Question 45: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the birth registration system in England and Wales requires reform
and, if so, which reforms they would like to see.

Please provide your views below:

54  Consultation Question 46: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has been the subject of a
parental order should be able to access all the documents contained in the court’s file for those parental order proceedings.Do consultees
agree?

Yes



Please provide your views below:

55  Consultation Question 47:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

56  Consultation Question 48: We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate and the intended
parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy
arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

Yes

57  Consultation Question 49:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

58  Consultation Question 50: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any provision for those born of a surrogacy
arrangement to make a request for information to disclose whether a person whom he or she is intending to marry, or with whom he or she
intends to enter into a civil partnership or intimate physical relationship, was carried by the same surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

yes

59  Consultation Question 51:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

60  Consultation Question 52:

Please provide your views below:

no

Please provide your views below:

no

61  Consultation Question 53: For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether details of an
intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded in the register.

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 11: Eligibility Criteria for a Parental Order

62  Consultation Question 54: We provisionally propose that the six month time limits in sections 54 and 54A of the HFEA 2008 for making a
parental order application should be abolished. Do consultees agree?

Please provide your views below:

yes -
if the intended parents and the surrogate has gone through the sensible steps recommended in the ‘new pathway’ in UK surrogacy, the intended parents
should be the legal parents at birth. the surrogate should not have a right to object to that post-birth if she was properly informed at the start, since there
should be certainty for everyone involved that the intended parents are the legal parents.



63  Consultation Question 55:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

if the intended parents and the surrogate has gone through the sensible steps recommended in the ‘new pathway’ in UK surrogacy, the intended parents
should be the legal parents at birth. the surrogate should not have a right to object to that post-birth if she was properly informed at the start, since there
should be certainty for everyone involved that the intended parents are the legal parents.

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 12: Eligibility Criteria for Both a Parental Order and for the New Pathway

64  Consultation Question 56:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

yes resident or domiciled

Please provide your views below:

65  Consultation Question 57:

Please provide your views below:

66  Consultation Question 58: We provisionally propose that to use the new pathway, intended parents should be required to make a
declaration in the surrogacy agreement that they intend for the child’s home to be with them. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide views below:

67  Consultation Question 59:

Yes

Please provide views below:

Please provide views below:

Yes

Please provide views below:

68  Consultation Question 60: We provisionally propose that if the requirement for a genetic link is retained for domestic cases outside the
new pathway, the requirement should not apply, subject to medical necessity, if the court determines that the intended parents in good faith
began the surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway but were required to apply for a parental order. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

69  Consultation Question 61: We provisionally propose that if double donation is permitted only in cases of medical necessity, an exception
should be made to allow a parental order to be granted to a single parent without a genetic link where the intended parent’s former partner
provides gametes but the intended parents’ relationship breaks down before the grant of a parental order. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide views below:

70  Consultation Question 62:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

71  Consultation Question 63:



Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

72  Consultation Question 64:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

73  Consultation Question 65:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 13: Eligibility Criteria for the New Pathway

74  Consultation Question 66:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

75  Consultation Question 67:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

76  Consultation Question 68: We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that the surrogate and the
intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect of the law and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is
signed. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

77  Consultation Question 69:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

78  Consultation Question 70: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the surrogate has previously given
birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

79  Consultation Question 71: We provisionally propose that there should not be a maximum number of surrogate pregnancies that a woman
can undertake as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.Do consultees agree?



No

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 15: Payments to the Surrogate: Options for Reform

80  Consultation Question 72:

based on an allowance;

Please provide your views below:

I think UK law should allow UK surrogates to be paid more than their out of pocket expenses if they wish to be. This is already the reality in practice, and a
more transparent approach would be healthier for all involved.

81  Consultation Question 73:

Please provide your views below:

I think UK law should allow UK surrogates to be paid more than their out of pocket expenses if they wish to be. This is already the reality in practice, and a
more transparent approach would be healthier for all involved.

82  Consultation Question 74:

Please provide your views below:

yes, I think UK law should allow UK surrogates to be paid more than their out of pocket expenses if they wish to be. This is already the reality in practice,
and a more transparent approach would be healthier for all involved.

83  Consultation Question 75:

Please provide your views below:

I think UK law should allow UK surrogates to be paid more than their out of pocket expenses if they wish to be. This is already the reality in practice, and a
more transparent approach would be healthier for all involved.

84  Consultation Question 76: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay their
surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or self-employed).

Please provide your views below:

I think UK law should allow UK surrogates to be paid more than their out of pocket expenses if they wish to be. This is already the reality in practice, and a
more transparent approach would be healthier for all involved.

85  Consultation Question 77:

Please provide your views below:

I think UK law should allow UK surrogates to be paid more than their out of pocket expenses if they wish to be. This is already the reality in practice, and a
more transparent approach would be healthier for all involved.

86  Consultation Question 78:

Please provide your views below:

87  Consultation Question 79:

pain and inconvenience arising from the pregnancy and childbirth;, medical treatments relating to the surrogacy, including payments for each
insemination or embryo transfer; and/or, specified complications, including hyperemesis gravidarum, pre-eclampsia, an ectopic pregnancy, miscarriage,
termination, caesarean birth, excessive haemorrhaging, perineal tearing, removal of fallopian tubes or ovaries or a hysterectomy.

Please provide your views below:

I think UK law should allow UK surrogates to be paid more than their out of pocket expenses if they wish to be. This is already the reality in practice, and a
more transparent approach would be healthier for all involved.

I support sensible protections to ensure intended parents and surrogates go into surrogacy arrangements well informed and prepared, to minimise the
risk of problems and exploitation.

Please provide your views below:



I think UK law should allow UK surrogates to be paid more than their out of pocket expenses if they wish to be. This is already the reality in practice, and a
more transparent approach would be healthier for all involved.

I support sensible protections to ensure intended parents and surrogates go into surrogacy arrangements well informed and prepared, to minimise the
risk of problems and exploitation.

left to the parties to negotiate. 

Please provide your views below:

I think UK law should allow UK surrogates to be paid more than their out of pocket expenses if they wish to be. This is already the reality in practice, and a
more transparent approach would be healthier for all involved.

I support sensible protections to ensure intended parents and surrogates go into surrogacy arrangements well informed and prepared, to minimise the
risk of problems and exploitation.

88  Consultation Question 80: We invite consultees' views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay compensation to the
surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for
the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

yes

I think UK law should allow UK surrogates to be paid more than their out of pocket expenses if they wish to be. This is already the reality in practice, and a
more transparent approach would be healthier for all involved.

I support sensible protections to ensure intended parents and surrogates go into surrogacy arrangements well informed and prepared, to minimise the
risk of problems and exploitation.

89  Consultation Question 81:

Please provide your views below:

I think UK law should allow UK surrogates to be paid more than their out of pocket expenses if they wish to be. This is already the reality in practice, and a
more transparent approach would be healthier for all involved.

I support sensible protections to ensure intended parents and surrogates go into surrogacy arrangements well informed and prepared, to minimise the
risk of problems and exploitation.

UK surrogates should be able to choose openly whether they are compensated over and above expenses, and that the law should stop trying to apply
limits of ‘reasonable expenses’ when in practice it is impossible to police what is paid and many surrogates are already compensated.

90  Consultation Question 82:

It should be possible for the intended parents to agree to pay a woman for the service of undertaking a surrogacy.

Please provide your views below:

I think UK law should allow UK surrogates to be paid more than their out of pocket expenses if they wish to be. This is already the reality in practice, and a
more transparent approach would be healthier for all involved.

I support sensible protections to ensure intended parents and surrogates go into surrogacy arrangements well informed and prepared, to minimise the
risk of problems and exploitation.

UK surrogates should be able to choose openly whether they are compensated over and above expenses, and that the law should stop trying to apply
limits of ‘reasonable expenses’ when in practice it is impossible to police what is paid and many surrogates are already compensated.

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

I think UK law should allow UK surrogates to be paid more than their out of pocket expenses if they wish to be. This is already the reality in practice, and a
more transparent approach would be healthier for all involved.

UK surrogates should be able to choose openly whether they are compensated over and above expenses, and that the law should stop trying to apply
limits of ‘reasonable expenses’ when in practice it is impossible to police what is paid and many surrogates are already compensated.

essential costs relating to the pregnancy;, additional costs relating to the pregnancy;, lost earnings;, compensation for pain and inconvenience, medical
treatment and complications, and the death of the surrogate; and/or, gifts.



Please provide any views below:

I think UK law should allow UK surrogates to be paid more than their out of pocket expenses if they wish to be. This is already the reality in practice, and a
more transparent approach would be healthier for all involved.

UK surrogates should be able to choose openly whether they are compensated over and above expenses, and that the law should stop trying to apply
limits of ‘reasonable expenses’ when in practice it is impossible to police what is paid and many surrogates are already compensated.

91  Consultation Question 83:

Please provide views below:

to any miscarriage or termination; or

Please provide your views below:

I think UK law should allow UK surrogates to be paid more than their out of pocket expenses if they wish to be. This is already the reality in practice, and a
more transparent approach would be healthier for all involved.

I support sensible protections to ensure intended parents and surrogates go into surrogacy arrangements well informed and prepared, to minimise the
risk of problems and exploitation.

UK surrogates should be able to choose openly whether they are compensated over and above expenses, and that the law should stop trying to apply
limits of ‘reasonable expenses’ when in practice it is impossible to police what is paid and many surrogates are already compensated.

92  Consultation Question 84: We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to surrogates should be the
same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. Do consultees
agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

93  Consultation Question 85: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have not discussed which
they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

94  Consultation Question 86: We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that intended parents should
be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

I think UK law should allow UK surrogates to be paid more than their out of pocket expenses if they wish to be. This is already the reality in practice, and a
more transparent approach would be healthier for all involved.

I support sensible protections to ensure intended parents and surrogates go into surrogacy arrangements well informed and prepared, to minimise the
risk of problems and exploitation.

UK surrogates should be able to choose openly whether they are compensated over and above expenses, and that the law should stop trying to apply
limits of ‘reasonable expenses’ when in practice it is impossible to police what is paid and many surrogates are already compensated.

95  Consultation Question 87:

Please provide your views below:

96  Consultation Question 88:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

No

Please provide your views below:

If the surrogate does not comply/breaches with the terms of the agreements which relates to heaving a healthy life style for the benefit of the child and
the pregnancy for example then the financial terms should also be binding to the surrogate complying with those terms.

Chapter 16: International Surrogacy Arrangements



97  Consultation Question 89: We invite overseas surrogates (or bodies representing or advocating for surrogates) to share with us their
experiences of international surrogacy arrangements.

Please provide your views below:

98  Consultation Question 90: We invite organisations focused on children’s rights and welfare in the international context to share with us
their views on our proposed reforms and consultation questions in this chapter.

Please provide your views below:

99  Consultation Question 91: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of their experience of applying to register a child born through
an international surrogacy arrangement as a British citizen and obtaining a passport for the child. In particular, we would be interested to hear
how long the application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have about causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

100  Consultation Question 92: We provisionally propose that it should be possible for a file to be opened, and the application process for
obtaining registration of a child born from an international surrogacy arrangement and obtaining a passport to begin, prior to the birth of the
child.Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

I support international surrogacy arrangements being recognised in the UK automatically.

101  Consultation Question 93: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of applying for a visa for a
child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In particular, we would be interested to hear how long the application took after
the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

102  Consultation Question 94:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Agreed - the current requirement for the grant of a visa outside the Rules that the intended parents must apply for a parental order within six months of
the child’s birth should be removed.

103  Consultation Question 95:We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process for applying for a EU
Uniform Format Form in respect of a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement, before the child is born. The application will
need to be completed after the birth of the child.Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

104  Consultation Question 96: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of applying for a EU Uniform
Format Form for a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In particular we would be interested to hear how long the
application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

105  Consultation Question 97: We provisionally propose that the UK Government should provide a single, comprehensive guide for intended 
parents explaining the nationality and immigration consequences of having a child through an international surrogacy arrangement. Do



consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

The UK government should provide clear guidelines and explanations of consequences of having a child born through an international surrogacy
arrangement.

106  Consultation Question 98: We provisionally propose that international surrogacy arrangements should not be eligible for the new
pathway to parenthood.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

Intended parents should also be recognised as the legal parents of their children from birth, so I would like to see the reforms to parental orders go
further, by allowing orders to be made pre birth

107  Consultation Question 99:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Intended parents should also be recognised as the legal parents of their children from birth, so I would like to see the reforms to parental orders go
further, by allowing orders to be made pre birth

108  Consultation Question 100:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 17: Miscellaneous Issues

109  Consultation Question 101: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current application of the law on statutory paternity leave, and
statutory paternity pay, to the situation of the surrogate’s spouse, civil partner or partner requires reform.

Please provide your views below:

110  Consultation Question 102: We provisionally propose that provision for maternity allowance should be made in respect of intended
parents, and that any such provision should be limited so that only one intended parent qualifies. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

provision for maternity allowance should be made in respect of intended parents, and that any such provision should not be limited to one intended
parent. Intended parent should be able to either share maternity allowance or should be able to decide if only one intended parent should qualify.

111  Consultation Question 103:

Please provide your views below:

Yes, intended parents should have the right to take time off work before the birth of the child, whether for the purpose of induced lactation, ante-natal
appointments or any other reason.

112  Consultation Question 104: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the duty of employers to provide suitable facilities for any person at
work who is a pregnant woman or nursing mother to rest under Regulation 25 of the Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations 1992
is sufficient to include intended parents in a surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

113  Consultation Question 105: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are further issues in relation to employment rights and
surrogacy arrangements and, if so, any suggestions for reform.

Please provude your views below:

114  Consultation Question 106: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they believe any reforms in relation to surrogacy and succession
law are required.



Please provide your views below:

child born through surrogacy of intended parents should benefits from the same succession rights as children not born through surrogacy arrangements.

115  Consultation Question 107:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

116  Consultation Question 108: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other legal issues in relation to surrogacy, not
covered in this Consultation Paper, that merit examination.

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 18: Impact

117  Consultation Question 109:

Please insert the year of birth here:

Not Answered

If international, in which country did the arrangement take place?:

Not Answered

Not Answered

118  Consultation Question 110:

Not Answered

Not Answered

Not Answered

Please provide the cost of any legal advice or representation below:

119  Consultation Question 111: We invite consultees’ views as to the impact (social, emotional, financial or otherwise) of the current law
where the intended parents are not the legal parents from birth of the child born of the surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

120  Consultation Question 112:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

121  Consultation Question 113:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

122  Consultation Question 114:

Please provide your views below:

123  Consultation Question 115:

Please provide your views below:

Proposals will increase accessibility, 
 
If everyone has gone through the sensible steps recommended in the ‘new pathway’ in UK surrogacy, the intended parents should be the legal parents at 
birth. Surrogate should not have a right to object to that post-birth if she was properly informed at the start, since there should be certainty for everyone 
involved that the intended parents are the legal parents 



UK surrogates should be able to choose openly whether they are compensated over and above expenses, and that the law should stop trying to apply
limits of ‘reasonable expenses’ when in practice it is impossible to police what is paid and many surrogates are already compensated. All choices are valid
and we need to encourage openness and transparency in whatever choices are made. 
 
Because if the current restrictions and challenges around surrogacy in the UK, more than half of UK parents now go overseas for surrogacy. Those
parents should also be recognised as the legal parents of their children from birth. Hence the reforms to parental orders should go further, by allowing
orders to be made pre birth where they are needed.

Please provide your views below:

124  Consultation Question 116:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

125  Consultation Question 117: We invite consultees’ views as to the specific impact of our proposals in Northern Ireland.

Please provide your views below:

126  Consultation Question 118: We invite consultees’ views as to any other impact that we have not specifically addressed in this chapter, or
the preceding chapters, of this Consultation Paper.

Please provide your views below:



1 

Short Form Questionnaire: Law Commissions’ Surrogacy 
Consultation 

This form is an extract of the longer form for comments and responses to the Law Commission’s and the 
Scottish Law Commission’s consultation about reforming surrogacy law. If you would like to respond to the 
full version of our consultation questionnaire, please use the online form: https://consult.justice.gov.uk/law-
commission/surrogacy. Please see our websites for further details, and for links to download the full 
consultation paper: https://www.lawcom.gov.uk/project/surrogacy/ and https://www.scotlawcom.gov.uk/law-
reform/law-reform-projects/joint-projects/surrogacy/. 

We have selected 46 questions which may be of particular interest of those with lived experience of 
surrogacy arrangements: surrogates, intended parents, family members and adult children born of 
surrogacy arrangements. You do not need to answer all the questions if you do not want to, and you can 
write as much or as little as you would like in response to our questions.  

Please note that we may publish or disclose information you provide us in response to this 
consultation, including personal information. We ask consultees, when providing their responses, if 
they could avoid including personal identifying information in the text of their response, particularly 
where this may reveal the identities of other people involved in their surrogacy arrangement. 

For more information about how we consult and how we may use responses to the consultation, please see 
page i – ii of the Consultation Paper. 

HOW TO SUBMIT YOUR RESPONSE USING THIS QUESTIONNAIRE 

Type your response into the text fields below and then save your completed form. When you have completed 
your response, email the completed form as an attachment to surrogacy@lawcommission.gov.uk.  

The closing date for submitting a response to our consultation is 11 October 2019. 

https://consult.justice.gov.uk/law-commission/surrogacy
https://consult.justice.gov.uk/law-commission/surrogacy
https://www.lawcom.gov.uk/project/surrogacy/
https://www.scotlawcom.gov.uk/law-reform/law-reform-projects/joint-projects/surrogacy/
https://www.scotlawcom.gov.uk/law-reform/law-reform-projects/joint-projects/surrogacy/
https://s3-eu-west-2.amazonaws.com/lawcom-prod-storage-11jsxou24uy7q/uploads/2019/06/Surrogacy-consultation-paper.pdf
mailto:surrogacy@lawcommission.gov.uk
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QUESTIONS ABOUT YOU 
 
What is your name?  
 
If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a university), what is 
the name of your organisation? Surrogacy UK 
 
Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your organisation? 
Personal 
 
If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best describes you? 
Intended Parent 
 
What is your email address? 

 
 
What is your telephone number? 

 
 
If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be treated as 
confidential, please explain to us why you regard the information as confidential. As explained in our 
privacy notice, we take full account of your explanation but cannot give an assurance that 
confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances. 
Click or tap here to enter text. 

Question 
No. 

Consultation Question 

Q1 Consultation Question 7. 

In respect of a domestic surrogacy arrangement, we provisionally propose that, before the 
child is conceived, where the intended parents and surrogate have: 

(1)          entered into an agreement including the prescribed information, which will include a 
statement as to legal parenthood on birth, 

(2)          complied with procedural safeguards for the agreement, and 

(3)          met eligibility requirements, 

on the birth of the child the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child, subject 
to the surrogate’s right to object. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q1 

Yes.  

Q2 Consultation Question 11. 

We provisionally propose that: 

https://www.lawcom.gov.uk/document/handling-personal-data/
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(1)          the surrogate should have the right to object to the acquisition of legal parenthood 
by the intended parents, for a fixed period after the birth of the child; 

(2)          this right to object should operate by the surrogate making her objection in writing 
within a defined period, with the objection being sent to both the intended parents and the 
body responsible for the regulation of surrogacy; and 

(3)          the defined period should be the applicable period for birth registration less one 
week. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q2 

No. I do not believe there should be a period of objection at all. 
If due process is followed prior to the birth, I do not think the surrogate should have 
any right to object to legal parentage at birth and any conflict hereafter should be by 
by application to the court or CAFCASS or social services by the surrogate, with the 
welfare of the child at the centre of it’s investigation. Parental Responsibility should 
reside with the IPs during this time. In the same vain, IPs should not be able to 
reverse the pre birth order at any time. 

Q3 Consultation Question 12. 

We provisionally propose that, where the surrogate objects to the intended parents acquiring 
legal parenthood within the period fixed after birth, the surrogacy arrangement should no 
longer be able to proceed in the new pathway, with the result that: 

(1) the surrogate will be the legal parent of the child;  

(2) if one of the intended parents would, under the current law, be a legal parent of 
the child, then he or she will continue to be a legal parent in these 
circumstances; and 

(3) the intended parents would be able to make an application for a parental order 
to obtain legal parenthood. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q3 

As above, BUT, if a period of objection for the surrogate is allowed, I do not think the 
surrogate should automatically gain legal responsibility for the child whilst an 
application for a Parental Order is made. If due process is followed prior to the birth, I 
do not think the surrogate should have any right to object to legal parentage at birth 
and any conflict hereafter should be by by application to the court or CAFCASS or 
Socail Services by the surrogate, with the welfare of the child at the centre of it’s 
investigation. Parental Responsibility should reside with the IPs during this time. 

Q4 Consultation Question 15. 

We provisionally propose that, for a child born as a result of a surrogacy arrangement under 
the new pathway, where the surrogate has exercised her right to object to the intended 
parents’ acquisition of legal parenthood at birth, the surrogate’s spouse or civil partner, if 
any, should not be a legal parent of the child. 

Do consultees agree? 
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We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in the case of a surrogacy arrangement outside 
the new pathway, the surrogate’s spouse or civil partner should continue to be a legal parent 
of the child born as a result of the arrangement. 

Your 
Response 
to Q4 

Yes 

Q5 Consultation Question 27. 

We provisionally propose that, where a child is born as a result of a surrogacy arrangement 
in the new pathway: 

(1) the intended parents should acquire parental responsibility on the birth of the 
child; and 

(2) if the surrogate exercises her right to object, the intended parents should 
continue to have parental responsibility for the child where the child is living 
with, or being cared for by, them, and they intend to apply for a parental order.  

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q5 

Yes 

Q6 Consultation Question 28. 

We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the 
surrogate should retain parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the 
arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right to object, 
assuming that she does not exercise her right to object. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q6 

No 

Q7 Consultation Question 29. 

For all surrogacy arrangements, we invite consultees’ views as to:  

(1) whether there is a need for any restriction to be placed on the exercise of 
parental responsibility by either the surrogate (or other legal parent), or the 
intended parents, during the period in which parental responsibility is shared; 
and 

(2) whether it should operate to restrict the exercise of parental responsibility by the 
party not caring for the child or with whom the child is not living. 

Your 
Response 
to Q7 

Responsibility should reside with the IPs. Split responsibility is not in the best 
interests of the child.  

Q8 Consultation Question 55. 

We provisionally propose that: 
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(1) the current circumstances in which the consent of the surrogate (and any other 
legal parent) is not required, namely where a person cannot be found or is 
incapable of giving agreement, should continue to be available; 

(2) the court should have the power to dispense with the consent of the surrogate, 
and any other legal parent of the child, in the following circumstances: 

(a) where the child is living with the intended parents, with the consent of the 
surrogate and any other legal parent, or 

(b) following a determination by the court that the child should live with the 
intended parents; and 

(3) the court’s power to dispense with consent should be subject to the paramount 
consideration of the child’s welfare throughout his or her life guided by the 
factors set out in section 1 of the Adoption and Children Act 2002 and, in 
Scotland, in line with the section 14(3) of the Adoption and Children (Scotland) 
Act 2007. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q8 

Yes! Strongly. 

Q9 Consultation Question 30. 

We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the 
scope of the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q9 

Yes 

Q10 Consultation Question 32. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether independent surrogacy arrangements should be 
brought within the scope of the new pathway. 

We invite consultees’ views as to how independent surrogacy arrangements might be 
brought within the scope of the new pathway. 

Your 
Response 
to Q10 

No. I disagree with independent arrangements so this is difficult to answer but not 
having a more direct pathway, may deter them. 

Q11 Consultation Question 67. 

We provisionally propose that, as a condition of being eligible for entry into the new pathway: 

(1) the surrogate, her spouse, civil partner or partner (if any) and the intended 
parents intending to enter into a surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway 
should be required to attend counselling with regard to the implications of 
entering into that arrangement; and 
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(2) the implications counselling should be provided by a counsellor who meets the 
requirements set out in the Code of Practice at paragraphs 2.14 to 2.15. 

Do consultees agree? 

 

Your 
Response 
to Q11 

Yes 

Q12 Consultation Question 68. 

We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that the 
surrogate and the intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect of the 
law and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is signed. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q12 

Not necessarily. If all parties can demonstrate membership with a recognised 
organisation. I believe this is a way for legal parties to profit from surrogacy but see 
the need if independent arrangements are still legal via any pathway. 

Q13 Consultation Question 88. 

We provisionally propose that financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into under 
the new pathway to parenthood should be enforceable by the surrogate. 

Do consultees agree? 

We provisionally propose that if the financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into 
under the new pathway become enforceable, the ability to do so should not be dependent on 
the surrogate complying with any terms of the agreement relating to her lifestyle. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q13 

Yes, on both counts. If the surrgoate’s expenses increase inexplicably a court can 
then decide if these are genuine and were unforeseen. 

Q14 Consultation Question 42. 

We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy should 
be removed, with the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything that can 
lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q14 

Disagree. Clearly, it would lead to more independent arrangements.  

Q15 Consultation Question 62. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that a surrogacy 
arrangement has been used because of medical necessity: 

(1) for cases under the new pathway to parenthood; and/or 
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(2) for cases where a post-birth parental order application is made. 

We invite consultees’ views as to how a test of medical necessity for surrogacy, if it is 
introduced, should be defined and assessed. 

Your 
Response 
to Q15 

Yes. A GP note should suffice and medical need should be broad, covering emotional 
as well as physical needs/constraints! I would not like to see surrogacy used for 
heterosexual couples who just don’t fancy the burden of pregnancy. 

Q16 Consultation Question 70. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the surrogate 
has previously given birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway. 

Your 
Response 
to Q16 

No, it should not be a requirement. 

Q17 Consultation Question 33. 

We provisionally propose that: 

(1) there should be regulated surrogacy organisations;  

(2) there should be no requirement for a regulated surrogacy organisation to take a 
particular form; and 

(3) each surrogacy organisation should be required to appoint an individual 
responsible for ensuring that the organisation complies with regulation. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q17 

Yes 

Q18 Consultation Question 35. 

We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit 
making bodies. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q18 

Yes 

Q19 Consultation Question 37. 

We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer 
matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should be 
able to offer matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements outside 
the new pathway. 
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Your 
Response 
to Q19 

Yes, but facilition not matching. Surrogacy should stil be formed with friendship as 
it’s basis. 

Q20 Consultation Question 59. 

We provisionally propose that the new pathway –  

(1) should not impose a requirement that the intended parent, or one of the 
intended parents, provide gametes for the conception of the child, so that 
double donation of gametes is permitted, but 

(2) that double donation should only be permitted in cases of medical necessity, 
meaning that there is not an intended parent who is able to provide a gamete 
due to infertility. 

Do consultees agree? 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether double donation should be permitted under the 
parental order pathway (to the same extent that it may be permitted in the new pathway) in 
domestic surrogacy arrangements.  

We provisionally propose that the requirement that the intended parent or one of the 
intended parents contribute gametes to the conception of the child in the parental order 
pathway should be retained in international surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q20 

Agree with all. 

Q21 Consultation Question 46. 

We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has 
been the subject of a parental order should be able to access all the documents contained in 
the court’s file for those parental order proceedings. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q21 

Agree 

Q22 Consultation Question 47. 

We provisionally propose that a national register of surrogacy arrangements should be 
created to record the identity of the intended parents, the surrogate and the gamete donors. 

Do consultees agree? 

We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the register should be maintained by the Authority; 

(2) the register should record information for all surrogacy arrangements, whether 
in or outside the new pathway, provided that the information about who has 
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contributed gametes for the conception of the child has been medically verif ied, 
and that the information should include: 

(a) identifying information about all the parties to the surrogacy arrangement, 
and 

(b) non-identifying information about those who have contributed gametes to 
the conception of the child; and 

(3) to facilitate the record of this information, the application form/petition for a 
parental order should record full information about a child’s genetic heritage 
where available and established by DNA or medical evidence, recording the 
use of an anonymous gamete donor if that applies. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q22 

Agree with all 

Q23 Consultation Question 48. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate 
and the intended parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy 
arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy arrangement. 

Your 
Response 
to Q23 

Agree as well as identifying 

Q24 Consultation Question 49. 

We provisionally propose that a child born of a surrogacy arrangement should be able to 
access the information recorded in the register from the age of 18 for identifying information, 
and 16 for non-identifying information (if such information is included on the register), 
provided that he or she has been given a suitable opportunity to receive counselling about 
the implications of compliance with this request. 

Do consultees agree? 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether a child under the age of 18 or 16 (depending on 
whether the information is identifying or non-identifying respectively) should be able to 
access the information in the register and, if so, in which circumstances: 

(1) where his or her legal parents have consented; 

(2) if he or she has received counselling and the counsellor judges that he or she is 
sufficiently mature to receive this information; and/or 

(3) in any other circumstances. 

Your 
Response 
to Q24 

Agree with all 

Q25 Consultation Question 51. 
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We provisionally propose that where two people are born to, and genetically related through, 
the same surrogate, they should be able to access the register to identify each other, if they 
both wish to do so. 

Do consultees agree? 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be provision to allow people born to 
the same surrogate – but who are not genetically related – to access the register to identify 
each other, if they both wish to do so. 

Your 
Response 
to Q25 

Yes – all options 

Q26 Consultation Question 52. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether provision should be made to allow a person 
carried by a surrogate, and the surrogate’s own child, to access the register to identify each 
other, if they both wish to do so: 

(1) if they are genetically related through the surrogate; and/or 

(2) if they are not genetically related through the surrogate. 

 

Your 
Response 
to Q26 

Yes in both circmstances 

Q27 Consultation Question 53. 

For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to 
whether details of an intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental 
order should be recorded in the register. 

Your 
Response 
to Q27 

They should still be on the register. 

Q28 Consultation Question 72. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether payment of costs by the intended parents to the 
surrogate should be able to be: 

(1) based on an allowance;  

(2) based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, but without the need for 
production of receipts; or 

(3) based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, and only on production of 
receipts. 

Your 
Response 
to Q28 

Yes. Option2, although understand not every cost will generate a receipt. Detailed 
logs of expenses by the surrogate will suffice and demonstrate the need for a trusting 
friendship to be the basis of the relationship. 

Q29 Consultation Question 73. 
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We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate essential costs 
relating to the pregnancy; and 

(2) the types of expenditure which should be considered “essential”.    

Your 
Response 
to Q29 

Yes.  Any actual costs that a surrogate incurs as a result of trying to conceive, being 
pregnant or giving birth, or from a medical procedure or complication, should be 
covered in their expenses. 

Q30 Consultation Question 74. 

We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay the 
surrogate additional costs relating to the pregnancy; and 

(2) the types of expenditure which should be considered additional, rather than 
essential.   

Your 
Response 
to Q30 

Yes, some additiona, reasonable costs should be allowed if it make life easier for the 
surrogate because of the impact of pregnancy, help around the home, convenience 
food, complimentary therapies etc. 

Q31 Consultation Question 75. 

We invite consultees’ views as to:  

(1) whether intended parents should be permitted to pay all costs that arise from 
entering into a surrogacy arrangement, and those unique to a surrogate 
pregnancy; and 

(2) the types of cost which should be included within this category. 

Your 
Response 
to Q31 

Yes  Any actual costs that a surrogate incurs as a result of trying to conceive, being 
pregnant or giving birth, or from a medical procedure or complication, should be 
covered in their expenses. 

Q32 Consultation Question 76. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be 
able to pay their surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or 
self-employed). 

Your 
Response 
to Q32 

Yes as long as the loss is clearly pregnancy related. 

Q33 Consultation Question 77. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be 
able to pay their surrogate either or both of the following lost potential earnings: 

(1) her lost employment-related potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 15.35 
above); and/or 

(2) other lost potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 15.36 above). 
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Your 
Response 
to Q33 

Yes as long as they are clearly pregnancy related.  

Q34 Consultation Question 78. 

We invite consultees to share their experiences:  

(1) of the impact that payments received by a surrogate from the intended parents 
has had on the surrogate’s entitlement to means-tested social welfare benefits; 
and 

(2) where a surrogacy arrangement has had an impact on the surrogate’s 
entitlement to means-tested social welfare benefits, how that has been 
addressed in their surrogacy arrangement. 

 

Your 
Response 
to Q34 

No experience. But my view is surrogacy is not an income and should not effect 
benefits. 

Q35 Consultation Question 79. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay 
compensation to the surrogate for the following: 

(1) pain and inconvenience arising from the pregnancy and childbirth; 

(2) medical treatments relating to the surrogacy, including payments for each 
insemination or embryo transfer; and/or 

(3)  specified complications, including hyperemesis gravidarum, pre-eclampsia, an 
ectopic pregnancy, miscarriage, termination, caesarean birth, excessive 
haemorrhaging, perineal tearing, removal of fallopian tubes or ovaries or a 
hysterectomy. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other matters in respect of which 
intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate compensation. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether the level of compensation payable should be: 

(1) a fixed fee set by the regulator (operating as a cap on the maximum payable), 
or  

(2) left to the parties to negotiate.   

Your 
Response 
to Q35 

No. Surrogates should not be compensated for pain and inconvenice. Medical 
treatment relating to surrogacy should be covered by the IPs directly or where 
foreseen and factored into the surrogcacy expenses. IPs should have a contingency 
fund available for surrogacy related costs that were unforeseen at the time of 
agreement. 

Q36 Consultation Question 80. 
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We invite consultees views’ as to whether intended parents should be able to pay 
compensation to the surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the 
surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for the surrogate. 

Your 
Response 
to Q36 

Through mandatory, pre arranged life insutrance for the surrogate only. 

Q37 Consultation Question 81. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether:  

(1) intended parents should be able to buy gifts for the surrogate; and 

(2) if so, specific provision should be made for these gifts to be modest or 
reasonable in nature. 

 

Your 
Response 
to Q37 

Modest only. Guidelines as to what this entails would be helpful and not all IPs will 
able to afford this so they should not be mandatory! 

Q38 Consultation Question 82. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be possible for the intended parents to 
agree to pay a woman for the service of undertaking a surrogacy. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay a 
woman for the service of undertaking surrogacy, whether that the fee should be: 

(1) any sum agreed between the parties to the surrogacy; or 

(2) a fixed fee set by the regulator. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay a 
woman a fixed fee for the service of undertaking surrogacy, what, if any, other payments the 
law should permit, in addition to that fixed fee: 

(1) no other payments; 

(2) essential costs relating to the pregnancy; 

(3) additional costs relating to the pregnancy; 

(4) lost earnings; 

(5) compensation for pain and inconvenience, medical treatment and 
complications, and the death of the surrogate; and/or 

(6) gifts. 

Your 
Response 
to Q38 

I do not support a fixed fee or paying a surrogate for a ‘service’. Reasonable expenses 
should be covered only. 

Q39 Consultation Question 84. 
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We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to 
surrogates should be the same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to 
parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q39 

Yes.  

Q40 Consultation Question 85. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have not 
discussed which they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate. 

 

Your 
Response 
to Q40 

I do think a moderate sum for recuperation should be allowed for the surrogate to 
reconnet with her family post birth. The surrogate partners costs should also be 
considered an expense if pregnancy related, eg loss of earnings etc. 

Q41 Consultation Question 92. 

We provisionally propose that it should be possible for a file to be opened, and the 
application process for obtaining registration of a child born from an international surrogacy 
arrangement and obtaining a passport to begin, prior to the birth of the child. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q41 

 No Comment. I don’t know enough about international surrogacy.  

Q42 Consultation Question 94. 

We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process for 
applying for a visa in respect of a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement, 
before the child is born. The application will need to be completed after the birth of the child, 
and the issue of a passport in the child’s country of birth. 

Do consultees agree? 

We provisionally propose that the current provision made for the grant of a visa outside of 
the Immigration Rules where the intended parents are not the legal parents of the child 
under nationality law should be brought within the Rules. 

Do consultees agree? 

We provisionally propose that:  

(1) the grant of a visa should not be dependent on the child breaking links with 
the surrogate; or  

(2) that this condition should be clarif ied to ensure that it does not prevent the 
child having contact, and an on-going relationship, with the surrogate. 

Do consultees agree? 
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We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current requirement for the grant of a visa 
outside the Rules that the intended parents must apply for a parental order within six months 
of the child’s birth should be removed (regardless of whether the availability of the visa is 
brought within the Rules), if our provisional proposal to remove the time limit on applications 
for parental orders is accepted. 

Your 
Response 
to Q42 

 No Comment. I don’t know enough about international surrogacy.  

Q43 Consultation Question 95. 

We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process for 
applying for a EU Uniform Format Form in respect of a child born through an international 
surrogacy arrangement, before the child is born. The application will need to be completed 
after the birth of the child. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q43 

 No Comment. I don’t know enough about international surrogacy.  

Q44 Consultation Question 97. 

We provisionally propose that the UK Government should provide a single, comprehensive 
guide for intended parents explaining the nationality and immigration consequences of 
having a child through an international surrogacy arrangement.  

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q44 

 No Comment. I don’t know enough about international surrogacy.  

Q45 Consultation Question 99. 

We provisionally propose that:  

the Secretary of State should have the power to provide that the intended parents of children 
born through international surrogacy arrangements, who are recognised as the legal parents 
of the child in the country of the child’s birth, should also be recognised as the child’s legal 
parents in the UK, without it being necessary for the intended parents to apply for a parental 
order, but 

before exercising the power, the Secretary of State should be required to be satisfied that 
the domestic law and practice in the country in question provides protection against the 
exploitation of surrogates, and for the welfare of the child, that is at least equivalent to that 
provided in UK law. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q45 

 No Comment. I don’t know enough about international surrogacy.  

Q46 Consultation Question 107. 
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END OF QUESTIONNAIRE – HOW TO SUBMIT 
 

Thank you for completing this form. To submit it as a formal response to the Law Commission, save your 
completed form and email it as an attachment to surrogacy@lawcommission.gov.uk. Please note that the 
deadline for responding to our consultation is 11 October 2019.  

 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any issues in how surrogacy 
arrangements are dealt with by the health services, and whether there are reforms to law or 
practice that consultees would like to see in this area. 

We invite consultees’ views as to any additions or revisions that they would like to see made 
to the guidance published by the Department for Health and Social Care for England and 
Wales. 

We invite consultees’ views as to how midwifery practice may better accommodate 
surrogacy arrangements, in particular with regard to safeguarding issues. 

Your 
Response 
to Q46 

No Comment. I don’t know enough about international surrogacy. 

mailto:surrogacy@lawcommission.gov.uk


From:
To: surrogacy
Cc:
Subject: Law Commission"s Surrogacy Law Reform - reponse and isse to raise
Date: 11 October 2019 00:14:20
Attachments: Short-Form-Surrogacy-Consultation-Questionnaire.docx

Hello

Please find attached my response to the Short Form Questionnaire on behalf of myself and
my husband.

We had a daughter through surrogacy in 2016 (a sibling for our daughter after medical
issues ruled out any further pregnancies for myself). We met our surrogate through
Surrogacy UK and firmly believe in their friendship first ethos. Our 'team' had a wonderful
experience on our surrogacy journey, which was underpinned with love, trust and
determination. We remain more family than friends to this day and surrogacy brought us
not only the longed for addition to our family but a privileged access to one of the most
magical experiences of kindness, I think a human could encounter. I am a support worker,
membership advisor and fundraiser for SUK and am keen to contribute to legal reform in a
positive manner. I am firmly against the commercialisation of surrogacy in this country.

LEGAL POINT NOT COVERED IN THE PROPOSALS:
I would also like to outline an additional issue we have faced since having our surrogate
baby that has not been addressed in the current proposals and appears to be a legal
oversight that effects us and is sure to affect others in the future:

1. I gave birth to my first daughter myself in 2010  with my
then fiancé 

2. We then had another baby with the help of our surrogate and friend in 2016
 and we obtained a parental order in Dec 2016 

with no issues. Accordingly, we received a new copy of her birth
certificate/PO in our (then) names.

3.  and I then married in 2018 and I took his surname and became

4.  When  and I married in 2018, the registrar  told us we had a
legal obligation to re-register  as ‘children of the marriage’. 

5.  was straight forward,  register office processed this, and we
have a new birth certificate, reissued in my married name. 

6.  register office said they could not deal with  as it was a PO and
said it needed to be sent to the General Register Office, which we did. I
heard nothing and when I chased the GRO (adoption team) they said there
is actually ‘no provision in the HFEA PO ACT for re-registrations’. She did
say however, that they are governed by the courts and if  Court were
to request a new PO in my married name, they would be obliged to do so.

7.  Court refused and suggested I get legal advice. They also
suggested I speak to personal support units at the royal court of justice who
passed me onto the family court support line, who said they can’t advise. the
HFEA also said they cannot advise.

8. I have taken advice from Family Lawyer, , who suggested
my only possible action is to reapply for a PO in my married name at further
expense and inconvenience.


Short Form Questionnaire: Law Commissions’ Surrogacy Consultation





This form is an extract of the longer form for comments and responses to the Law Commission’s and the Scottish Law Commission’s consultation about reforming surrogacy law. If you would like to respond to the full version of our consultation questionnaire, please use the online form: https://consult.justice.gov.uk/law-commission/surrogacy. Please see our websites for further details, and for links to download the full consultation paper: https://www.lawcom.gov.uk/project/surrogacy/ and https://www.scotlawcom.gov.uk/law-reform/law-reform-projects/joint-projects/surrogacy/.

We have selected 46 questions which may be of particular interest of those with lived experience of surrogacy arrangements: surrogates, intended parents, family members and adult children born of surrogacy arrangements. You do not need to answer all the questions if you do not want to, and you can write as much or as little as you would like in response to our questions. 

Please note that we may publish or disclose information you provide us in response to this consultation, including personal information. We ask consultees, when providing their responses, if they could avoid including personal identifying information in the text of their response, particularly where this may reveal the identities of other people involved in their surrogacy arrangement.

For more information about how we consult and how we may use responses to the consultation, please see page i – ii of the Consultation Paper.

HOW TO SUBMIT YOUR RESPONSE USING THIS QUESTIONNAIRE



Type your response into the text fields below and then save your completed form. When you have completed your response, email the completed form as an attachment to surrogacy@lawcommission.gov.uk. 

The closing date for submitting a response to our consultation is 11 October 2019.

QUESTIONS ABOUT YOU



What is your name?	Kathryn Chapman



If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a university), what is the name of your organisation?	Surrogacy UK



Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your organisation?

Personal



If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best describes you?

Intended Parent



What is your email address?

Chrisandkatchapman@gmail.com



What is your telephone number?

07956103907



If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be treated as confidential, please explain to us why you regard the information as confidential. As explained in our privacy notice, we take full account of your explanation but cannot give an assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances.

Click or tap here to enter text.

		Question No.

		Consultation Question



		Q1

		Consultation Question 7.

In respect of a domestic surrogacy arrangement, we provisionally propose that, before the child is conceived, where the intended parents and surrogate have:

(1)          entered into an agreement including the prescribed information, which will include a statement as to legal parenthood on birth,

(2)          complied with procedural safeguards for the agreement, and

(3)          met eligibility requirements,

on the birth of the child the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child, subject to the surrogate’s right to object.

Do consultees agree?



		Your Response to Q1

		Yes. 



		Q2

		Consultation Question 11.

We provisionally propose that:

(1)          the surrogate should have the right to object to the acquisition of legal parenthood by the intended parents, for a fixed period after the birth of the child;

(2)          this right to object should operate by the surrogate making her objection in writing within a defined period, with the objection being sent to both the intended parents and the body responsible for the regulation of surrogacy; and

(3)          the defined period should be the applicable period for birth registration less one week.

Do consultees agree?



		Your Response to Q2

		No. I do not believe there should be a period of objection at all.
If due process is followed prior to the birth, I do not think the surrogate should have any right to object to legal parentage at birth and any conflict hereafter should be by by application to the court or CAFCASS or social services by the surrogate, with the welfare of the child at the centre of it’s investigation. Parental Responsibility should reside with the IPs during this time. In the same vain, IPs should not be able to reverse the pre birth order at any time.



		Q3

		Consultation Question 12.

We provisionally propose that, where the surrogate objects to the intended parents acquiring legal parenthood within the period fixed after birth, the surrogacy arrangement should no longer be able to proceed in the new pathway, with the result that:

the surrogate will be the legal parent of the child; 

if one of the intended parents would, under the current law, be a legal parent of the child, then he or she will continue to be a legal parent in these circumstances; and

the intended parents would be able to make an application for a parental order to obtain legal parenthood.

Do consultees agree?



		Your Response to Q3

		As above, BUT, if a period of objection for the surrogate is allowed, I do not think the surrogate should automatically gain legal responsibility for the child whilst an application for a Parental Order is made. If due process is followed prior to the birth, I do not think the surrogate should have any right to object to legal parentage at birth and any conflict hereafter should be by by application to the court or CAFCASS or Socail Services by the surrogate, with the welfare of the child at the centre of it’s investigation. Parental Responsibility should reside with the IPs during this time.



		Q4

		Consultation Question 15.

We provisionally propose that, for a child born as a result of a surrogacy arrangement under the new pathway, where the surrogate has exercised her right to object to the intended parents’ acquisition of legal parenthood at birth, the surrogate’s spouse or civil partner, if any, should not be a legal parent of the child.

Do consultees agree?

We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in the case of a surrogacy arrangement outside the new pathway, the surrogate’s spouse or civil partner should continue to be a legal parent of the child born as a result of the arrangement.



		Your Response to Q4

		Yes



		Q5

		Consultation Question 27.

We provisionally propose that, where a child is born as a result of a surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway:

0. the intended parents should acquire parental responsibility on the birth of the child; and

if the surrogate exercises her right to object, the intended parents should continue to have parental responsibility for the child where the child is living with, or being cared for by, them, and they intend to apply for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree?



		Your Response to Q5

		Yes



		Q6

		Consultation Question 28.

We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the surrogate should retain parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right to object, assuming that she does not exercise her right to object.

Do consultees agree?



		Your Response to Q6

		No



		Q7

		Consultation Question 29.

For all surrogacy arrangements, we invite consultees’ views as to: 

0. whether there is a need for any restriction to be placed on the exercise of parental responsibility by either the surrogate (or other legal parent), or the intended parents, during the period in which parental responsibility is shared; and

whether it should operate to restrict the exercise of parental responsibility by the party not caring for the child or with whom the child is not living.



		Your Response to Q7

		Responsibility should reside with the IPs. Split responsibility is not in the best interests of the child. 



		Q8

		Consultation Question 55.

We provisionally propose that:

0. the current circumstances in which the consent of the surrogate (and any other legal parent) is not required, namely where a person cannot be found or is incapable of giving agreement, should continue to be available;

the court should have the power to dispense with the consent of the surrogate, and any other legal parent of the child, in the following circumstances:

where the child is living with the intended parents, with the consent of the surrogate and any other legal parent, or

following a determination by the court that the child should live with the intended parents; and

the court’s power to dispense with consent should be subject to the paramount consideration of the child’s welfare throughout his or her life guided by the factors set out in section 1 of the Adoption and Children Act 2002 and, in Scotland, in line with the section 14(3) of the Adoption and Children (Scotland) Act 2007.

Do consultees agree?



		Your Response to Q8

		Yes! Strongly.



		Q9

		Consultation Question 30.

We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the scope of the new pathway.

Do consultees agree?



		Your Response to Q9

		Yes



		Q10

		Consultation Question 32.

We invite consultees’ views as to whether independent surrogacy arrangements should be brought within the scope of the new pathway.

We invite consultees’ views as to how independent surrogacy arrangements might be brought within the scope of the new pathway.



		Your Response to Q10

		No. I disagree with independent arrangements so this is difficult to answer but not having a more direct pathway, may deter them.



		Q11

		Consultation Question 67.

We provisionally propose that, as a condition of being eligible for entry into the new pathway:

0. the surrogate, her spouse, civil partner or partner (if any) and the intended parents intending to enter into a surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway should be required to attend counselling with regard to the implications of entering into that arrangement; and

the implications counselling should be provided by a counsellor who meets the requirements set out in the Code of Practice at paragraphs 2.14 to 2.15.

Do consultees agree?





		Your Response to Q11

		Yes



		Q12

		Consultation Question 68.

We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that the surrogate and the intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect of the law and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is signed.

Do consultees agree?



		Your Response to Q12

		Not necessarily. If all parties can demonstrate membership with a recognised organisation. I believe this is a way for legal parties to profit from surrogacy but see the need if independent arrangements are still legal via any pathway.



		Q13

		Consultation Question 88.

We provisionally propose that financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into under the new pathway to parenthood should be enforceable by the surrogate.

Do consultees agree?

We provisionally propose that if the financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into under the new pathway become enforceable, the ability to do so should not be dependent on the surrogate complying with any terms of the agreement relating to her lifestyle.

Do consultees agree?



		Your Response to Q13

		Yes, on both counts. If the surrgoate’s expenses increase inexplicably a court can then decide if these are genuine and were unforeseen.



		Q14

		Consultation Question 42.

We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy should be removed, with the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything that can lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements.

Do consultees agree?



		Your Response to Q14

		Disagree. Clearly, it would lead to more independent arrangements. 



		Q15

		Consultation Question 62.

We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that a surrogacy arrangement has been used because of medical necessity:

0. for cases under the new pathway to parenthood; and/or

for cases where a post-birth parental order application is made.

We invite consultees’ views as to how a test of medical necessity for surrogacy, if it is introduced, should be defined and assessed.



		Your Response to Q15

		Yes. A GP note should suffice and medical need should be broad, covering emotional as well as physical needs/constraints! I would not like to see surrogacy used for heterosexual couples who just don’t fancy the burden of pregnancy.



		Q16

		Consultation Question 70.

We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the surrogate has previously given birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.



		Your Response to Q16

		No, it should not be a requirement.



		Q17

		Consultation Question 33.

We provisionally propose that:

0. there should be regulated surrogacy organisations; 

there should be no requirement for a regulated surrogacy organisation to take a particular form; and

each surrogacy organisation should be required to appoint an individual responsible for ensuring that the organisation complies with regulation.

Do consultees agree?



		Your Response to Q17

		Yes



		Q18

		Consultation Question 35.

We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit making bodies.

Do consultees agree?



		Your Response to Q18

		Yes



		Q19

		Consultation Question 37.

We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway.

Do consultees agree?

We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway.



		Your Response to Q19

		Yes, but facilition not matching. Surrogacy should stil be formed with friendship as it’s basis.



		Q20

		Consultation Question 59.

We provisionally propose that the new pathway – 

0. should not impose a requirement that the intended parent, or one of the intended parents, provide gametes for the conception of the child, so that double donation of gametes is permitted, but

that double donation should only be permitted in cases of medical necessity, meaning that there is not an intended parent who is able to provide a gamete due to infertility.

Do consultees agree?

We invite consultees’ views as to whether double donation should be permitted under the parental order pathway (to the same extent that it may be permitted in the new pathway) in domestic surrogacy arrangements. 

We provisionally propose that the requirement that the intended parent or one of the intended parents contribute gametes to the conception of the child in the parental order pathway should be retained in international surrogacy arrangements.

Do consultees agree?



		Your Response to Q20

		Agree with all.



		Q21

		Consultation Question 46.

We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has been the subject of a parental order should be able to access all the documents contained in the court’s file for those parental order proceedings.

Do consultees agree?



		Your Response to Q21

		Agree



		Q22

		Consultation Question 47.

We provisionally propose that a national register of surrogacy arrangements should be created to record the identity of the intended parents, the surrogate and the gamete donors.

Do consultees agree?

We provisionally propose that:

0. the register should be maintained by the Authority;

the register should record information for all surrogacy arrangements, whether in or outside the new pathway, provided that the information about who has contributed gametes for the conception of the child has been medically verified, and that the information should include:

identifying information about all the parties to the surrogacy arrangement, and

non-identifying information about those who have contributed gametes to the conception of the child; and

to facilitate the record of this information, the application form/petition for a parental order should record full information about a child’s genetic heritage where available and established by DNA or medical evidence, recording the use of an anonymous gamete donor if that applies.

Do consultees agree?



		Your Response to Q22

		Agree with all



		Q23

		Consultation Question 48.

We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate and the intended parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy arrangement.



		Your Response to Q23

		Agree as well as identifying



		Q24

		Consultation Question 49.

We provisionally propose that a child born of a surrogacy arrangement should be able to access the information recorded in the register from the age of 18 for identifying information, and 16 for non-identifying information (if such information is included on the register), provided that he or she has been given a suitable opportunity to receive counselling about the implications of compliance with this request.

Do consultees agree?

We invite consultees’ views as to whether a child under the age of 18 or 16 (depending on whether the information is identifying or non-identifying respectively) should be able to access the information in the register and, if so, in which circumstances:

0. where his or her legal parents have consented;

if he or she has received counselling and the counsellor judges that he or she is sufficiently mature to receive this information; and/or

in any other circumstances.



		Your Response to Q24

		Agree with all



		Q25

		Consultation Question 51.

We provisionally propose that where two people are born to, and genetically related through, the same surrogate, they should be able to access the register to identify each other, if they both wish to do so.

Do consultees agree?

We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be provision to allow people born to the same surrogate – but who are not genetically related – to access the register to identify each other, if they both wish to do so.



		Your Response to Q25

		Yes – all options



		Q26

		Consultation Question 52.

We invite consultees’ views as to whether provision should be made to allow a person carried by a surrogate, and the surrogate’s own child, to access the register to identify each other, if they both wish to do so:

0. if they are genetically related through the surrogate; and/or

if they are not genetically related through the surrogate.





		Your Response to Q26

		Yes in both circmstances



		Q27

		Consultation Question 53.

For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether details of an intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded in the register.



		Your Response to Q27

		They should still be on the register.



		Q28

		Consultation Question 72.

We invite consultees’ views as to whether payment of costs by the intended parents to the surrogate should be able to be:

0. based on an allowance; 

based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, but without the need for production of receipts; or

based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, and only on production of receipts.



		Your Response to Q28

		Yes. Option2, although understand not every cost will generate a receipt. Detailed logs of expenses by the surrogate will suffice and demonstrate the need for a trusting friendship to be the basis of the relationship.



		Q29

		Consultation Question 73.

We invite consultees’ views as to:

0. whether intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate essential costs relating to the pregnancy; and

the types of expenditure which should be considered “essential”.   



		Your Response to Q29

		Yes.  Any actual costs that a surrogate incurs as a result of trying to conceive, being pregnant or giving birth, or from a medical procedure or complication, should be covered in their expenses.



		Q30

		Consultation Question 74.

We invite consultees’ views as to:

0. whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate additional costs relating to the pregnancy; and

the types of expenditure which should be considered additional, rather than essential.  



		Your Response to Q30

		Yes, some additiona, reasonable costs should be allowed if it make life easier for the surrogate because of the impact of pregnancy, help around the home, convenience food, complimentary therapies etc.



		Q31

		Consultation Question 75.

We invite consultees’ views as to: 

0. whether intended parents should be permitted to pay all costs that arise from entering into a surrogacy arrangement, and those unique to a surrogate pregnancy; and

the types of cost which should be included within this category.



		Your Response to Q31

		Yes  Any actual costs that a surrogate incurs as a result of trying to conceive, being pregnant or giving birth, or from a medical procedure or complication, should be covered in their expenses.



		Q32

		Consultation Question 76.

We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay their surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or self-employed).



		Your Response to Q32

		Yes as long as the loss is clearly pregnancy related.



		Q33

		Consultation Question 77.

We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay their surrogate either or both of the following lost potential earnings:

0. her lost employment-related potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 15.35 above); and/or

other lost potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 15.36 above).





		Your Response to Q33

		Yes as long as they are clearly pregnancy related. 



		Q34

		Consultation Question 78.

We invite consultees to share their experiences: 

0. of the impact that payments received by a surrogate from the intended parents has had on the surrogate’s entitlement to means-tested social welfare benefits; and

where a surrogacy arrangement has had an impact on the surrogate’s entitlement to means-tested social welfare benefits, how that has been addressed in their surrogacy arrangement.





		Your Response to Q34

		No experience. But my view is surrogacy is not an income and should not effect benefits.



		Q35

		Consultation Question 79.

We invite consultees’ views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay compensation to the surrogate for the following:

0. pain and inconvenience arising from the pregnancy and childbirth;

medical treatments relating to the surrogacy, including payments for each insemination or embryo transfer; and/or

 specified complications, including hyperemesis gravidarum, pre-eclampsia, an ectopic pregnancy, miscarriage, termination, caesarean birth, excessive haemorrhaging, perineal tearing, removal of fallopian tubes or ovaries or a hysterectomy.

We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other matters in respect of which intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate compensation.

We invite consultees’ views as to whether the level of compensation payable should be:

0. a fixed fee set by the regulator (operating as a cap on the maximum payable), or 

left to the parties to negotiate.  



		Your Response to Q35

		No. Surrogates should not be compensated for pain and inconvenice. Medical treatment relating to surrogacy should be covered by the IPs directly or where foreseen and factored into the surrogcacy expenses. IPs should have a contingency fund available for surrogacy related costs that were unforeseen at the time of agreement.



		Q36

		Consultation Question 80.

We invite consultees views’ as to whether intended parents should be able to pay compensation to the surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for the surrogate.



		Your Response to Q36

		Through mandatory, pre arranged life insutrance for the surrogate only.



		Q37

		Consultation Question 81.

We invite consultees’ views as to whether: 

0. intended parents should be able to buy gifts for the surrogate; and

if so, specific provision should be made for these gifts to be modest or reasonable in nature.





		Your Response to Q37

		Modest only. Guidelines as to what this entails would be helpful and not all IPs will able to afford this so they should not be mandatory!



		Q38

		Consultation Question 82.

We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be possible for the intended parents to agree to pay a woman for the service of undertaking a surrogacy.

We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay a woman for the service of undertaking surrogacy, whether that the fee should be:

0. any sum agreed between the parties to the surrogacy; or

a fixed fee set by the regulator.

We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay a woman a fixed fee for the service of undertaking surrogacy, what, if any, other payments the law should permit, in addition to that fixed fee:

0. no other payments;

essential costs relating to the pregnancy;

additional costs relating to the pregnancy;

lost earnings;

compensation for pain and inconvenience, medical treatment and complications, and the death of the surrogate; and/or

gifts.



		Your Response to Q38

		I do not support a fixed fee or paying a surrogate for a ‘service’. Reasonable expenses should be covered only.



		Q39

		Consultation Question 84.

We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to surrogates should be the same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order.

Do consultees agree?



		Your Response to Q39

		Yes. 



		Q40

		Consultation Question 85.

We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have not discussed which they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.





		Your Response to Q40

		I do think a moderate sum for recuperation should be allowed for the surrogate to reconnet with her family post birth. The surrogate partners costs should also be considered an expense if pregnancy related, eg loss of earnings etc.



		Q41

		Consultation Question 92.

We provisionally propose that it should be possible for a file to be opened, and the application process for obtaining registration of a child born from an international surrogacy arrangement and obtaining a passport to begin, prior to the birth of the child.

Do consultees agree?



		Your Response to Q41

		 No Comment. I don’t know enough about international surrogacy.
 



		Q42

		Consultation Question 94.

We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process for applying for a visa in respect of a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement, before the child is born. The application will need to be completed after the birth of the child, and the issue of a passport in the child’s country of birth.

Do consultees agree?

We provisionally propose that the current provision made for the grant of a visa outside of the Immigration Rules where the intended parents are not the legal parents of the child under nationality law should be brought within the Rules.

Do consultees agree?

We provisionally propose that: 

(1)	the grant of a visa should not be dependent on the child breaking links with the surrogate; or 

(2)	that this condition should be clarified to ensure that it does not prevent the child having contact, and an on-going relationship, with the surrogate.

Do consultees agree?

We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current requirement for the grant of a visa outside the Rules that the intended parents must apply for a parental order within six months of the child’s birth should be removed (regardless of whether the availability of the visa is brought within the Rules), if our provisional proposal to remove the time limit on applications for parental orders is accepted.



		Your Response to Q42

		 No Comment. I don’t know enough about international surrogacy.
 



		Q43

		Consultation Question 95.

We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process for applying for a EU Uniform Format Form in respect of a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement, before the child is born. The application will need to be completed after the birth of the child.

Do consultees agree?



		Your Response to Q43

		 No Comment. I don’t know enough about international surrogacy.
 



		Q44

		Consultation Question 97.

We provisionally propose that the UK Government should provide a single, comprehensive guide for intended parents explaining the nationality and immigration consequences of having a child through an international surrogacy arrangement. 

Do consultees agree?



		Your Response to Q44

		 No Comment. I don’t know enough about international surrogacy.
 



		Q45

		Consultation Question 99.

We provisionally propose that: 

the Secretary of State should have the power to provide that the intended parents of children born through international surrogacy arrangements, who are recognised as the legal parents of the child in the country of the child’s birth, should also be recognised as the child’s legal parents in the UK, without it being necessary for the intended parents to apply for a parental order, but

before exercising the power, the Secretary of State should be required to be satisfied that the domestic law and practice in the country in question provides protection against the exploitation of surrogates, and for the welfare of the child, that is at least equivalent to that provided in UK law.

Do consultees agree?



		Your Response to Q45

		 No Comment. I don’t know enough about international surrogacy.
 



		Q46

		Consultation Question 107.

We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any issues in how surrogacy arrangements are dealt with by the health services, and whether there are reforms to law or practice that consultees would like to see in this area.

We invite consultees’ views as to any additions or revisions that they would like to see made to the guidance published by the Department for Health and Social Care for England and Wales.

We invite consultees’ views as to how midwifery practice may better accommodate surrogacy arrangements, in particular with regard to safeguarding issues.



		Your Response to Q46

		No Comment. I don’t know enough about international surrogacy.







END OF QUESTIONNAIRE – HOW TO SUBMIT



Thank you for completing this form. To submit it as a formal response to the Law Commission, save your completed form and email it as an attachment to surrogacy@lawcommission.gov.uk. Please note that the deadline for responding to our consultation is 11 October 2019. 
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9.  and I’s main concern was that  might now have different
legal rights; however  has assured me with our wills etc in place this
should not be the case.

10. But what remains a concern for us, is that in a process designed to
legitimatise a child born through surrogacy (via a parental order), having
married after her birth, there is now again a question of her legitimacy which
differs to that of her sister. This makes us extremely uncomfortable, even on
principle and had we known; we might have preferred to have left  as
she was, so that they could at least be lawfully equal (although doing so may
have been ignoring another legal requirement). 

, I have copied you into this email as you have shown your support in the past and I
would be very grateful if you could do so again via all means possible. One day, I hope to
introduce myself and my daughters, so you can see why I am so passionate about altruistic
surrogacy in the UK!

Best Regards
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About you

1  What is your name?

Name:

2  If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a university), what is the name of your organisation?

Enter the name of your organisation:

3  Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your organisation?

This is a personal response

If other, please provide details:

4  If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best describes you?

Other individual

5  What is your email address?

Email address:

6  What is your telephone number?

Telephone number:

7  If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be treated as confidential, please explain to us why you
regard the information as confidential. As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your explanation but cannot give an
assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances.

Please explain why you wish the information that you will provide to us to be treated as confidential:

Chapter 6: The parental order procedure

8  Consultation Question 1:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

International surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale, abuse and trafficking of children and the exploitation of birth mothers. These are
human rights issues of the utmost seriousness and so the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. For this reason these
cases should continue to be heard by a judge of the High Court.

Please provide your views below:

9  Consultation Question 2:

Please provide your views below:

Surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights issues
of the utmost seriousness and so the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. For this reason these cases should NOT be
heard by a lay judge but rather by a senior judge, e.g. ticketed to circuit judges or higher.

10  Consultation Question 3: We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the current allocation
rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation Questions 1 and 2.

Please provide your views below:

11  Consultation Question 4:



No

Please provide your views below:

The UN Special Rapporteur recommends that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be
taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration.

12  Consultation Question 5: We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the Family Procedure Rules 2010
should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise.
Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

13  Consultation Question 6:

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 8: Legal Parenthood: Proposals for Reform - A New Pathway

14  Consultation Question 7:

No

Please provide your views below:

I vehemently disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s key recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the Protection
of Children and Cooperation in respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. These require the birth mother to have legal parenthood and parental
responsibility when the child is born and that her consent to giving up the child must be freely given AFTER the child's birth. I believe that this important
safeguard against the sale of children and the exploitation of birth mothers should apply equally to surrogacy arrangements, in both an international and
a domestic context.
This proposal would set a very dangerous precedent for all women, all mothers, all children and all of the implications need to be fully understood. There
is no evidence in the consultation paper that the law commissioners have considered these more general implications fully, if at all.
I understand that the proposal to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ legal parenthood at birth is based on (or justified by) in part at least the
wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the consultation. I do not agree that these claimed wishes alone justify measures that contravene
the recommendations of the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to reduce the risk of the sale and
trafficking of children and to protect birth mothers.
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to encourage or condone a system that would require women to deliberately
conceive and subsequently give birth with the expectation that they would have little or no legal responsibility for the child. The rights of the child must
be prioritised regardless whether that is what some ‘surrogate’ mothers say they want or not.
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

15  Consultation Question 8:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I disagree very strongly with the new pathway. Babies are not commodities, nor are women's bodies assets to be exploited

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

16  Consultation Question 9: We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes should apply to
traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated surrogacy organisation is involved.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I strongly disagree with the suggestion of a surrogacy organisation, which would inevitably normalise and spread the use of surrogacy. I feel this is
contrary to the interests of the child.

17  Consultation Question 10: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a traditional, domestic
surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from entering into the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

Again, I strongly disagree with the proposed new pathway



18  Consultation Question 11:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposal that the ‘intended parents’ should automatically acquire legal parenthood at birth and that the birth mother has
only a limited time to object. This contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations,* including that the birth mother is the legal parent at birth
and that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements are taken by a court or other competent authority
AFTER the birth, with the child’s best interests being the paramount consideration.
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6
weeks after childbirth are recognised as the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy human life. In a
normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering
from major abdominal surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered decision of such huge and
life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is
received before the expiry of the deadline.
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

19  Consultation Question 12:

Other

Please provide your views below:

The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent
change of legal parenthood and parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth and with the child’s best
interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.*
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6
weeks after childbirth are recognised as the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy human life. In a
normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering
from major abdominal surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered decision of such huge and
life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is
received before the expiry of the deadline.
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

20  Consultation Question 13:

No

Please provide your views below:

For all the reasons given in the previous section.

21  Consultation Question 14:

No

Please provide your views below:

A welfare assessment is an absolute requirement if an informed decision is to be made about the child’s best interest. Therefore a welfare assessment
MUST be made after the child’s birth.
The pre-conception assessment would typically have been carried out more than a year before the birth of the child. Much can change in that time.
The justification that a welfare assessment after the birth of the child is not necessary because parents of children born through the normal process are
not subject to such checks does not hold. Pregnancy, birth and the post-partum changes are intense physical and existential experiences that change you
and prime you to love and be sensitive to the new-born child and rise to the challenge of the enormous task of raising him or her to adulthood. For
obvious reasons ‘intended parents’ do not have this advantage.
In addition, pregnancy and childbirth are a huge investment of the birth mother’s physical, physiological and emotional resources, which means she has
already made a huge and unquantifiable, nearly year-long, commitment to the child. This means her practical and emotional commitment to the child is
already well-developed, giving her the best chance of surmounting all the difficulties that will inevitably arise over the course of the child’s childhood and
adolescence.
The ‘intended parents’ have had no similar experience. The investment of financial resources does not in any way prepare you for the practical reality of
caring for a new-born child and the long road of nurturing and shepherding him or her to adulthood.

22  Consultation Question 15:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the ‘new pathway.’ 
There is a very real risk that spouses and partners will coerce women into being a ‘surrogate’ for financial gain. This risk is likely to increase if he or she



does not have legal parenthood or parental responsibility for any children born of the arrangement. This is enough reason to reject this proposal. 
However, it also represents a significant change in legal parenthood rules and would therefore have an implication for all children, all families because it
would set a precedent. It should not be introduced without a full assessment of all the implications, including on the rights of mothers and children. There
is no evidence that the law commissioners have carried out any such assessment.

Yes

Please share your views below:

The normal legal parenthood rules should apply. This will reduce the risk of spouses and partners coercing women into surrogacy for financial gain.

23  Consultation Question 16:

No

Please provide your views below:

The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should not change if the child is stillborn.

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the birth parents in this situation. The birth mother should always be the legal
parent of the child at birth and this should not change if the child is stillborn and the registration should accurately reflect this.

24  Consultation Question 17: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, where the child dies
before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents
before the expiry of the period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a declaration to the
effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the birth.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

25  Consultation Question 18: For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether, where the surrogate
dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during which she can exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the
new pathway and the intended parents should be required to make an application for a parental order.

Please provide your views below:

I vehemently disagree with the new pathway

26  Consultation Question 19:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with the deceased ‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in
this situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and the registration of birth should accurately reflect this.

Please provide your views below:

The intended parents should NOT be registered as the child’s parents if they are already deceased – so option (2) is preferable.

27  Consultation Question 20:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

28  Consultation Question 21: We invite consultees’ views as to: (1) a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases;
and (2) how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this model.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly oppose a three-parent model of legal parenthood, even if it is temporary. The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth and all
decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority
AFTER the birth of the child with the best interests of the child being the paramount consideration, as recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.

29  Consultation Question 22:



Please provide your views below:

I disagree with the new pathway for reasons stated above.

30  Consultation Question 23:

Please provide your views below:

The child’s best interests should drive all decisions about the child in the event of a dispute about a surrogacy arrangement. The welfare checklist
provides a comprehensive summary of the issues to be considered and is adequate as it is, and conforms to the UN Special Rapporteur’s
recommendation that the child’s best interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not believe any other factors should be added.

31  Consultation Question 24:

Please provide your views below:

As per my answer to CQ23, above

32  Consultation Question 25: We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be amended to add the
intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section 8 order without leave.

Please provide your views below:

Absolutely not.
There are real risks of the sale and trafficking of children and of exploitation of the birth mother and her reproductive capacities in all surrogacy
arrangements. The court should therefore always have oversight of the arrangements. I am also concerned that there should be no liberalisation of the
law on surrogacy because of the potential human rights abuses involved. I do not believe that ‘intended parents’ should be added to the list of those who
can apply for a section 8 order without leave.

33  Consultation Question 26:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with this proposal. The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental
responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, as recommended by the
UN Special Rapporteur in order to reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities.
I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility is based on (or justified by) the wishes expressed by
some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify measures that contravene recommendations of the UN Special
Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children.
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system that would require women to give birth with the
expectation that they would have no legal responsibility for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must be prioritised
regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish.

34  Consultation Question 27:

No

Please provide your views below:

See my reasons for CQ26, above

35  Consultation Question 28: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the surrogate should retain
parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right
to object, assuming that she does not exercise her right to object.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I agree that the birth mother should have parental responsibility for the child but NOT that the ‘intended parents’ should get automatic legal parenthood
and parental responsibility.

36  Consultation Question 29:

Please provide your views below:

Again, I disagree with the new pathway approach

Chapter 9: The Regulation of Surrogacy Arrangements



37  Consultation Question 30: We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the scope of the new
pathway.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

I object to the new pathway

38  Consultation Question 31: We invite the views of independent surrogates, and intended parents who have used independent surrogacy
arrangements, to tell us about their experience. In particular, we would be interested to hear about any health screening, counselling and
legal advice that took place.

Please provide your views below:

39  Consultation Question 32:

Please provide your views below:

The new pathway is inappropriate and contradicts binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first optional protocol.

Please provide your views below:

The new pathway is inappropriate and contradicts binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first optional protocol.

40  Consultation Question 33:

No

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its
prevalence. I consider surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

Other

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its
prevalence. I consider surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

Other

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its
prevalence. I consider surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

41  Consultation Question 34:

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its
prevalence. I consider surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its
prevalence. I consider surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its
prevalence. I consider surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

42  Consultation Question 35: We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit making bodies. Do
consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:



I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human
rights of both women and children, and would drive an increase in surrogacy. Even if surrogacy organisations are non-profit making, they will inevitably
be driven by commercial imperatives (for example, to cover costs, salaries, etc.) and will need to continuously seek new business and to convince or
coerce more women to act as ‘surrogates.’
Deriving income from surrogacy is abhorrent and, given the parallels between surrogacy and prostitution, is a potential violation of Article 6 of CEDAW,
which prohibits third-parties profiting or otherwise benefiting from the prostitution of women.

43  Consultation Question 36: We invite consultees’ views as to what should be included in the definition of matching and facilitation services.

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with organisations being able to provide matching and facilitation services, because that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy,
which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

44  Consultation Question 37: We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer matching and
facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with organisations being able to provide matching and facilitation services, because that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy,
which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

45  Consultation Question 37: We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer
matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with organisations being able to provide matching and facilitation services, because that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy,
which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

46  Consultation Question 38: We invite consultees’ views as to the sanctions that should be available against organisations that offer
matching and facilitation services without being regulated to do so, and whether these should be criminal, civil or regulatory.

Please provide your views below:

I do not accept that matching and facilitation services should be allowed – regardless who they are provided by – because they would inevitably lead to an
increase in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. Offering such services should be a criminal offence.

47  Consultation Question 39: We provisionally propose that the remit of the Human Fertilisation and Embryology Authority be expanded to
include the regulation of regulated surrogacy organisations, and oversight of compliance with the proposed legal requirements for the new
pathway to legal parenthood. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human
rights of both women and children, and would drive an increase in surrogacy.

Please provide your views below:

48  Consultation Question 40: We provisionally propose that surrogacy agreements should remain unenforceable (subject to the exception we
provisionally propose in Consultation Question 88 in relation to financial terms). Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

49  Consultation Question 41: We provisionally propose that there should be no prohibition against charging for negotiating, facilitating and
advising on surrogacy arrangements. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

I VEHEMENTLY disagree with this proposal and the opening up of surrogacy in this country, because I consider it a violation of the human rights of both
women and the child. The idea of organisations charging to facilitate it is utterly abhorrent and violates the spirit, if not the letter, of Article 6 of CEDAW,
given the parallels between surrogacy and prostitution. Article 6 prohibits the exploitation of the prostitution of women – which includes deriving any
form of benefit from women’s prostitution.



50  Consultation Question 42: We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy should be removed, with
the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything that can lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. Do
consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

I VEHEMENTLY disagree with removing the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy. Surrogacy is a violation of the human rights of both women
and children, and enabling advertising sites (and other ‘service’ organisations) to financially benefit from it is abhorrent.
At this time of increasing poverty and inequality, it would be unethical to promote the idea that being a ‘surrogate’ mother would be a solution to an
impoverished woman’s financial problems. If this proposal is implemented, Facebook and Google are likely present surrogacy ads to female students and
young women suggesting that becoming a ‘surrogate’ would provide the solution to their financial worries. The most disadvantaged young women would
be the most vulnerable to this idea and it is doubtful it would ever truly be in her best interest.
Just as we protect disadvantaged people from the temptation of selling their kidneys for money, we need to protect disadvantaged women from the
temptation of renting their wombs. This means that advertising of surrogacy MUST remain banned.

Chapter 10: Children's Access to Information About Surrogacy Arrangements

51  Consultation Question 43: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, where the making of a parental order in respect of a child
born of a surrogacy arrangement has been recorded in the Parental Order Register, the child should be able to access his or her original birth
certificate at the age of 18. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

52  Consultation Question 44: We provisionally propose that where children are born of surrogacy arrangements that result in the intended
parents being recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of that certificate should make clear that the birth was the result of a
surrogacy arrangement. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended parents’ should be recorded as parents on the original
birth certificate. The birth mother should be recorded as the birth mother on the birth certificate and all decisions involving legal parenthood and
parental responsibility should be taken after the birth by a court or other competent authority, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration.
This is the recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation
of women and their reproductive capacities.
However, if the ‘intended parents’ are recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of the certificate should make clear that the birth was the
result of a surrogacy arrangement.

53  Consultation Question 45: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the birth registration system in England and Wales requires reform
and, if so, which reforms they would like to see.

Please provide your views below:

54  Consultation Question 46: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has been the subject of a
parental order should be able to access all the documents contained in the court’s file for those parental order proceedings.Do consultees
agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

55  Consultation Question 47:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy organisations. However, should surrogacy take place, it is
important that the children have access to information about their origins and these proposals seem generally sound, except that the information held
on gamete donors should also include identifying information – because otherwise it trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the right to
know her or his genetic parentage.



56  Consultation Question 48: We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate and the intended
parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy
arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

I agree but with the proviso that all the information should be identifying – because otherwise it trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the
right to know her or his genetic parentage.

57  Consultation Question 49:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

I agree with 1 and 2.

58  Consultation Question 50: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any provision for those born of a surrogacy
arrangement to make a request for information to disclose whether a person whom he or she is intending to marry, or with whom he or she
intends to enter into a civil partnership or intimate physical relationship, was carried by the same surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

Such provision would be essential

59  Consultation Question 51:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

60  Consultation Question 52:

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

61  Consultation Question 53: For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether details of an
intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded in the register.

Please provide your views below:

The intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded in the register.

Chapter 11: Eligibility Criteria for a Parental Order

62  Consultation Question 54: We provisionally propose that the six month time limits in sections 54 and 54A of the HFEA 2008 for making a
parental order application should be abolished. Do consultees agree?

Please provide your views below:

The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child.

63  Consultation Question 55:

No

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s
wombs. An adoption order can be considered as an option when a parental order is not possible.

No



Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s
wombs. An adoption order can be considered as an option when a parental order is not possible.

Chapter 12: Eligibility Criteria for Both a Parental Order and for the New Pathway

64  Consultation Question 56:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The ‘intended parents’ should be domiciled (and not simply habitually resident) in the UK
in order to avoid surrogacy tourism.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The ‘intended parents’ should be domiciled (and not simply habitually resident) in the UK
in order to avoid surrogacy tourism.

65  Consultation Question 57:

Please provide your views below:

They should not be reformed or removed.

66  Consultation Question 58: We provisionally propose that to use the new pathway, intended parents should be required to make a
declaration in the surrogacy agreement that they intend for the child’s home to be with them. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide views below:

I disagree with the pathway

67  Consultation Question 59:

No

Please provide views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic link should be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical
necessity.’

Please provide views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and all other proposals that are likely to result in an increase in surrogacy. I therefore do
not believe that double donation should be permitted under the parental order pathway in domestic surrogacy arrangements.

Yes

Please provide views below:

68  Consultation Question 60: We provisionally propose that if the requirement for a genetic link is retained for domestic cases outside the
new pathway, the requirement should not apply, subject to medical necessity, if the court determines that the intended parents in good faith
began the surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway but were required to apply for a parental order. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and all other proposals that are likely to result in an increase in surrogacy. I dispute that
surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’

69  Consultation Question 61: We provisionally propose that if double donation is permitted only in cases of medical necessity, an exception
should be made to allow a parental order to be granted to a single parent without a genetic link where the intended parent’s former partner
provides gametes but the intended parents’ relationship breaks down before the grant of a parental order. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide views below:



I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’

70  Consultation Question 62:

Please provide your views below:

I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’

Please provide your views below:

I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’

71  Consultation Question 63:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly oppose the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. However, I support the requirement in any surrogacy arrangements for the recording of the
identity of all genetic parents and the birth mother.

Please provide your views below:

While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, I support this condition for a parental order in the circumstances described in both (1) and (2).

Yes

Please provide your views below:

I am not in favour of surrogacy, but were t to occur I agree that a registry must be kept

72  Consultation Question 64:

No

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to surrogacy and would like to see it banned, because it is a violation of both women’s and children’s human rights.
Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good
health until the child reaches adulthood. Surrogacy is therefore particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. If surrogacy is to be opened up,
a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is imperative. This will make it clear that society does not condone older people entering a surrogacy
arrangement and will make it less likely that older people will go ahead with such an arrangement and present the court with a fait accompli.
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement
up to that age but not beyond. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be allowed, there should be a maximum age limit for ‘intended
parents’ and it should be 45.
Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good
health until the child reaches adulthood. I am opposed to surrogacy per se, because it is a violation of both women’s and children’s human rights.
However, it is particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. I therefore consider that a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is important.
This will make it clear that society does not consider it acceptable for older people to enter into a surrogacy arrangement and will make it less likely that
they will.
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement
up to that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully.

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be allowed, there should be a minimum age for ‘intended
parents’ and it should be much older than 18. I suggest that 25 would be more appropriate.
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement
at that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. What kind of society would want 18-year olds to believe that it would be
reasonable for them to become ‘parents’ through a surrogacy arrangement – before they have taken even their first steps into independence and
adulthood?

73  Consultation Question 65:

Other



Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for a ‘new pathway’. At 18 a woman is barely out of childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish
herself as an adult. This means that she is particularly vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There should be a significantly older minimum age for
entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I suggest that 25 years would be more appropriate.

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for a ‘new pathway’. At 18 a woman is barely out of childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish
herself as an adult. This means that she is particularly vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There should be a significantly older minimum age for
entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I suggest that 25 years would be more appropriate.
Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that
age limits are set very carefully. What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy arrangement is a reasonable thing
for them to be doing before they have taken even their first steps into independence and adulthood?

Chapter 13: Eligibility Criteria for the New Pathway

74  Consultation Question 66:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

75  Consultation Question 67:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

76  Consultation Question 68: We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that the surrogate and the
intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect of the law and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is
signed. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

77  Consultation Question 69:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

Please provide your views below:

78  Consultation Question 70: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the surrogate has previously given
birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’.
Society should not condone women who have never had a child of their own entering an arrangement to undergo pregnancy and childbirth for someone
else. It is impossible to understand what pregnancy and childbirth are like and how they will change you until or unless you have had that experience
yourself.

79  Consultation Question 71: We provisionally propose that there should not be a maximum number of surrogate pregnancies that a woman
can undertake as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.Do consultees agree?



No

Please provide your views below:

I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’.
Society should not condone women undergoing multiple ‘surrogate’ pregnancies and childbirths.
Even the Kennel Club recognises that female dogs should not be allowed to undertake more than four pregnancies. It is abhorrent that female dogs have
better protections than women would have under this proposal.

Chapter 15: Payments to the Surrogate: Options for Reform

80  Consultation Question 72:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

81  Consultation Question 73:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above the actual essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, and travel to medical
appointments – backed up by receipts.

82  Consultation Question 74:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above the actual essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, and travel to medical
appointments – backed up by receipts.

83  Consultation Question 75:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above the actual essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, and travel to medical
appointments – backed up by receipts.

84  Consultation Question 76: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay their
surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or self-employed).

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against 
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor 
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests. 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the 
birth mother above the actual essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, and travel to medical



appointments – backed up by receipts. 
I am therefore also opposed to recompense for lost earnings.

85  Consultation Question 77:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above the actual essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, and travel to medical
appointments – backed up by receipts.
I am therefore against recompense for lost potential earnings.

86  Consultation Question 78:

Please provide your views below:

87  Consultation Question 79:

Please provide your views below:

It is absurd to propose that one could place a monetary value on the pain of adverse pregnancy outcomes. In putting a price tag on perineal tear for
example, some mothers report little pain or symptoms, others have profound ongoing fear of vaginal penetration, which can result in very significant
emotional and relationship difficulties. Infection may complicate healing, and some women report long term sequelae from this, such as impaired wound
healing.
Haematology conditions should also be considered. Blood loss, for example due to placental haemorrhage can be very significant, and potentially result
in emergency hysterectomy and blood transfusion to save the life of the mother. It is a fact that although blood is thoroughly screened in the UK there
still remains the potential for blood borne illnesses to be transmitted, and the fact that some of these may not have been identified yet by researchers is
also a real risk to a mother receiving transfusion. Persons who have had a blood transfusion are currently unable to donate blood themselves in the UK,
due to the risk of (vCJD) transmission. This is an indication of the gravity of receiving blood products.
No medical intervention is EVER risk free. Receiving multiple blood products in the context of Massive Transfusion Protocol (eg platelets, Fresh Frozen
Plasma, cryoprecipitate) only heighten those risks.
Conditions such as HELLP (Haemolysis, Elevated Liver enzymes, Low Platelets) can be fatal, and although the maternal mortality rate is low, it can have
significant sequelae, including renal failure potentially requiring dialysis, placental abruption (potentially fatal for mother and baby) permanent liver
damage and retinal detachment resulting in visual impairment.
Each of these conditions have long term consequences for a woman, psychologically, physically and emotionally, and may also affect her ability to return
to work or care for other children.
Also, the late complications of childbirth have been disregarded. Late consequences of childbirth can include vaginal or rectal prolapse, urinary and faecal
incontinence. Women who have had a C section may experience ongoing pain around the scar. Some sources quote this as affecting between 6 and 18
percent of women. These symptoms can be profoundly distressing, and may take years to present (conversely, may present immediately).
How could we ensure that women suffering these complications are compensated? They are multifactorial, and risk increases with instrumented delivery
and parity. How would it be proposed to unpick the role of a surrogate pregnancy in causing these symptoms in relation to other risk factors, for example
parity, smoking history, personal medical history?
Psychiatric conditions are also absent from this list. Complications including depression and anxiety may be worsened by pregnancy. Other mental health
conditions such as post natal depression and post partum psychosis can be fatal, and impact on a woman’s health for many years to come. I’m quite
shocked that none of these conditions have been explicitly mentioned and it does make me wonder how the list of complications was created. I’d also like
to know what level of haemorrhage would be considered “excessive”.
The wording of the question “should” be able to pay compensation is not the same as being mandated to do so. This potentially creates a situation where
some “luckier” women would receive compensation others would not.
All of the above illustrates the risks of surrogacy and confirms my support for a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.



88  Consultation Question 80: We invite consultees' views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay compensation to the
surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for
the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.

Your question highlights the risks involved for surrogates.

89  Consultation Question 81:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.
The giving of "gifts" is paying for surrogacy through the back door.

90  Consultation Question 82:

It should not be possible for the intended parents to agree to pay a woman for the service of undertaking a surrogacy.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.

Just as we do not allow people to sell organs, we should not allow the renting of a uterus.

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.

Please provide any views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

91  Consultation Question 83:

Please provide views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.
This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their ‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of
surrogacy



Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.
This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their ‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of
surrogacy

92  Consultation Question 84: We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to surrogates should be the
same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. Do consultees
agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.
I am opposed to the ‘new pathway’ but consider that regardless of the surrogacy arrangement being used, the only payments that should ever be made
are essential and basic expenses for which receipts are provided.

93  Consultation Question 85: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have not discussed which
they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.
I am opposed to the ‘new pathway’ but consider that regardless of the surrogacy arrangement being used, the only payments that should ever be made
are essential and basic expenses for which receipts are provided.

94  Consultation Question 86: We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that intended parents should
be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.
I am opposed to the ‘new pathway’ but consider that regardless of the surrogacy arrangement being used, the only payments that should ever be made
are essential and basic expenses for which receipts are provided.

95  Consultation Question 87:

Please provide your views below:

The only payments that should be made are essential and basic expenses and for which receipts are provided. The judge or other competent authority
should closely monitor all financial aspects of the arrangement (in line with the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations) and refuse the parental order
when payments have exceeded basic expenses. If it is not a judge overseeing the arrangements, the competent authority should be totally independent
and not, for example, an agency (or ‘regulated surrogacy organisation’) that has been involved in the arrangements in any way.

96  Consultation Question 88:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I strongly disagree with the new pathway

Other



Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The idea that a ‘surrogacy agreement’ could place restrictions on the birth mother’s
lifestyle is utterly abhorrent.

Chapter 16: International Surrogacy Arrangements

97  Consultation Question 89: We invite overseas surrogates (or bodies representing or advocating for surrogates) to share with us their
experiences of international surrogacy arrangements.

Please provide your views below:

98  Consultation Question 90: We invite organisations focused on children’s rights and welfare in the international context to share with us
their views on our proposed reforms and consultation questions in this chapter.

Please provide your views below:

99  Consultation Question 91: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of their experience of applying to register a child born through
an international surrogacy arrangement as a British citizen and obtaining a passport for the child. In particular, we would be interested to hear
how long the application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have about causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

100  Consultation Question 92: We provisionally propose that it should be possible for a file to be opened, and the application process for
obtaining registration of a child born from an international surrogacy arrangement and obtaining a passport to begin, prior to the birth of the
child.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a passport in international surrogacy arrangements appears
to contradict the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations that are designed to protect against the selling and trafficking of children and the protection
of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly disagree with this proposal.

101  Consultation Question 93: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of applying for a visa for a
child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In particular, we would be interested to hear how long the application took after
the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

102  Consultation Question 94:

No

Please provide your views below:

Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a passport before the child is born in international surrogacy
arrangements appears to contradict the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations that are designed to protect against the selling and trafficking of
children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly disagree with this proposal.

No

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child.

103  Consultation Question 95:We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process for applying for a EU
Uniform Format Form in respect of a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement, before the child is born. The application will
need to be completed after the birth of the child.Do consultees agree?



No

Please provide your views below:

Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for an EU Uniform Format Form for the child before she or he is born in international
surrogacy arrangements appears to contradict the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling and
trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly disagree with this proposal.
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

104  Consultation Question 96: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of applying for a EU Uniform
Format Form for a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In particular we would be interested to hear how long the
application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

105  Consultation Question 97: We provisionally propose that the UK Government should provide a single, comprehensive guide for intended
parents explaining the nationality and immigration consequences of having a child through an international surrogacy arrangement. Do
consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I agree with such a guide, but would like to see it explaining the reasons why surrogacy is a violation of the human rights of women and children and all
the other ways in which it is possible for people to enjoy children in their lives.

106  Consultation Question 98: We provisionally propose that international surrogacy arrangements should not be eligible for the new
pathway to parenthood.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with the proposed new pathway

107  Consultation Question 99:

No

Please provide your views below:

I do not see how this proposal for such a blanket power would align with the UN Special Rapporteur’s key recommendations and the Hague Convention
on the Protection of Children and Cooperation in respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. The latter requires the birth mother to have legal parenthood
and parental responsibility when the child is born and that her consent to giving up the child must be given AFTER the child's birth and that the transfer of
‘parenthood’ should be overseen by the courts or a competent authority on an individual case by case basis, with the best interests of the child being the
paramount consideration. This is an important safeguard against the sale of children and for the protection of the birth mother and I believe it should
apply equally to international surrogacy arrangements. I therefore strongly disagree with this proposal.

108  Consultation Question 100:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Restrictions and checks MUST be in place to protect the child and the birth mother from trafficking and exploitation. The process should include the same
checks as would be used in an international adoption.

Chapter 17: Miscellaneous Issues

109  Consultation Question 101: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current application of the law on statutory paternity leave, and
statutory paternity pay, to the situation of the surrogate’s spouse, civil partner or partner requires reform.

Please provide your views below:

It is fine as it stands

110  Consultation Question 102: We provisionally propose that provision for maternity allowance should be made in respect of intended
parents, and that any such provision should be limited so that only one intended parent qualifies. Do consultees agree?

No



Please provide your views below:

111  Consultation Question 103:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a human rights abuse of both women and children

112  Consultation Question 104: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the duty of employers to provide suitable facilities for any person at
work who is a pregnant woman or nursing mother to rest under Regulation 25 of the Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations 1992
is sufficient to include intended parents in a surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a human rights abuse of both women and children

113  Consultation Question 105: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are further issues in relation to employment rights and
surrogacy arrangements and, if so, any suggestions for reform.

Please provude your views below:

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a human rights abuse of both women and children

114  Consultation Question 106: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they believe any reforms in relation to surrogacy and succession
law are required.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a human rights abuse of both women and children

115  Consultation Question 107:

Please provide your views below:

It is important that all health and care professionals are aware that surrogacy agreements are not legally binding and that ‘intended parents’ have no legal
right to override the birth mother’s wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or medical and health care, including during pregnancy, labour and
childbirth. Even if she has previously agreed to them sharing decisions and being informed on these matters, she can withdraw her consent at any time
for any or no reason. All professionals involved in her care are duty-bound to comply with her wishes.
All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or
more persons, including her spouse or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be present in so-called
altruistic surrogacy arrangements.
Surrogacy arrangements place additional and complicated pressures on healthcare staff and this could reduce the standard of impartial care given to
birth mothers and new-borns – especially when the ‘intended parents’ are entitled, rich or of high status. This itself is a valid reason to be extremely
cautious about making changes that will increase the numbers of surrogacy births.
It is generally recognised that egg donation and IVF pregnancies carry additional health risks. As most surrogacy pregnancies involve IVF, any increase in
surrogacy is likely to lead to additional pressure on the NHS.
Adoption research suggests that the separation of the new-born and the birth mother has long- term negative effects on the well-being of both of them.
This is likely to be the same for birth mothers and babies in surrogacy arrangements and so can be expected to place additional long-term pressures on
the NHS and society as a whole. This has not been considered and there are no questions about this.
An increase in surrogacy will require an increase in egg donation, which is a risky procedure that can have a long-term negative impact on the woman’s
health, including premature death. Ethical issues abound. Young women might be coerced by financial pressures to donate eggs when this isn’t in their
best interests and there are worries about eugenics – where egg donors are selected on the basis of blonde hair, blue eyes and stereotypical measures of
‘attractiveness’ for example.
The law commissioners do not appear to have considered the likely impact of any of these issues. There is no question about people’s thoughts about the
NHS picking up the tab for the extra costs involved in surrogacy and whether this affects their opinions on surrogacy itself.
There appears to have been no evaluation of the size of the additional costs to the NHS and society.
At a time when the NHS is under severe strain, and life changing therapies (for cancer, cystic fibrosis etc) are not funded due to financial constraints it is a
slap in the face to provide money for prospective parents to indulge their parenting fantasies while denying patients access to drugs which are standard
of care in other counties.

Please provide your views below:

The guidance should be revised to clarify that surrogacy agreements are not legally binding and that the birth mother has the right to change her mind at 
any time, for any or no reason. Healthcare professionals must accept that her wishes are paramount and that the ‘intended parents’ have no legal right to 
override her wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or medical and health care, including during pregnancy, labour, childbirth and the postpartum 
period. 
All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or 
more persons, including her spouse or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be present in so-called 
altruistic surrogacy arrangements. 
The guidance should make it clear that healthcare professionals should be even more alert than normal to the possibility that she is being coerced and to 
ensure that they can speak to her alone, including during labour, and that if she changes her mind about who is present in consultations, and the labour



ward/delivery suite, they must respect her wishes.

Please provide your views below:

It is important that midwifery practice always prioritises the wishes of the birth mother and the wellbeing of herself and the child.

116  Consultation Question 108: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other legal issues in relation to surrogacy, not
covered in this Consultation Paper, that merit examination.

Please provide your views below:

It is of considerable concern that the law commissioners appear to have given no consideration to the significant risk that women will be coerced into
agreeing to participate in surrogacy arrangements for someone else’s benefit. This can be true in ‘altruistic’ surrogacy but is even more likely if substantial
payments are involved.
It is well-known that women and girls are groomed and/or coerced into prostitution by partners and ‘boyfriends’ who act as their pimp and take all or
much of their earnings. This is a major route by which many women enter prostitution and is a major factor in preventing their exit. There is no reason to
expect that the same dynamics will not occur in relation to surrogacy if it is opened up and provides opportunities to make significant amounts of money.
If the law commissioners’ proposals are enacted, there must therefore also be legislation that prohibits coercing a woman into a surrogacy arrangement.
This should be a criminal offence and carry a hefty penalty – in recognition that it is a human rights violation and so that it acts as a deterrent. That such a
law would be difficult to enforce just adds to the arguments for why paid surrogacy is a bad idea – and especially for women.
It would be far better to simply ban all surrogacy arrangements – or at the very least any payments beyond basic and essential expenses backed by
receipts and overseen by a judge.

Chapter 18: Impact

117  Consultation Question 109:

Please insert the year of birth here:

Not Answered

If international, in which country did the arrangement take place?:

Not Answered

Not Answered

118  Consultation Question 110:

Not Answered

Not Answered

Not Answered

Please provide the cost of any legal advice or representation below:

119  Consultation Question 111: We invite consultees’ views as to the impact (social, emotional, financial or otherwise) of the current law
where the intended parents are not the legal parents from birth of the child born of the surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

120  Consultation Question 112:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

121  Consultation Question 113:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

122  Consultation Question 114:

Please provide your views below:

123  Consultation Question 115:

Please provide your views below:



Please provide your views below:

124  Consultation Question 116:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

125  Consultation Question 117: We invite consultees’ views as to the specific impact of our proposals in Northern Ireland.

Please provide your views below:

126  Consultation Question 118: We invite consultees’ views as to any other impact that we have not specifically addressed in this chapter, or
the preceding chapters, of this Consultation Paper.

Please provide your views below:

It seems that before the law commissioners designed this consultation, they had already decided that surrogacy is a positive thing and so legislation
should enable it. This may be explained by a limited ‘pre-consultation’ mainly focusing on people who already had a vested interest in surrogacy –
‘intended parents,’ women who claim to have had a positive experience of surrogacy, and lawyers and other organisations who stand to make money
from commercial surrogacy if it is given the green light.
It seems that the law commissioners did not consider women as a group to be key stakeholders in this endeavour. This is a major error, because just as
all women are affected by the institution of prostitution, so all women will be affected by any opening up of commercial surrogacy in this country.
It could even be argued that one of the key drivers of commercial surrogacy is a desire by men to break the legal and cultural recognition of the unique
bond between birth mother and child – and indeed the proposals to make the ‘intended parents’ the legal parents from the moment of birth are a major
step in this direction, and are likely to have a significant impact down the line – potentially affecting the status of all women.
Paid surrogacy opens up enormous potential for abuse and risks spouses, partners and other family members coercing a woman into engaging in
commercial surrogacy for their (and not her) financial benefit. This will be a potential risk for thousands of women, which appears to have been
completely overlooked by the law commissioners.
UK and Scottish Law Commissions are obliged to comply with the Public Sector Equality Duty (PSED) when carrying out public functions, such as this
consultation. There doesn’t appear to be any evidence they have done so, because they have not provided their equality considerations and impact
assessments. As surrogacy has a very different impact on women and children than on adult males, we believe the law commissioners are in breach of
equality legislation.
The Equality and Human Rights Commission describes the obligations under the PSED to have due regard to the need to:
- Eliminate unlawful discrimination, harassment and victimisation and other conduct prohibited by the Act.
- Advance equality of opportunity between people who share a protected characteristic and those who do not.
- Foster good relations between people who share a protected characteristic and those who do not.
There are many ways in which opening up surrogacy in the UK is likely to worsen women’s position relative to men’s, and the relationship between the
sexes. Any loosening of the laws around surrogacy could therefore be considered discriminatory. Surrogacy is also likely to have an impact on the
relations between the different generations. Imagine the rage that young people may feel when they discover that their ‘parents’ not only bought them
but took advantage of their birth mothers.
It is of major concern that the law commissioners’ ethical arguments hinge on ideas that are not based on any recognised human rights instruments –
such as the idea that ‘procreative liberty’ confers some kind of human right to surrogacy and the idea that a woman has a human right to be a ‘surrogate.’
These arguments do not hold up to scrutiny and have been clearly rejected by the UN Special Rapporteur.*
It is shocking that the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ violate many of the recommendations of the UN Special Rapporteur that are designed to guard
against the sale of children and the exploitation of birth mothers, including:
- The birth mother must be accorded the status of legal mother at birth, and must be under no contractual or legal obligation to participate in the legal or
physical transfer of the child.
- All payments to the birth mother must be made before the legal and physical transfer of the child and must be non-reimbursable – even if she decides
not to relinquish the child.
- The birth mother’s choice to transfer the child “must be a gratuitous act, based on her own post-birth intentions, rather than on any legal or contractual
obligation.”
- Pre-conception checks, while encouraged, cannot take the place of appropriate welfare checks after the birth of the child.
- Decisions about parentage and parental responsibility must be made by a court or other competent authority on an individual basis after the birth with
the best interests of the child being paramount.
The consultation is confusing and it does not conform to the government’s consultation guidelines. There are too many questions, they are too detailed
and do not ask the important high-level questions – such as whether you think surrogacy can ever be ethical, etc.
For all these reasons, the law commissioners should go back to the drawing board and start again from the position of women’s and children’s human
rights. If it is found that there is no way to liberalise surrogacy law that is compliant with obligations under international treaties such as CEDAW and the
UNCRC and its first optional protocol, then the law must not be liberalised.
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx
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Surrogacy Consultation Questions 

Email the completed document to surrogacy@lawcommission.gov.uk before the deadline 
of 11 October 2019. 
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ABOUT YOU 

1. What is your name? 
Name (Required) 

 
 
2. If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a 
university), what is the name of your organisation? 
 
 
3. Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your 
organisation? 
(Required – Choose one response) 

• This is a personal response 

 

If other, please provide details: 

 
 
4. If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best 
describes you? 
(Choose one response) 

• Other individual 

5. What is your email address? 
Email address:  

 
 
If you enter your email address then you will automatically receive an acknowledgement email 
when you submit your response. 

6. What is your telephone number? 
Telephone number:  

 
 
7. If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be treated 
as confidential, please explain to us why you regard the information as confidential. As 
explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your explanation but cannot 
give an assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances. 
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Consultation Question 1. 
1. We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in England and Wales:  

(1) all international surrogacy arrangements should continue to be automatically allocated 
to a judge of the High Court; and 

YES 
 
International surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale, abuse and trafficking of 
children and the exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights issues of the utmost 
seriousness and so the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. For 
this reason these cases should continue to be heard by a judge of the High Court.  

 
(2) if international surrogacy arrangements are not automatically allocated to a judge of 

the High Court, circuit judges should be ticketed to hear such cases. 

Paragraph 6.42 

 

 

Consultation Question 2. 
1. We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in respect of England and Wales  

(1) domestic surrogacy cases which continue to require a post-birth parental order 
should continue to be heard by lay justices, or whether they should be allocated to another 
level of the judiciary; and 

(2) If consultees consider that such cases should be allocated to another level of the 
judiciary, which level of the judiciary would be appropriate. 

All surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale and trafficking of children and the 
exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights issues of the utmost seriousness and so the 
arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. For this reason these cases 
should NOT be heard by a lay judge but rather by a senior judge, e.g. ticketed to circuit judges or 
higher. 

Paragraph 6.51 
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Consultation Question 3. 
1. We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the 

current allocation rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation 
Questions 1 and 2. 

 
Paragraph 6.53 

 

 

Consultation Question 4. 
1. We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, the court should be placed under a 

duty to consider whether to make an order awarding the intended parents parental 
responsibility at the first directions hearing in the proceedings. 

Do consultees agree? 

(Note that this provisional proposal would be necessary only if our provisional proposal in 
Chapter 8 that all intended parents (whether in the new pathway or not) automatically 
acquire parental responsibility if the child is living with or being cared for by them is not 
supported by consultees). 

NO 
 
The UN Special Rapporteur recommends* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent 
authority AFTER the birth and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration. 
Nothing about the transfer of parental responsibility should be automatic and all options should be 
open. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 6.58 
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Consultation Question 5. 
1. We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the FPR 2010 

should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the 
proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise.  

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 6.72 

 

 

Consultation Question 6. 
1. We invite consultees’ views as to whether they are of the view that, in Scotland:  

(1) there is a need for greater consistency and clarity in provisions relating to the 
expenses of curators ad litem and reporting officers and, if so, how this should be 
addressed;   

(2) it should be provided by statute that, at the initial hearing or any subsequent hearing 
for a parental order, the court may make any such interim order or orders for parental 
responsibilities and parental rights as it sees fit; and/or 

(3) further procedural reform is needed and, if so, what that reform should be. 

 
Paragraph 6.110 
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Consultation Question 7. 
1. In respect of a domestic surrogacy arrangement, we provisionally propose that, before the 

child is conceived, where the intended parents and surrogate have: 

(1) entered into an agreement including the prescribed information, which will include a 
statement as to legal parenthood on birth, 

(2) complied with procedural safeguards for the agreement, and 

(3) met eligibility requirements, 

on the birth of the child the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child, subject 
to the surrogate’s right to object. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I vehemently disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s key 
recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the Protection of Children and Cooperation in 
respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. These require the birth mother to have legal parenthood 
and parental responsibility when the child is born and that her consent to giving up the child must 
be freely given AFTER the child's birth. I believe that this important safeguard against the sale of 
children and the exploitation of birth mothers should apply equally to surrogacy arrangements, in 
both an international and a domestic context. 
 
This proposal would set a very dangerous precedent for all women, all mothers, all children and all 
of the implications need to be fully understood. There is no evidence in the consultation paper that 
the law commissioners have considered these more general implications fully, if at all. 
 
I understand that the proposal to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ legal parenthood at 
birth is based on (or justif ied by) in part at least the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ mothers 
prior to the consultation. I do not agree that these claimed wishes alone justify measures that 
contravene the recommendations of the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague 
Convention that are designed to reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and to protect 
birth mothers. 
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to encourage or condone 
a system that would require women to deliberately conceive and subsequently give birth with the 
expectation that they would have little or no legal responsibility for the child. The rights of the child 
must be prioritised regardless whether that is what some ‘surrogate’ mothers say they want or not. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.13 

 

 



8 

Consultation Question 8. 
1. We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations and licensed clinics should 

be under a duty to keep a record of surrogacy arrangements under the new pathway to 
which they are a party, with such records being retained for a specified minimum period. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy 
organisations. 

 
2. We invite consultees’ views as to what the length of that period should be: whether 100 

years or another period. 

Paragraph 8.14 

 
 

Consultation Question 9. 
1. We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes 

should apply to traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated surrogacy 
organisation is involved. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations, because they would 
inevitably lead to a normalising of surrogacy and an increase in its prevalence. 

Paragraph 8.21 

 
 

Consultation Question 10. 
1. We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a 

traditional, domestic surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from entering 
into the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway.’  
Paragraph 8.22 
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Consultation Question 11. 
1. We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the surrogate should have the right to object to the acquisition of legal parenthood by 
the intended parents, for a fixed period after the birth of the child;  

(2) this right to object should operate by the surrogate making her objection in writing 
within a defined period, with the objection being sent to both the intended parents and 
the body responsible for the regulation of surrogacy; and 

(3) the defined period should be the applicable period for birth registration less one week. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposal that the ‘intended parents’ should automatically acquire 
legal parenthood at birth and that the birth mother has only a limited time to object. This 
contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations,* including that the birth mother is the 
legal parent at birth and that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in 
surrogacy arrangements are taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth, with 
the child’s best interests being the paramount consideration. 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to give 
the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as the 
most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before the 
expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.35 
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Consultation Question 12. 
1. We provisionally propose that, where the surrogate objects to the intended parents acquiring 

legal parenthood within the period fixed after birth, the surrogacy arrangement should no 
longer be able to proceed in the new pathway, with the result that: 

(1) the surrogate will be the legal parent of the child;  

(2) if one of the intended parents would, under the current law, be a legal parent of the 
child, then he or she will continue to be a legal parent in these circumstances; and 

(3) the intended parents would be able to make an application for a parental order to 
obtain legal parenthood. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly with the ‘intended 
parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects.  
 
The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil partner 
if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent change of legal parenthood and parental 
responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth and with the 
child’s best interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN Special 
Rapporteur’s recommendations.* 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to give 
the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as the 
most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before the 
expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.36 
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Consultation Question 13. 
1. We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway: 

(1) the intended parents should be required to make a declaration on registering the birth 
of the child that they have no reason to believe that the surrogate has lacked capacity 
at any time during the period in which she had the right to object to the intended 
parents acquiring legal parenthood; 

(2) if the intended parents cannot provide this declaration then, during the period in which 
she has the right to object to the intended parents acquiring legal parenthood, the 
surrogate should be able to provide a positive consent to such acquisition; and 

(3) if the intended parents are unable to make this declaration and the surrogate is 
unable to provide the positive consent within the relevant period, the surrogacy 
arrangement should exit the new pathway and the intended parents should be able to 
make an application for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended parents’ 
acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects.  
 
The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil partner 
if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent change of legal parenthood and parental 
responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth and with the 
child’s best interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN Special 
Rapporteur’s recommendations.* 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to give 
the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as the 
most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before the 
expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.37 
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Consultation Question 14. 
1. We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway, the welfare of the child to be born as a 

result of the surrogacy arrangement: 

(1) should be assessed in the way set out in Chapter 8 of the current Code of Practice; 

(2) either the regulated surrogacy organisation or regulated clinic, as appropriate, should 
be responsible for ensuring that this procedure is followed; and 

(3) there should be no requirement for any welfare assessment of the child after his or 
her birth. 

Do consultees agree? 
 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s 
recommendation* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in 
surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth 
and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration. A welfare assessment is an 
absolute requirement if an informed decision is to be made about the child’s best interest. 
Therefore a welfare assessment MUST be made after the child’s birth. 
 
The pre-conception assessment would typically have been carried out more than a year before the 
birth of the child. Much can change in that time.  
 
The justif ication that a welfare assessment after the birth of the child is not necessary because 
parents of children born through the normal process are not subject to such checks does not hold. 
Pregnancy, birth and the post-partum changes are intense physical and existential experiences 
that change you and prime you to love and be sensitive to the new-born child and rise to the 
challenge of the enormous task of raising him or her to adulthood. For obvious reasons ‘intended 
parents’ do not have this advantage.  
 
In addition, pregnancy and childbirth are a huge investment of the birth mother’s physical, 
physiological and emotional resources, which means she has already made a huge and 
unquantif iable, nearly year-long, commitment to the child. This means her practical and emotional 
commitment to the child is already well-developed, giving her the best chance of surmounting all 
the diff iculties that will inevitably arise over the course of the child’s childhood and adolescence.  
 
The ‘intended parents’ have had no similar experience. The investment of f inancial resources does 
not in any way prepare you for the practical reality of caring for a new-born child and the long road 
of nurturing and shepherding him or her to adulthood. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.51 
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Consultation Question 15. 
1. We provisionally propose that, for a child born as a result of a surrogacy arrangement under 

the new pathway, where the surrogate has exercised her right to object to the intended 
parents’ acquisition of legal parenthood at birth, the surrogate’s spouse or civil partner, if 
any, should not be a legal parent of the child. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘new pathway.’  
 
There is a very real risk that spouses and partners will coerce women into being a ‘surrogate’ for 
f inancial gain. This risk is likely to increase if he or she does not have legal parenthood or parental 
responsibility for any children born of the arrangement. This is enough reason to reject this 
proposal. 
 
However, it also represents a significant change in legal parenthood rules and would therefore 
have an implication for all children, all families because it would set a precedent. It should not be 
introduced without a full assessment of all the implications, including on the rights of mothers and 
children. There is no evidence that the law commissioners have carried out any such assessment. 
 
2. We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in the case of a surrogacy arrangement outside 

the new pathway, the surrogate’s spouse or civil partner should continue to be a legal parent 
of the child born as a result of the arrangement. 

YES 
 
The normal legal parenthood rules should apply. This will reduce the risk of spouses and partners 
coercing women into surrogacy for f inancial gain. 

Paragraph 8.57 
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Consultation Question 16. 
1. We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway, where a child born of a surrogacy 

arrangement is stillborn: 

(1) the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child unless the surrogate 
exercises her right to object; and 

(2) the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being registered as 
the parents before the expiry of the period of the right to object. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended parents’ 
acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects. The birth mother 
should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should not change if the child is 
stillborn. 
 
2. We provisionally propose that, outside the new pathway, where a child born of a surrogacy 

arrangement is stillborn, the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents 
being registered as the parents before the expiry of the period allowed for the registration of 
the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a declaration to the effect that the 
relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the 
stillbirth. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the birth parents in this 
situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should 
not change if the child is stillborn and the registration should accurately reflect this. 

Paragraph 8.77 
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Consultation Question 17. 
1. We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, where 

the child dies before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able to 
consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents before the expiry of the 
period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have made 
a declaration to the effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are 
satisfied, on registration of the birth. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in this 
situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and if the child 
dies before the parental order, the registration of birth should accurately reflect that the birth 
mother was the legal parent. 

Paragraph 8.79 

 

 

Consultation Question 18. 
1. For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether, 

where the surrogate dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during which she can 
exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the new pathway and the 
intended parents should be required to make an application for a parental order. 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 8.80 
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Consultation Question 19. 
1. We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, where both 

intended parents die during the surrogate’s pregnancy, the intended parents should be 
registered as the child’s parents on birth, subject to the surrogate not exercising her right to 
object within the defined period. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with the deceased 
‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in this situation. The birth mother should 
always be the legal parent of the child at birth and the registration of birth should accurately reflect 
this. 
 
2. We invite consultees’ views as to whether, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new 

pathway, where both intended parents die during the surrogate’s pregnancy or before a 
parental order is made: 

(1) it should be competent for an application to be made, by a person who claims an 
interest under section 11(3)(a) of the Children (Scotland) Act 1995, or who would be 
permitted to apply for an order under section 8 of the Children Act 1989: 

(a) for an order for appointment as guardian of the child, and 

(b) for a parental order in the name of the intended parents, subject to the 
surrogate’s consent; or 

(2) the surrogate should be registered as the child’s mother and it should not be possible 
for the intended parents to be registered as the child’s parents, but that there should 
be a procedure for the surrogate to provide details of the intended parents, and, if 
relevant, gamete donors, for entry onto the register of surrogacy arrangements. 

The intended parents should NOT be registered as the child’s parents if they are already deceased 
– so option (2) is preferable. 

Paragraph 8.81 
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Consultation Question 20. 
1. We provisionally propose that, where an application is made for a parental order by a sole 

applicant under section 54A: 

(1) the applicant should have to make a declaration that it was always intended that there 
would only be a single applicant for a parental order in respect of the child concerned 
or to supply the name and contact details of the other intended parent;  

(2) if details of another intended parent are supplied, a provision should be made for 
notice to be given to the potential second intended parent of the application and an 
opportunity given to that party to provide notice of opposition within a brief period (of, 
say, 14 to 21 days); and 

(3) if the second intended parent gives notice of his or her intention to oppose, he or she 
should be required to make his or her own application within a brief period (say 14 
days), otherwise the application of the first intended parent will be determined by the 
court. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 8.86 

 

 

Consultation Question 21. 
1. We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases; and 

(2) how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this model. 

I profoundly oppose a three-parent model of legal parenthood, even if it is temporary. The birth 
mother should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental 
responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority 
AFTER the birth of the child with the best interests of the child being the paramount consideration, 
as recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.91 
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Consultation Question 22. 
1. We invite consultees’ views:  

(1) as to whether there should be any additional oversight in the new pathway that we 
have proposed, leading to the acquisition of legal parenthood by the intended parents 
at birth; and 

(2) if so, as to whether should this oversight be: 

(a) administrative, or 

(b) judicial. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should be the 
legal parent and have parental responsibility at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood 
and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other 
competent authority AFTER the birth of the child based on the best interests of the child, as 
recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.93 

 

 

Consultation Question 23. 
1. In respect of England and Wales, we invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether the welfare checklist, contained in section 1(3) of the Children Act 1989, 
should be amended to provide for the court to have regard to additional specific 
factors in the situation where it is considering the arrangements for a child in the 
context of a dispute about a surrogacy arrangement; and 

(2) if so, as to what those additional factors should be. 

The child’s best interests should drive all decisions about the child in the event of a dispute about a 
surrogacy arrangement. The welfare checklist provides a comprehensive summary of the issues to 
be considered and is adequate as it is, and conforms to the UN Special Rapporteur’s 
recommendation* that the child’s best interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not 
believe any other factors should be added. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx  

Paragraph 8.120 
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Consultation Question 24. 
1. In respect of England and Wales, we invite consultees’ views: 

(1) as to whether the checklist, contained in section 1(4) of the ACA 2002 (as applied and 
modified by regulation 2 and paragraph 1 of Schedule 1 of the 2018 Regulations) 
should be further amended to provide for the court to have regard to additional 
specific factors in the situation where it is considering whether to make a parental 
order; and 

(2) what those additional factors should be. 

The child’s best interests should drive all decisions when considering whether to make a parental 
order. The welfare checklist provides a comprehensive summary of the issues to be considered 
and is adequate as it is, and it conforms to UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendation* that the 
child’s best interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not believe any other factors 
should be added. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.121 

 

 

Consultation Question 25. 
1. We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be 

amended to add the intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section 8 
order without leave. 

NO 
 
There are real risks of the sale and trafficking of children and of exploitation of the birth mother and 
her reproductive capacities in all surrogacy arrangements. The court should therefore always have 
oversight of the arrangements. I am also concerned that there should be no liberalisation of the 
law on surrogacy because of the potential human rights abuses involved. I do not believe that 
‘intended parents’ should be added to the list of those who can apply for a section 8 order without 
leave. 

Paragraph 8.123 
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Consultation Question 26. 
1. We provisionally propose that, where a child is born as a result of a surrogacy arrangement 

outside the new pathway, the intended parents should acquire parental responsibility 
automatically where: 

(1) the child is living with them or being cared for by them; and  

(2) they intend to apply for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with this proposal. The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth and all 
decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should 
be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, as recommended by 
the UN Special Rapporteur* in order to reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and 
the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility is 
based on (or justif ied by) the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the 
consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify measures that contravene recommendations of the 
UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to reduce 
the risk of the sale and trafficking of children.  
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system that 
would require women to give birth with the expectation that they would have no legal responsibility 
for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must be prioritised 
regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.132 
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Consultation Question 27. 
1. We provisionally propose that, where a child is born as a result of a surrogacy arrangement 

in the new pathway: 

(1) the intended parents should acquire parental responsibility on the birth of the child; 
and 

(2) if the surrogate exercises her right to object, the intended parents should continue to 
have parental responsibility for the child where the child is living with, or being cared 
for by, them, and they intend to apply for a parental order.  

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended 
parents’ should acquire parentage or parental responsibility automatically. The birth mother should 
be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility 
in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the 
birth of the child, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the 
recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale 
and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility is 
based on (or justif ied by) the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the 
consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify a measure that contravenes recommendations of 
the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to 
reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children.  
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system that 
would require women to give birth with the expectation that they would have no responsibility for 
that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must be prioritised 
regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.134 
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Consultation Question 28. 
1. We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the 

surrogate should retain parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the 
arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right to object, 
assuming that she does not exercise her right to object. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I agree that the birth mother should have parental responsibility for the child but NOT that the 
‘intended parents’ should get automatic legal parenthood and parental responsibility. 
 
All decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements 
should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, with the 
child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN Special 
Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the 
exploitation of women and their women’s reproductive capacities. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.139 

 

 

Consultation Question 29. 
1. For all surrogacy arrangements, we invite consultees’ views as to:  

(1) whether there is a need for any restriction to be placed on the exercise of parental 
responsibility by either the surrogate (or other legal parent), or the intended parents, 
during the period in which parental responsibility is shared; and 

(2) whether it should operate to restrict the exercise of parental responsibility by the party 
not caring for the child or with whom the child is not living. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should have legal 
parenthood and parental responsibility at and after the birth and all subsequent decisions involving 
legal parenthood and parental responsibility should be taken by a court or other competent 
authority, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of 
the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of 
children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.140 
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Consultation Question 30. 
1. We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the 

scope of the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 9.29 

 
 

Consultation Question 31. 
1. We invite the views of independent surrogates, and intended parents who have used 

independent surrogacy arrangements, to tell us about their experience. In particular, we 
would be interested to hear about any health screening, counselling and legal advice that 
took place. 

N/A 
Paragraph 9.35 

 

 

Consultation Question 32. 
1. We invite consultees’ views as to whether independent surrogacy arrangements should be 

brought within the scope of the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts 
binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first optional protocol. 
 
2. We invite consultees’ views as to how independent surrogacy arrangements might be 

brought within the scope of the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts 
binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first optional protocol. 

Paragraph 9.36 
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Consultation Question 33. 
1. We provisionally propose that: 

(1) there should be regulated surrogacy organisations;  

NO 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to be 
a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 

(2) there should be no requirement for a regulated surrogacy organisation to take a 
particular form; and 

OTHER 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to be 
a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 

(3) each surrogacy organisation should be required to appoint an individual responsible 
for ensuring that the organisation complies with regulation. 

Do consultees agree?  

OTHER 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to be 
a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.61 
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Consultation Question 34. 
1. We provisionally propose that the person responsible must be responsible for: 

(1) representing the organisation to, and liaising with, the regulator; 

(2) managing the regulated surrogacy organisation with sufficient care, competence and 
skill; 

(3) ensuring the compliance of the organisation with relevant law and regulation, 
including the creation, maintenance and operation of necessary policies and 
procedures; 

(4) training any staff, including that of the person responsible; and 

(5) providing data to the regulator and to such other person as required by law. 

Do consultees agree? 

None of the above. 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to be 
a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
2. We invite consultees to identify any other responsibilities which a responsible individual 

should have. 

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to be 
a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
3. We invite consultees’ views as to what experience, skills and qualif ications a person 

responsible for a surrogacy organisation should have. 

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to be 
a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.62 

 

 



26 

Consultation Question 35. 
1. We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit 

making bodies. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction 
surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and would 
drive an increase in surrogacy. Even if surrogacy organisations are non-profit making, they will 
inevitably be driven by commercial imperatives (for example, to cover costs, salaries, etc.) and will 
need to continuously seek new business and to convince or coerce more women to act as 
‘surrogates.’ 
 
Deriving income from surrogacy is abhorrent and, given the parallels between surrogacy and 
prostitution, is a potential violation of Article 6 of CEDAW, which prohibits third-parties profiting or 
otherwise benefiting from the prostitution of women. 

Paragraph 9.84 

 

 

Consultation Question 36. 
1. We invite consultees’ views as to what should be included in the definition of matching and 

facilitation services. 

I disagree with organisations being able to provide matching and facilitation services, because that 
would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights 
of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.94 
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Consultation Question 37. 
1. We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer 

matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated surrogacy 
organisations or any other organisations being able to provide matching and facilitation services 
for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I 
consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
  
2. We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should be 

able to offer matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements outside 
the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated surrogacy 
organisations or any other organisations being able to provide matching and facilitation services 
for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I 
consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.95 

 

 

Consultation Question 38. 
1. We invite consultees’ views as to the sanctions that should be available against 

organisations that offer matching and facilitation services without being regulated to do so, 
and whether these should be criminal, civil or regulatory. 

I do not accept that matching and facilitation services should be allowed – regardless who they are 
provided by – because they would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I consider a 
violation of the human rights of both women and children. Offering such services should be a 
criminal offence. 

Paragraph 9.97 
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Consultation Question 39. 
1. We provisionally propose that the remit of the Human Fertilisation and Embryology Authority 

be expanded to include the regulation of regulated surrogacy organisations, and oversight of 
compliance with the proposed legal requirements for the new pathway to legal parenthood. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction 
surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and would 
drive an increase in surrogacy.  
 
2. If consultees agree, we invite their views as to how the Authority’s Code of Practice should 

apply to regulated surrogacy organisations, including which additional or new areas of 
regulation should be applied. 

Paragraph 9.117 

 

 

Consultation Question 40. 
1. We provisionally propose that surrogacy agreements should remain unenforceable (subject 

to the exception we provisionally propose in Consultation Question 88 in relation to financial 
terms).  

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 9.129 
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Consultation Question 41. 
1. We provisionally propose that there should be no prohibition against charging for 

negotiating, facilitating and advising on surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I VEHEMENTLY disagree with this proposal and the opening up of surrogacy in this country, 
because I consider it a violation of the human rights of both women and the child. The idea of 
organisations charging to facilitate it is utterly abhorrent and violates the spirit, if not the letter, of 
Article 6 of CEDAW, given the parallels between surrogacy and prostitution. Article 6 prohibits the 
exploitation of the prostitution of women – which includes deriving any form of benefit from 
women’s prostitution. 

Paragraph 9.135 

 

 

Consultation Question 42. 
1. We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy should 

be removed, with the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything that can 
lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I VEHEMENTLY disagree with removing the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy. 
Surrogacy is a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and enabling advertising 
sites (and other ‘service’ organisations) to financially benefit from it is abhorrent. 
 
At this time of increasing poverty and inequality, it would be unethical to promote the idea that 
being a ‘surrogate’ mother would be a solution to an impoverished woman’s financial problems. If 
this proposal is implemented, Facebook and Google are likely present surrogacy ads to female 
students and young women suggesting that becoming a ‘surrogate’ would provide the solution to 
their f inancial worries. The most disadvantaged young women would be the most vulnerable to this 
idea and it is doubtful it would ever truly be in her best interest. 
 
Just as we protect disadvantaged people from the temptation of selling their kidneys for money, we 
need to protect disadvantaged women from the temptation of renting their wombs. This means that 
advertising of surrogacy MUST remain banned. 

Paragraph 9.145 
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Consultation Question 43. 
1. We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, where the making of a parental order 

in respect of a child born of a surrogacy arrangement has been recorded in the Parental 
Order Register, the child should be able to access his or her original birth certif icate at the 
age of 18. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 10.80 

 
 

Consultation Question 44. 
1. We provisionally propose that where children are born of surrogacy arrangements that result 

in the intended parents being recorded as parents on the birth certif icate, the full form of that 
certif icate should make clear that the birth was the result of a surrogacy arrangement. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended 
parents’ should be recorded as parents on the original birth certif icate. The birth mother should be 
recorded as the birth mother on the birth certificate and all decisions involving legal parenthood 
and parental responsibility should be taken after the birth by a court or other competent authority, 
with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN 
Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and 
the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
However, if the ‘intended parents’ are recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of 
the certif icate should make clear that the birth was the result of a surrogacy arrangement. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 10.85 
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Consultation Question 45. 
1. We invite consultees’ views as to whether the birth registration system in England and 

Wales requires reform and, if so, which reforms they would like to see. 

I do not consider the birth registration system to be in need for reform. I am particularly opposed to 
changes to allow for the registration of three parents or for anyone other than the birth mother to 
be recorded as the mother on the original birth certif icate. Such proposals could lead to the 
facilitation of the sale of children and an erosion of mothers’ rights and a diluting of the 
understanding that the relationship between the birth mother and the child is unique. 

Paragraph 10.87 

 

 

Consultation Question 46. 
1. We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has 

been the subject of a parental order should be able to access all the documents contained in 
the court’s file for those parental order proceedings. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 10.89 
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Consultation Question 47. 
1. We provisionally propose that a national register of surrogacy arrangements should be 

created to record the identity of the intended parents, the surrogate and the gamete donors. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
2. We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the register should be maintained by the Authority; 

(2) the register should record information for all surrogacy arrangements, whether in or 
outside the new pathway, provided that the information about who has contributed 
gametes for the conception of the child has been medically verif ied, and that the 
information should include: 

(a) identifying information about all the parties to the surrogacy arrangement, and 

(b) non-identifying information about those who have contributed gametes to the 
conception of the child; and 

(3) to facilitate the record of this information, the application form/petition for a parental 
order should record full information about a child’s genetic heritage where available 
and established by DNA or medical evidence, recording the use of an anonymous 
gamete donor if that applies. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy 
organisations. However, should surrogacy take place, it is important that the children have access 
to information about their origins and these proposals seem generally sound, except that the 
information held on gamete donors should also include identifying information – because otherwise 
it trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the right to know her or his genetic 
parentage. 

Paragraph 10.102 
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Consultation Question 48. 
1. We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate 

and the intended parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy 
arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy arrangement. 

I agree but with the proviso that all the information should be identifying – because otherwise it 
trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the right to know her or his genetic parentage. 

Paragraph 10.104 

 

 

Consultation Question 49. 
1. We provisionally propose that a child born of a surrogacy arrangement should be able to 

access the information recorded in the register from the age of 18 for identifying information, 
and 16 for non-identifying information (if such information is included on the register), 
provided that he or she has been given a suitable opportunity to receive counselling about 
the implications of compliance with this request. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
2. We invite consultees’ views as to whether a child under the age of 18 or 16 (depending on 

whether the information is identifying or non-identifying respectively) should be able to 
access the information in the register and, if so, in which circumstances: 

(1) where his or her legal parents have consented; 

(2) if he or she has received counselling and the counsellor judges that he or she is 
sufficiently mature to receive this information; and/or 

(3) in any other circumstances. 

I agree with (1) and (2) and believe there might be other circumstances where this is reasonable. 
Paragraph 10.110 
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Consultation Question 50. 
1. We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any provision for those born of a 

surrogacy arrangement to make a request for information to disclose whether a person 
whom he or she is intending to marry, or with whom he or she intends to enter into a civil 
partnership or intimate physical relationship, was carried by the same surrogate. 

YES, this should be possible. 
Paragraph 10.114 

 

 

Consultation Question 51. 
1. We provisionally propose that where two people are born to, and genetically related through, 

the same surrogate, they should be able to access the register to identify each other, if they 
both wish to do so. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
2. We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be provision to allow people born to 

the same surrogate – but who are not genetically related – to access the register to identify 
each other, if they both wish to do so. 

YES, I agree. 
Paragraph 10.121 

 

 

Consultation Question 52. 
1. We invite consultees’ views as to whether provision should be made to allow a person 

carried by a surrogate, and the surrogate’s own child, to access the register to identify each 
other, if they both wish to do so: 

(1) if they are genetically related through the surrogate; and/or 

(2) if they are not genetically related through the surrogate. 

YES to both (1) and (2) 
Paragraph 10.123 
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Consultation Question 53. 
1. For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to 

whether details of an intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental 
order should be recorded in the register. 

The intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded in 
the register. 

Paragraph 10.128 

 

 

Consultation Question 54. 
1. We provisionally propose that the six month time limits in sections 54 and 54A of the HFEA 

2008 for making a parental order application should be abolished. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain 
circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child. 

Paragraph 11.20 
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Consultation Question 55. 
1. We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the current circumstances in which the consent of the surrogate (and any other legal 
parent) is not required, namely where a person cannot be found or is incapable of 
giving agreement, should continue to be available; 

NO  
 
I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child 
trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s wombs. An adoption order can be considered 
as an option when a parental order is not possible. 
 

(2) the court should have the power to dispense with the consent of the surrogate, and 
any other legal parent of the child, in the following circumstances: 

(a) where the child is living with the intended parents, with the consent of the 
surrogate and any other legal parent, or 

(b) following a determination by the court that the child should live with the 
intended parents; and 

(3) the court’s power to dispense with consent should be subject to the paramount 
consideration of the child’s welfare throughout his or her life guided by the factors set 
out in section 1 of the Adoption and Children Act 2002 and, in Scotland, in line with 
the section 14(3) of the Adoption and Children (Scotland) Act 2007. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child 
trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s wombs. An adoption order can be considered 
as an option when a parental order is not possible. 

Paragraph 11.58 
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Consultation Question 56. 
1. We provisionally propose that, both for a parental order and in the new pathway, the 

intended parents or one of the intended parents must be domiciled or habitually resident in 
the UK, Channel Islands or Isle of Man. 

Do consultees agree?  

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The ‘intended parents’ should be 
domiciled (and not simply habitually resident) in the UK in order to avoid surrogacy tourism. 
 
2. We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any additional conditions 

imposed on the test of habitual residence, for example, a qualifying period of habitual 
residence required to satisfy the test. 

I profoundly disagree with opening up parental orders to ‘intended parents’ who are habitual 
residents but not domiciled in the UK – because of the risk of surrogacy tourism. 

Paragraph 12.15 

 

 

Consultation Question 57. 
1. We invite consultees’ views on whether: 

(1) the qualifying categories of relationship in section 54(2) of the HFEA 2008 should be 
reformed and, if so, how; or 

(2) the requirement should be removed, subject to two persons who are within the 
prohibited degrees of relationship being prevented from applying. 

The qualifying categories of relationship should not be reformed or removed. 
Paragraph 12.29 
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Consultation Question 58. 
1. We provisionally propose that to use the new pathway, intended parents should be required 

to make a declaration in the surrogacy agreement that they intend for the child’s home to be 
with them. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.  

Paragraph 12.34 
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Consultation Question 59. 
1. We provisionally propose that the new pathway –  

(1) should not impose a requirement that the intended parent, or one of the intended 
parents, provide gametes for the conception of the child, so that double donation of 
gametes is permitted, but 

(2) that double donation should only be permitted in cases of medical necessity, meaning 
that there is not an intended parent who is able to provide a gamete due to infertility. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic link should 
be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 
 
2. We invite consultees’ views as to whether double donation should be permitted under the 

parental order pathway (to the same extent that it may be permitted in the new pathway) in 
domestic surrogacy arrangements.  

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and all other proposals that are 
likely to result in an increase in surrogacy. I therefore do not believe that double donation should 
be permitted under the parental order pathway in domestic surrogacy arrangements.  
 
3. We provisionally propose that the requirement that the intended parent or one of the 

intended parents contribute gametes to the conception of the child in the parental order 
pathway should be retained in international surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 12.64 
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Consultation Question 60. 
1. We provisionally propose that if the requirement for a genetic link is retained for domestic 

cases outside the new pathway, the requirement should not apply, subject to medical 
necessity, if the court determines that the intended parents in good faith began the 
surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway but were required to apply for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I fundamentally disagree with proposals to introduce the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic link 
should be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 

Paragraph 12.71 

 

 

Consultation Question 61. 
1. We provisionally propose that if double donation is permitted only in cases of medical 

necessity, an exception should be made to allow a parental order to be granted to a single 
parent without a genetic link where the intended parent’s former partner provides gametes 
but the intended parents’ relationship breaks down before the grant of a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 

Paragraph 12.76 
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Consultation Question 62. 
1. We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that a surrogacy 

arrangement has been used because of medical necessity: 

(1) for cases under the new pathway to parenthood; and/or 

(2) for cases where a post-birth parental order application is made. 

I oppose surrogacy and believe that it is a fundamental violation of women’s and children’s rights 
and that it should therefore be banned. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’  
 
2. We invite consultees’ views as to how a test of medical necessity for surrogacy, if it is 

introduced, should be defined and assessed. 

I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 
Paragraph 12.94 
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Consultation Question 63. 
1. We provisionally propose that in order to use the new pathway to parenthood, information 

identifying the child’s genetic parents and the surrogate must be provided for entry on the 
national register of surrogacy agreements prior to registration of the child’s birth. 

Do consultees agree?  

OTHER 
 
I profoundly oppose the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. However, I support the requirement in 
any surrogacy arrangements for the recording of the identity of all genetic parents and the birth 
mother. 
 
2. We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be a condition for an application for a 

parental order that: 

(1) those who contributed gametes are entered on the national register of surrogacy 
agreements; and/or 

(2) if it remains a requirement that one of the intended parents provided gametes in the 
conception of the child, that the genetic link is demonstrated to the court with medical 
or DNA evidence. 

While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, I support this condition for a parental order in 
the circumstances described in both (1) and (2). 
 
3. We provisionally propose that it should be a condition for the application of a parental order 

that the identity of the surrogate is entered on the national register of surrogacy agreements. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, if it happens, I support this provision. 
 

Paragraph 12.115 
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Consultation Question 64. 
1. We provisionally propose that there should be no maximum age limit for the grant of a 

parental order. The age of the intended parents should continue to be taken into account in 
the assessment of the welfare of the child in applications to grant a parental order.  

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
I am opposed to surrogacy and would like to see it banned, because it is a violation of both 
women’s and children’s human rights.  
 
Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society 
and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good health until the child reaches adulthood. 
Surrogacy is therefore particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. If surrogacy is to 
be opened up, a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is imperative. This will make it clear that 
society does not condone older people entering a surrogacy arrangement and will make it less 
likely that older people will go ahead with such an arrangement and present the court with a fait 
accompli. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement up to that age but not beyond. It is therefore 
imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
 
2. We invite consultees’ views as to whether under the new pathway there should be a 

maximum age limit for intended parents, and if so, what it should be. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be 
allowed, there should be a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ and it should be 45. 
 
Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society 
and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good health until the child reaches adulthood. I 
am opposed to surrogacy per se, because it is a violation of both women’s and children’s human 
rights. However, it is particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. I therefore consider 
that a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is important. This will make it clear that society 
does not consider it acceptable for older people to enter into a surrogacy arrangement and will 
make it less likely that they will. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement up to that age. It is therefore imperative that 
age limits are set very carefully.  
 
3. We provisionally propose that intended parents should be required to be at least 18 years 

old at the time that they enter into a surrogacy agreement under the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 
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OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be 
allowed, there should be a minimum age for ‘intended parents’ and it should be much older than 
18. I suggest that 25 would be more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement at that age. It is therefore imperative that 
age limits are set very carefully. What kind of society would want 18-year olds to believe that it 
would be reasonable for them to become ‘parents’ through a surrogacy arrangement – before they 
have taken even their f irst steps into independence and adulthood? 

Paragraph 12.133 
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Consultation Question 65. 
1. We provisionally propose that surrogates should be required to be at least 18 years of age 

(at the time of conception), in order for the court to have the power to make a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I am opposed to surrogacy per se and would like to see it banned, because I consider it a violation 
of both women’s and children’s human rights.  
 
At 18 a woman is barely out of childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish herself as 
an adult. This means that she is particularly vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There should 
be a significantly older minimum age for entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I suggest that 
25 years would be more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society 
sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy arrangement 
is a reasonable thing for them to be doing before they have taken even their f irst steps into 
independence and adulthood?  
 
2. We provisionally propose that surrogates should be required to be at least 18 years old at 

the time of entering into the surrogacy agreement within the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for a ‘new pathway’. At 18 a woman is barely out of 
childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish herself as an adult. This means that she 
is particularly vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There should be a significantly older 
minimum age for entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I suggest that 25 years would be 
more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society 
sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy arrangement 
is a reasonable thing for them to be doing before they have taken even their f irst steps into 
independence and adulthood?  

Paragraph 12.144 
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Consultation Question 66. 
1. We provisionally propose that medical testing of the surrogate, any partner of the surrogate, 

and any intended parent providing gametes should be required for the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
 
2. We invite consultees’ views as to whether the types of testing set out in the Code of Practice 

are feasible for traditional surrogacy arrangements outside a licensed clinic, and if not, 
which types of testing should be required for such arrangements. 

 
Paragraph 13.16 

 

 

Consultation Question 67. 
1. We provisionally propose that, as a condition of being eligible for entry into the new 

pathway: 

(1) the surrogate, her spouse, civil partner or partner (if any) and the intended parents 
intending to enter into a surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway should be 
required to attend counselling with regard to the implications of entering into that 
arrangement; and 

(2) the implications counselling should be provided by a counsellor who meets the 
requirements set out in the Code of Practice at paragraphs 2.14 to 2.15. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.44 

 

 



47 

Consultation Question 68. 
1. We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that the 

surrogate and the intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect of the 
law and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is signed. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.65 

 

 

Consultation Question 69. 
1. We provisionally propose that, as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway: 

(1) an enhanced criminal record certificate should be obtained for intended parents, 
surrogates and any spouses, civil partners or partners of surrogates;  

(2) the body overseeing the surrogate arrangement should not enable a surrogate 
arrangement to be proceed under the new pathway where a person screened is unsuitable 
for having being convicted of, or received a police caution for, any offence appearing on a 
prescribed list of offences; and  

(3) the body overseeing the surrogacy arrangement may also determine that a person 
is unsuitable based on the information provided in the enhanced record certificate.  

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
 
2. We invite consultees’ views as to whether the list of offences that applies in the case of 

adoption is appropriate in the case of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.73 
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Consultation Question 70. 
1. We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the surrogate 

has previously given birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway. 

OTHER 
 
I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. 
 
Society should not condone women who have never had a child of their own entering an 
arrangement to undergo pregnancy and childbirth for someone else. It is impossible to understand 
what pregnancy and childbirth are like and how they will change you until or unless you have had 
that experience yourself. 

Paragraph 13.95 

 

 

Consultation Question 71. 
1. We provisionally propose that there should not be a maximum number of surrogate 

pregnancies that a woman can undertake as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. 
 
Society should not condone women undergoing multiple ‘surrogate’ pregnancies and childbirths. 
Even the Kennel Club recognises that female dogs should not be allowed to undertake more than 
four pregnancies. It is abhorrent that female dogs have better protections than women would have 
under this proposal. 

Paragraph 13.99 
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Consultation Question 72. 
1. We invite consultees’ views as to whether payment of costs by the intended parents to the 

surrogate should be able to be: 

(1) based on an allowance;  

(2) based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, but without the need for production 
of receipts; or 

(3) based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, and only on production of receipts. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.16 
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Consultation Question 73. 
1. We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate essential costs relating 
to the pregnancy; and 

(2) the types of expenditure which should be considered “essential”.   

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above the actual 
essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, 
and travel to medical appointments – backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.22 
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Consultation Question 74. 
1. We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate 
additional costs relating to the pregnancy; and 

(2) the types of expenditure which should be considered additional, rather than essential.   

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above the actual 
essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, 
and travel to medical appointments – backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.26 

 

 

Consultation Question 75. 
1. We invite consultees’ views as to:  

(1) whether intended parents should be permitted to pay all costs that arise from entering 
into a surrogacy arrangement, and those unique to a surrogate pregnancy; and 

(2) the types of cost which should be included within this category. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.29 
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Consultation Question 76. 
1. We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be 

able to pay their surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or 
self-employed). 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost earnings. 

Paragraph 15.37 
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Consultation Question 77. 
1. We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be 

able to pay their surrogate either or both of the following lost potential earnings: 

(1) her lost employment-related potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 15.35 
above); and/or 

(2) other lost potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 15.36 above). 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost earnings. 

Paragraph 15.38 

 

 

Consultation Question 78. 
1. We invite consultees to share their experiences:  

(1) of the impact that payments received by a surrogate from the intended parents has 
had on the surrogate’s entitlement to means-tested social welfare benefits; and 

(2) where a surrogacy arrangement has had an impact on the surrogate’s entitlement to 
means-tested social welfare benefits, how that has been addressed in their surrogacy 
arrangement. 

N/A 
Paragraph 15.47 
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Consultation Question 79. 
1. We invite consultees’ views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay 

compensation to the surrogate for the following: 

(1) pain and inconvenience arising from the pregnancy and childbirth; 

(2) medical treatments relating to the surrogacy, including payments for each 
insemination or embryo transfer; and/or 

(3)  specified complications, including hyperemesis gravidarum, pre-eclampsia, an 
ectopic pregnancy, miscarriage, termination, caesarean birth, excessive 
haemorrhaging, perineal tearing, removal of fallopian tubes or ovaries or a 
hysterectomy. 

It is absurd to propose that one could place a monetary value on the pain of adverse pregnancy 
outcomes. In putting a price tag on perineal tear for example, some mothers report little pain or 
symptoms, others have profound ongoing fear of vaginal penetration, which can result in very 
significant emotional and relationship diff iculties. Infection may complicate healing, and some 
women report long term sequelae from this, such as impaired wound healing.  
 
Haematology conditions should also be considered. Blood loss, for example due to placental 
haemorrhage can be very significant, and potentially result in emergency hysterectomy and blood 
transfusion to save the life of the mother. It is a fact that although blood is thoroughly screened in 
the UK there still remains the potential for blood borne illnesses to be transmitted, and the fact that 
some of these may not have been identif ied yet by researchers is also a real risk to a mother 
receiving transfusion. Persons who have had a blood transfusion are currently unable to donate 
blood themselves in the UK, due to the risk of (vCJD) transmission. This is an indication of the 
gravity of receiving blood products.  
 
No medical intervention is EVER risk free. Receiving multiple blood products in the context of 
Massive Transfusion Protocol (eg platelets, Fresh Frozen Plasma, cryoprecipitate) only heighten 
those risks.  
 
Conditions such as HELLP (Haemolysis, Elevated Liver enzymes, Low Platelets) can be fatal, and 
although the maternal mortality rate is low, it can have significant sequelae, including renal failure 
potentially requiring dialysis, placental abruption (potentially fatal for mother and baby) permanent 
liver damage and retinal detachment resulting in visual impairment.  
 
Each of these conditions have long term consequences for a woman, psychologically, physically 
and emotionally, and may also affect her ability to return to work or care for other children.  
Also, the late complications of childbirth have been disregarded. Late consequences of childbirth 
can include vaginal or rectal prolapse, urinary and faecal incontinence. Women who have had a C 
section may experience ongoing pain around the scar. Some sources quote this as affecting 
between 6 and 18 percent of women. These symptoms can be profoundly distressing, and may 
take years to present (conversely, may present immediately). 
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How could we ensure that women suffering these complications are compensated? They are 
multifactorial, and risk increases with instrumented delivery and parity. How would it be proposed 
to unpick the role of a surrogate pregnancy in causing these symptoms in relation to other risk 
factors, for example parity, smoking history, personal medical history? 
 
Psychiatric conditions are also absent from this list. Complications including depression and 
anxiety may be worsened by pregnancy. Other mental health conditions such as post natal 
depression and post partum psychosis can be fatal, and impact on a woman’s health for many 
years to come. I’m quite shocked that none of these conditions have been explicitly mentioned and 
it does make me wonder how the list of complications was created. I’d also like to know what level 
of haemorrhage would be considered “excessive”. 
 
The wording of the question “should” be able to pay compensation is not the same as being 
mandated to do so. This potentially creates a situation where some “luckier” women would receive 
compensation others would not. 
 
All of the above illustrates the risks of surrogacy and confirms my support for a total ban on 
surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.  
 
2. We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other matters in respect of which 

intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate compensation. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.  
 
3. We invite consultees’ views as to whether the level of compensation payable should be: 

(1) a fixed fee set by the regulator (operating as a cap on the maximum payable), or  

(2) left to the parties to negotiate.   

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
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I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. 
Paragraph 15.53 
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Consultation Question 80. 
1. We invite consultees views’ as to whether intended parents should be able to pay 

compensation to the surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the 
surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for the surrogate. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question illustrates the risks of surrogacy and why I oppose it.  

Paragraph 15.56 
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Consultation Question 81. 
1. We invite consultees’ views as to whether:  

(1) intended parents should be able to buy gifts for the surrogate; and 

(2) if so, specific provision should be made for these gifts to be modest or reasonable in 
nature. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to give the birth mother gifts. 

Paragraph 15.60 
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Consultation Question 82. 
1. We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be possible for the intended parents to 

agree to pay a woman for the service of undertaking a surrogacy. 

It should not be possible for the intended parents to agree to pay a woman for the service 
of undertaking a surrogacy. (check box) 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her ‘services’. 
 
2. We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay a 

woman for the service of undertaking surrogacy, whether that the fee should be: 

(1) any sum agreed between the parties to the surrogacy; or 

(2) a fixed fee set by the regulator. 

Neither. 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her ‘services’. 
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3. We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay a 
woman a fixed fee for the service of undertaking surrogacy, what, if any, other payments the 
law should permit, in addition to that f ixed fee: 

(1) no other payments; 

(2) essential costs relating to the pregnancy; 

(3) additional costs relating to the pregnancy; 

(4) lost earnings; 

(5) compensation for pain and inconvenience, medical treatment and complications, and 
the death of the surrogate; and/or 

(6) gifts. 

Leave all check boxes blank. 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to make any type of fee or payment to 
the birth mother for her ‘services’. 

Paragraph 15.69 
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Consultation Question 83. 
1. We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be possible for any payment the law 

permits the intended parents to pay the surrogate for her services to be reduced in the event 
of a miscarriage or termination of the pregnancy. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their 
‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of surrogacy. 
 

2. We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if the law permits a fee payable to the surrogate 
to be able to be reduced in the event of a miscarriage or termination, whether such provision 
should apply: 

(1) in the first trimester of pregnancy only; 

(2) to any miscarriage or termination; or 

(3) some other period of time (please specify).   

None of the above. 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
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This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their 
‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of surrogacy. 

Paragraph 15.72 
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Consultation Question 84. 
1. We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to 

surrogates should be the same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to 
parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I am opposed to the ‘new pathway’ but consider that regardless of the surrogacy arrangement 
being used, the only payments that should ever be made are essential and basic expenses for 
which receipts are provided. 

Paragraph 15.74 
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Consultation Question 85. 
1. We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have not 

discussed which they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.75 

 

 

Consultation Question 86. 
1. We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that 

intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.76 
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Consultation Question 87. 
1. We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are specific methods of enforcing limitations 

that are placed on payments to surrogates that we should consider as part of our review: 

(1) for cases within the new pathway to parenthood; and  

(2) for cases where a parental order is made after the birth of the baby. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
The only payments that should be made are essential and basic expenses and for which receipts 
are provided. The judge or other competent authority should closely monitor all f inancial aspects of 
the arrangement (in line with the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations*) and refuse the 
parental order when payments have exceeded basic expenses. If it is not a judge overseeing the 
arrangements, the competent authority should be totally independent and not, for example, an 
agency (or ‘regulated surrogacy organisation’) that has been involved in the arrangements in any 
way. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 15.89 
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Consultation Question 88. 
1. We provisionally propose that financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into under 

the new pathway to parenthood should be enforceable by the surrogate. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
 
2. We provisionally propose that if the financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into 

under the new pathway become enforceable, the ability to do so should not be dependent 
on the surrogate complying with any terms of the agreement relating to her lifestyle. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The idea that a ‘surrogacy 
agreement’ could place restrictions on the birth mother’s lifestyle is utterly abhorrent. 

Paragraph 15.99 

 

 

Consultation Question 89. 
1. We invite overseas surrogates (or bodies representing or advocating for surrogates) to 

share with us their experiences f international surrogacy arrangements. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.10 

 

 

Consultation Question 90. 
1. We invite organisations focused on children’s rights and welfare in the international context 

to share with us their views on our proposed reforms and consultation questions in this 
chapter. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.12 
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Consultation Question 91. 
1. We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of their experience of applying to register a 

child born through an international surrogacy arrangement as a British citizen and obtaining 
a passport for the child. In particular, we would be interested to hear how long the 
application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have about 
causes of delays in the process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.52 

 

 

Consultation Question 92. 
1. We provisionally propose that it should be possible for a file to be opened, and the 

application process for obtaining registration of a child born from an international surrogacy 
arrangement and obtaining a passport to begin, prior to the birth of the child. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a 
passport in international surrogacy arrangements appears to contradict the UN Special 
Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling and trafficking of 
children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly disagree with this 
proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.53 
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Consultation Question 93. 
1. We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of 

applying for a visa for a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In 
particular, we would be interested to hear how long the application took after the birth of the 
child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.68 
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Consultation Question 94. 
1. We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process for 

applying for a visa in respect of a child born through an international surrogacy 
arrangement, before the child is born. The application will need to be completed after the 
birth of the child, and the issue of a passport in the child’s country of birth. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a 
passport before the child is born in international surrogacy arrangements appears to contradict the 
UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling and 
trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly 
disagree with this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

 

2. We provisionally propose that the current provision made for the grant of a visa outside of 
the Immigration Rules where the intended parents are not the legal parents of the child 
under nationality law should be brought within the Rules. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
3. We provisionally propose that:  

(1) the grant of a visa should not be dependent on the child breaking links with the 
surrogate; or  

(2) that this condition should be clarif ied to ensure that it does not prevent the child 
having contact, and an on-going relationship, with the surrogate. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
4. We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current requirement for the grant of a visa 

outside the Rules that the intended parents must apply for a parental order within six months 
of the child’s birth should be removed (regardless of whether the availability of the visa is 
brought within the Rules), if our provisional proposal to remove the time limit on applications 
for parental orders is accepted. 

NO 
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The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain 
circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child. 

Paragraph 16.69 
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Consultation Question 95. 
1. We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process for 

applying for a EU Uniform Format Form in respect of a child born through an international 
surrogacy arrangement, before the child is born. The application will need to be completed 
after the birth of the child. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for an EU Uniform Format Form 
for the child before she or he is born in international surrogacy arrangements appears to 
contradict the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against 
the selling and trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I 
therefore strongly disagree with this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.76 

 

 

Consultation Question 96. 
1. We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of 

applying for a EU Uniform Format Form for a child born through an international surrogacy 
arrangement. In particular we would be interested to hear how long the application took 
after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the 
process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.77 
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Consultation Question 97. 
1. We provisionally propose that the UK Government should provide a single, comprehensive 

guide for intended parents explaining the nationality and immigration consequences of 
having a child through an international surrogacy arrangement.  

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I agree with such a guide, but would like to see it explaining the reasons why surrogacy is a 
violation of the human rights of women and children and all the other ways in which it is possible 
for people to enjoy children in their lives. 

Paragraph 16.82 

 

 

Consultation Question 98. 
1. We provisionally propose that international surrogacy arrangements should not be eligible 

for the new pathway to parenthood. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 16.93 

 

 



74 

Consultation Question 99. 
1. We provisionally propose that:  

2. the Secretary of State should have the power to provide that the intended parents of 
children born through international surrogacy arrangements, who are recognised as the 
legal parents of the child in the country of the child’s birth, should also be recognised as 
the child’s legal parents in the UK, without it being necessary for the intended parents to 
apply for a parental order, but 

3. before exercising the power, the Secretary of State should be required to be satisfied that 
the domestic law and practice in the country in question provides protection against the 
exploitation of surrogates, and for the welfare of the child, that is at least equivalent to that 
provided in UK law. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I do not see how this proposal for such a blanket power would align with the UN Special 
Rapporteur’s key recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the Protection of Children 
and Cooperation in respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. The latter requires the birth mother 
to have legal parenthood and parental responsibility when the child is born and that her consent 
to giving up the child must be given AFTER the child's birth and that the transfer of ‘parenthood’ 
should be overseen by the courts or a competent authority on an individual case by case basis, 
with the best interests of the child being the paramount consideration. This is an important 
safeguard against the sale of children and for the protection of the birth mother and I believe it 
should apply equally to international surrogacy arrangements. I therefore strongly disagree with 
this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.94 
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Consultation Question 100. 
1. We invite consultees to tell us of their experience of surrogacy arrangements in the UK 

involving foreign intended parents. 

N/A 
 
2. We invite consultees’ views as to whether: 

(1) any restriction is necessary on the removal of a child from the UK for the purpose of 
the child becoming the subject of a parental order, or its equivalent, in another 
jurisdiction; and 

(2) if such a restriction is necessary, there should be a process allowing foreign 
intended parents to remove the child from the jurisdiction of the UK for this purpose 
and with the approval of the court and, if so, what form should that process take. 

Restrictions and checks MUST be in place to protect the child and the birth mother from 
trafficking and exploitation. The process should include the same checks as would be used in an 
international adoption. 

Paragraph 16.120 

 

 

Consultation Question 101. 
1. We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current application of the law on statutory 

paternity leave, and statutory paternity pay, to the situation of the surrogate’s spouse, civil 
partner or partner requires reform. 

I do not believe this needs changing. 
Paragraph 17.18 

 

 

Consultation Question 102. 
1. We provisionally propose that provision for maternity allowance should be made in respect 

of intended parents, and that any such provision should be limited so that only one 
intended parent qualif ies.  

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
Paragraph 17.32 
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Consultation Question 103. 
1. We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether there is a need for reform in respect of the right of intended parents to take 
time off work before the birth of the child, whether for the purpose of induced 
lactation, ante-natal appointments or any other reason; and  

(2) if reform is needed, suggestions on reform. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children.  

Paragraph 17.36 

 

 

Consultation Question 104. 
1. We invite consultees’ views as to whether the duty of employers to provide suitable 

facilities for any person at work who is a pregnant woman or nursing mother to rest under 
Regulation 25 of the Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations 1992 is sufficient 
to include intended parents in a surrogacy arrangement. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children. 

Paragraph 17.40 

 

 

Consultation Question 105. 
1. We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are further issues in relation to 

employment rights and surrogacy arrangements and, if so, any suggestions for reform. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children 

Paragraph 17.43 
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Consultation Question 106. 
1. We invite consultees’ views as to whether they believe any reforms in relation to surrogacy 

and succession law are required. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children 

Paragraph 17.56 

 

 



78 

Consultation Question 107. 
1. We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any issues in how surrogacy 

arrangements are dealt with by the health services, and whether there are reforms to law 
or practice that consultees would like to see in this area. 

It is important that all health and care professionals are aware that surrogacy agreements are not 
legally binding and that ‘intended parents’ have no legal right to override the birth mother’s 
wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or medical and health care, including during 
pregnancy, labour and childbirth. Even if she has previously agreed to them sharing decisions 
and being informed on these matters, she can withdraw her consent at any time for any or no 
reason. All professionals involved in her care are duty-bound to comply with her wishes. 
 
All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being 
coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or more persons, including her spouse 
or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be 
present in so-called altruistic surrogacy arrangements. 
 
Surrogacy arrangements place additional and complicated pressures on healthcare staff and this 
could reduce the standard of impartial care given to birth mothers and new-borns – especially 
when the ‘intended parents’ are entitled, rich or of high status. This itself is a valid reason to be 
extremely cautious about making changes that will increase the numbers of surrogacy births. 
 
It is generally recognised that egg donation and IVF pregnancies carry additional health risks. As 
most surrogacy pregnancies involve IVF, any increase in surrogacy is likely to lead to additional 
pressure on the NHS.  
 
Adoption research suggests that the separation of the new-born and the birth mother has long-
term negative effects on the well-being of both of them. This is likely to be the same for birth 
mothers and babies in surrogacy arrangements and so can be expected to place additional long-
term pressures on the NHS and society as a whole. This has not been considered and there are 
no questions about this. 
 
An increase in surrogacy will require an increase in egg donation, which is a risky procedure that 
can have a long-term negative impact on the woman’s health, including premature death. Ethical 
issues abound. Young women might be coerced by financial pressures to donate eggs when this 
isn’t in their best interests and there are worries about eugenics – where egg donors are selected 
on the basis of blonde hair, blue eyes and stereotypical measures of ‘attractiveness’ for example. 
 
The law commissioners do not appear to have considered the likely impact of any of these 
issues. There is no question about people’s thoughts about the NHS picking up the tab for the 
extra costs involved in surrogacy and whether this affects their opinions on surrogacy itself. There 
appears to have been no evaluation of the size of the additional costs to the NHS and society. 
 
At a time when the NHS is under severe strain, and life changing therapies (for cancer, cystic 
fibrosis etc) are not funded due to financial constraints it is a slap in the face to provide money for 
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prospective parents to indulge their parenting fantasies while denying patients access to drugs 
which are standard of care in other counties. 
 
2. We invite consultees’ views as to any additions or revisions that they would like to see 

made to the guidance published by the Department for Health and Social Care for England 
and Wales. 

The guidance should be revised to clarify that surrogacy agreements are not legally binding and 
that the birth mother has the right to change her mind at any time, for any or no reason. 
Healthcare professionals must accept that her wishes are paramount and that the ‘intended 
parents’ have no legal right to override her wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or 
medical and health care, including during pregnancy, labour, childbirth and the postpartum 
period. 
 
All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being 
coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or more persons, including her spouse 
or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be 
present in so-called altruistic surrogacy arrangements. 
 
The guidance should make it clear that healthcare professionals should be even more alert than 
normal to the possibility that she is being coerced and to ensure that they can speak to her alone, 
including during labour, and that if she changes her mind about who is present in consultations, 
and the labour ward/delivery suite, they must respect her wishes. 
 
3. We invite consultees’ views as to how midwifery practice may better accommodate 

surrogacy arrangements, in particular with regard to safeguarding issues. 

It is important that midwifery practice always prioritises the wishes of the birth mother and the 
wellbeing of herself and the child. 

Paragraph 17.76 
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Consultation Question 108. 
1. We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other legal issues in relation to 

surrogacy, not covered in this Consultation Paper, that merit examination. 

It is of considerable concern that the law commissioners appear to have given no consideration to 
the significant risk that women will be coerced into agreeing to participate in surrogacy 
arrangements for someone else’s benefit. This can be true in ‘altruistic’ surrogacy but is even 
more likely if substantial payments are involved. 
 
It is well-known that women and girls are groomed and/or coerced into prostitution by partners 
and ‘boyfriends’ who act as their pimp and take all or much of their earnings. This is a major route 
by which many women enter prostitution and is a major factor in preventing their exit. There is no 
reason to expect that the same dynamics will not occur in relation to surrogacy if it is opened up 
and provides opportunities to make significant amounts of money. 
 
If the law commissioners’ proposals are enacted, there must therefore also be legislation that 
prohibits coercing a woman into a surrogacy arrangement. This should be a criminal offence and 
carry a hefty penalty – in recognition that it is a human rights violation and so that it acts as a 
deterrent. That such a law would be diff icult to enforce just adds to the arguments for why paid 
surrogacy is a bad idea – and especially for women. 
 
It would be far better to simply ban all surrogacy arrangements – or at the very least any 
payments beyond basic and essential expenses backed by receipts and overseen by a judge. 

Paragraph 17.80 
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Consultation Question 109. 
1. We invite consultees who are intended parents, live in the UK, and have entered into a 

surrogacy arrangement that led to the birth of a child to tell us: 

(1) when the child was born; 

(2) whether the arrangement was domestic or international and, if international, in which 
country the arrangement took place; 

(3) whether the arrangement led to the making of a parental order in the UK; and 

(4) whether they are a: 

(a) opposite-sex couple; 

(b) male same-sex couple; 

(c) female same-sex couple; 

(d) single woman; or 

(e) single man. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.2 

 

 

Consultation Question 110. 
1. We invite consultees who have experience of applying for a parental order in the UK to tell 

us: 

(1) whether the surrogacy arrangement was domestic or international; 

(2) whether they had legal advice before the making of the parental order; 

(3) whether they were represented by a lawyer in court; and 

(4) the cost of any legal advice or representation. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.4 
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Consultation Question 111. 
1. We invite consultees’ views as to the impact (social, emotional, f inancial or otherwise) of 

the current law where the intended parents are not the legal parents from birth of the child 
born of the surrogacy arrangement. 

Paragraph 18.6 

 

 

Consultation Question 112. 
1. We invite consultees to tell us what they have paid for, or to provide evidence about the 

cost of: 

(1) medical screening; and 

(2) implications counselling 

(where possible separating out the cost of such screening, tests or implications counselling 
from any other costs involved with fertility treatment). 

N/A 
 
2. We invite legal consultees, who advise on surrogacy and parental order proceedings, to 

provide evidence of what they would charge: 

(1) to provide advice sufficient to meet the proposed requirement for independent legal 
advice discussed in Chapter 13; and 

(2) to draft, advise on and negotiate the written surrogacy agreement required for the 
new pathway. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.8 
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Consultation Question 113. 
1. We invite consultees to tell us of the impact of: 

(1) the current requirement of a genetic link; and 

(2) any removal of this requirement in cases of medical necessity: 

(a) in the new pathway; 

(b) in the parental order route for domestic surrogacy arrangements; or 

(c) in both situations. 

 
Paragraph 18.11 

 

 

Consultation Question 114. 
1. We invite consultees who consider that they might be able to fulf il the role of the 

independent professional discussed in Chapter 9 to tell us: 

(1) their profession; and  

(2) what they would charge to provide such a service. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.13 
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Consultation Question 115. 
1. We invite consultees who are intended parents to give us their views on the impact of our 

proposals for reform on their ability to enter into surrogacy arrangements and, in particular: 

(1) if particular proposals will increase accessibility, and why; and 

(2) if particular proposals will restrict accessibility, and why. 

N/A 
2. We invite consultees who are surrogates to give us their views on the impact of our 

proposals for reform on their ability to enter into surrogacy arrangements and, in particular: 

(1) if particular proposals will increase accessibility, and why; and 

(2) if particular proposals will restrict accessibility, and why. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.15 

 

 

Consultation Question 116. 
1. We ask consultees who are intended parents to tell us: 

(1) whether the surrogacy arrangement was domestic or international; 

(2) what they spent, in total, on the surrogacy arrangement(s) that led to the birth of 
their child(ren), including the cost of fertility treatment, payments to the surrogate 
and payments to any surrogacy agency or organisation; 

(3) how they raised the funds for the surrogacy arrangement(s); 

(4) what they spent on any fertility treatment prior to entering into a surrogacy 
arrangement (where that treatment did not lead to the birth of a child); and 

(5) how they raised the funds for the fertility treatment. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.18 
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Consultation Question 117. 
1. We invite consultees’ views as to the specific impact of our proposals in Northern Ireland. 

 
Paragraph 18.20 
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Consultation Question 118. 
1. We invite consultees’ views as to any other impact that we have not specifically addressed 

in this chapter, or the preceding chapters, of this paper. 

It seems that before the law commissioners designed this consultation, they had already decided 
that surrogacy is a positive thing and so legislation should enable it. This may be explained by a 
limited ‘pre-consultation’ mainly focusing on people who already had a vested interest in 
surrogacy – ‘intended parents,’ women who claim to have had a positive experience of surrogacy, 
and lawyers and other organisations who stand to make money from commercial surrogacy if it is 
given the green light. 
It seems that the law commissioners did not consider women as a group to be key stakeholders 
in this endeavour. This is a major error, because just as all women are affected by the institution 
of prostitution, so all women will be affected by any opening up of commercial surrogacy in this 
country. 
It could even be argued that one of the key drivers of commercial surrogacy is a desire by men to 
break the legal and cultural recognition of the unique bond between birth mother and child – and 
indeed the proposals to make the ‘intended parents’ the legal parents from the moment of birth 
are a major step in this direction, and are likely to have a significant impact down the line – 
potentially affecting the status of all women.  
Paid surrogacy opens up enormous potential for abuse and risks spouses, partners and other 
family members coercing a woman into engaging in commercial surrogacy for their (and not her) 
f inancial benefit. This will be a potential risk for thousands of women, which appears to have 
been completely overlooked by the law commissioners. 
UK and Scottish Law Commissions are obliged to comply with the Public Sector Equality Duty 
(PSED) when carrying out public functions, such as this consultation. There doesn’t appear to be 
any evidence they have done so, because they have not provided their equality considerations 
and impact assessments. As surrogacy has a very different impact on women and children than 
on adult males, we believe the law commissioners are in breach of equality legislation. 
The Equality and Human Rights Commission describes the obligations under the PSED to have 
due regard to the need to: 

• Eliminate unlawful discrimination, harassment and victimisation and other conduct 
prohibited by the Act. 

• Advance equality of opportunity between people who share a protected characteristic and 
those who do not. 

• Foster good relations between people who share a protected characteristic and those who 
do not. 

There are many ways in which opening up surrogacy in the UK is likely to worsen women’s 
position relative to men’s, and the relationship between the sexes. Any loosening of the laws 
around surrogacy could therefore be considered discriminatory. Surrogacy is also likely to have 
an impact on the relations between the different generations. Imagine the rage that young people 
may feel when they discover that their ‘parents’ not only bought them but took advantage of their 
birth mothers. 
 
It is of major concern that the law commissioners’ ethical arguments hinge on ideas that are not 
based on any recognised human rights instruments – such as the idea that ‘procreative liberty’ 
confers some kind of human right to surrogacy and the idea that a woman has a human right to 
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be a ‘surrogate.’ These arguments do not hold up to scrutiny and have been clearly rejected by 
the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
It is shocking that the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ violate many of the recommendations of 
the UN Special Rapporteur that are designed to guard against the sale of children and the 
exploitation of birth mothers, including: 
 
▪ The birth mother must be accorded the status of legal mother at birth, and must be under no 

contractual or legal obligation to participate in the legal or physical transfer of the child. 
▪ All payments to the birth mother must be made before the legal and physical transfer of the 

child and must be non-reimbursable – even if she decides not to relinquish the child. 
▪ The birth mother’s choice to transfer the child “must be a gratuitous act, based on her own 

post-birth intentions, rather than on any legal or contractual obligation.” 
▪ Pre-conception checks, while encouraged, cannot take the place of appropriate welfare 

checks after the birth of the child. 
▪ Decisions about parentage and parental responsibility must be made by a court or other 

competent authority on an individual basis after the birth with the best interests of the child 
being paramount. 

 
The consultation is confusing and it does not conform to the government’s consultation 
guidelines. There are too many questions, they are too detailed and do not ask the important 
high-level questions – such as whether you think surrogacy can ever be ethical, etc.  
 
For all these reasons, the law commissioners should go back to the drawing board and start 
again from the position of women’s and children’s human rights. If it is found that there is no way 
to liberalise surrogacy law that is compliant with obligations under international treaties such as 
CEDAW and the UNCRC and its first optional protocol, then the law must not be liberalised.  
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 
 

Paragraph 18.22 
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Response ID ANON-2V7F-Y8FP-C

Submitted to The Law Commissions' Consultation on Surrogacy
Submitted on 2019-10-06 19:21:59

About you

1  What is your name?

Name:

2  If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a university), what is the name of your organisation?

Enter the name of your organisation:

n/a

3  Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your organisation?

This is a personal response

If other, please provide details:

4  If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best describes you?

Other individual

5  What is your email address?

Email address:

6  What is your telephone number?

Telephone number:

7  If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be treated as confidential, please explain to us why you
regard the information as confidential. As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your explanation but cannot give an
assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances.

Please explain why you wish the information that you will provide to us to be treated as confidential:

n/a

Chapter 6: The parental order procedure

8  Consultation Question 1:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

surrogacy should be treated as the extremely serious matter that it is.

Please provide your views below:

no, surrogacy is and should remain a rare and very serious commitment by all involved and everyone should be confident that the legal issues are dealt
with properly.

9  Consultation Question 2:

Please provide your views below:

All surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights
issues of the utmost seriousness and so the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. For this reason these cases should
NOT be heard by a lay judge but rather by a senior judge, e.g. ticketed to circuit judges or higher.



10  Consultation Question 3: We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the current allocation
rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation Questions 1 and 2.

Please provide your views below:

The industry built around surrogacy in developing economies are strong evidence that this is an exploitative practice. Why are successful lawyers and
doctors not taking on surrogacy work? Why are the children of rich people not taking a summer out to grow a baby for their neighbours to make some
extra money, or as a good deed? The reason the mother is always poor is because you'd have to be desperate to do such a thing in the vast majority of
circumstances. That's even before we look at the poor women kidnapped and held in the human equivalent of puppy farms
https://www.independent.co.uk/news/world/africa/nigeria-africa-baby-factories-lagos-pregnant-girls-rescued-a9126691.html

Treating a woman's reproductive capacity as an asset to be sold will harm all women, making rape and 'forced impregnation' a property crime instead of
the violent and horrific offence it is. In the current context, where rape is already practically decriminalised, the proposed changes send a dreadful
message to men, women and girls.

11  Consultation Question 4:

No

Please provide your views below:

The UN Special Rapporteur recommends* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be
taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration. Nothing about the
transfer of parental responsibility should be automatic and all options should be open.

12  Consultation Question 5: We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the Family Procedure Rules 2010
should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise.
Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

13  Consultation Question 6:

Please provide your views below:

Reform is needed to protect the mother and child from exploitation.

Chapter 8: Legal Parenthood: Proposals for Reform - A New Pathway

14  Consultation Question 7:

No

Please provide your views below:

I vehemently disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s key recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the Protection
of Children and Cooperation in respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. These require the birth mother to have legal parenthood and parental
responsibility when the child is born and that her consent to giving up the child must be freely given AFTER the child's birth. I believe that this important
safeguard against the sale of children and the exploitation of birth mothers should apply equally to surrogacy arrangements, in both an international and
a domestic context.

A surrogate may want to give a couple a child, they may see it as a wonderful gift to a lovely couple, but that dynamic changes when the surrogate no
longer has the option to change their mind. It can now never be a gift, only the fulfilment of a contract, and that's very sinister and the risk of exploitation
increases, as it always does when the option to say 'no' is removed.

15  Consultation Question 8:

Other

Please provide your views below:

The pathway is wrong and will lead to a great deal of suffering for vulnerable women.

Another period

Please provide your views below:

The pathway is wrong.



16  Consultation Question 9: We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes should apply to
traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated surrogacy organisation is involved.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

The proposed pathway is wrong

17  Consultation Question 10: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a traditional, domestic
surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from entering into the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

The new pathway is wrong

18  Consultation Question 11:

Other

Please provide your views below:

We can't work on the assumption that the surrogate is not the parent. A woman does not simply carry a child, she builds it with the nutrients she eats,
and even the calcium in her bones. If she goes through all that and is happy to hand the child over, that's up to her, but it cant be taken as a given.

19  Consultation Question 12:

Other

Please provide your views below:

The mother should always be assumed to the be the parent of the child until they confirm, after the birth of the child, that they are happy to proceed and
give up their rights for the intended parents.

20  Consultation Question 13:

Other

Please provide your views below:

The surrogate should always be proactively assessed for capacity and signs of coercion to protect them and the child

21  Consultation Question 14:

Other

Please provide your views below:

We should always be keeping a very close eye on anybody who felt entitled enough to use another human being's body to grow a child for themselves.

22  Consultation Question 15:

Other

Please provide your views below:

This new pathway is wrong

Yes

Please share your views below:

Maintaining the usual parenthood rules will reduce the risk of coercion.

23  Consultation Question 16:

No

Please provide your views below:

The only mother that child has had is the surrogate, to pretend otherwise is an insult to both the surrogate mother and the intended mother

No



Please provide your views below:

the surrogate should remain the parent unless they give up their rights and I don't see any reason to do this in the event of a stillbirth

24  Consultation Question 17: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, where the child dies
before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents
before the expiry of the period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a declaration to the
effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the birth.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

until the surrogate gives up their parental rights, they are the parent and I don't see any compelling reason to do that if the child has died. Feeling the
need to claim a dead child from the woman who gave birth to it is ghoulish.

25  Consultation Question 18: For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether, where the surrogate
dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during which she can exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the
new pathway and the intended parents should be required to make an application for a parental order.

Please provide your views below:

It should be decided in court by a judge where needed. However, before a surrogate agrees to be impregnated, they should be encouraged to produce a
will to outline their wishes. This should help guide the judge and also ensure that the surrogate is made to recognise one of the many dangers they are
exposed to as part of the pregnancy they are looking to undergo for someone else.

26  Consultation Question 19:

Other

Please provide your views below:

the new pathway is wrong. However, this situation should be discussed with all parties and they should record their wishes in such a circumstances.
Nothing legally binding, but at least to make sure they've thought about it.

Please provide your views below:

2 is preferable, but frankly its a strange question to ask. Why give a child dead parents?

27  Consultation Question 20:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

at this point, the only parent that has made a huge commitment to this child is the mother. They should remain the primary parent until they choose to
give this up.

28  Consultation Question 21: We invite consultees’ views as to: (1) a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases;
and (2) how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this model.

Please provide your views below:

no, it should mirror adoption

29  Consultation Question 22:

Please provide your views below:

the new pathway is wrong

30  Consultation Question 23:

Please provide your views below:

there should be no room for dispute,it should mirror adoption, where the new parents only gain their rights as the birth mother gives theirs up, with
informed consent.

31  Consultation Question 24:

Please provide your views below:



there should be no room for dispute,it should mirror adoption, where the new parents only gain their rights as the birth mother gives theirs up, with
informed consent.

32  Consultation Question 25: We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be amended to add the
intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section 8 order without leave.

Please provide your views below:

there should be no room for dispute,it should mirror adoption, where the new parents only gain their rights as the birth mother gives theirs up, with
informed consent.

33  Consultation Question 26:

Other

Please provide your views below:

there should be no room for dispute,it should mirror adoption, where the new parents only gain their rights as the birth mother gives theirs up, with
informed consent.

34  Consultation Question 27:

Other

Please provide your views below:

there should be no room for dispute,it should mirror adoption, where the new parents only gain their rights as the birth mother gives theirs up, with
informed consent.

35  Consultation Question 28: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the surrogate should retain
parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right
to object, assuming that she does not exercise her right to object.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

there should be no room for dispute,it should mirror adoption, where the new parents only gain their rights as the birth mother gives theirs up, with
informed consent.

36  Consultation Question 29:

Please provide your views below:

there should be no room for dispute,it should mirror adoption, where the new parents only gain their rights as the birth mother gives theirs up, with
informed consent.

Chapter 9: The Regulation of Surrogacy Arrangements

37  Consultation Question 30: We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the scope of the new
pathway.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

the new pathway is wrong as it could lead to the commodification of a woman's body

38  Consultation Question 31: We invite the views of independent surrogates, and intended parents who have used independent surrogacy
arrangements, to tell us about their experience. In particular, we would be interested to hear about any health screening, counselling and
legal advice that took place.

Please provide your views below:

N/A

39  Consultation Question 32:

Please provide your views below:

new pathway is wrong as it will lead to the commodification of women's bodys



Please provide your views below:

they shouldn't.

40  Consultation Question 33:

Other

Please provide your views below:

surrogacy should be rare and closely monitored by a judge

Other

Please provide your views below:

the risks of exploitation are too high, we can't trust surrogacy organisations, it should continue to be dealt with by judges

Other

Please provide your views below:

surrogacy should be rare and closely monitored by a judge

41  Consultation Question 34:

Please provide your views below:

surrogacy should be rare and closely monitored by an experienced judge

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

42  Consultation Question 35: We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit making bodies. Do
consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

non profit doesn't mean non fee generating. Organisations can still make plenty of money to pay in salaries

43  Consultation Question 36: We invite consultees’ views as to what should be included in the definition of matching and facilitation services.

Please provide your views below:

44  Consultation Question 37: We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer matching and
facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

the risk of exploitation increases when companies are looking to make fees

45  Consultation Question 37: We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer
matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

the risk of exploitation increases when companies are looking to make fees

46  Consultation Question 38: We invite consultees’ views as to the sanctions that should be available against organisations that offer
matching and facilitation services without being regulated to do so, and whether these should be criminal, civil or regulatory.

Please provide your views below:

criminal, with severe prison time

47  Consultation Question 39: We provisionally propose that the remit of the Human Fertilisation and Embryology Authority be expanded to 
include the regulation of regulated surrogacy organisations, and oversight of compliance with the proposed legal requirements for the new



pathway to legal parenthood. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

surrogacy should be rare and closely monitored by an experienced judge

Please provide your views below:

48  Consultation Question 40: We provisionally propose that surrogacy agreements should remain unenforceable (subject to the exception we
provisionally propose in Consultation Question 88 in relation to financial terms). Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

surrogacy should never be a matter for contract law

49  Consultation Question 41: We provisionally propose that there should be no prohibition against charging for negotiating, facilitating and
advising on surrogacy arrangements. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

charging fees increases the risk of exploitation from disreputable companies set up to drive revenue through 'successful' surrogacy. Parenthood should
never be a commercial transaction

50  Consultation Question 42: We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy should be removed, with
the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything that can lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. Do
consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

No is not strong enough. This is absolutely vile as a suggestion. You cannot advertise women's womb for booking like its a seat on Easyjet!

Chapter 10: Children's Access to Information About Surrogacy Arrangements

51  Consultation Question 43: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, where the making of a parental order in respect of a child
born of a surrogacy arrangement has been recorded in the Parental Order Register, the child should be able to access his or her original birth
certificate at the age of 18. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

52  Consultation Question 44: We provisionally propose that where children are born of surrogacy arrangements that result in the intended
parents being recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of that certificate should make clear that the birth was the result of a
surrogacy arrangement. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

the birth certificate belongs to the child and should be an accurate record of their birth.

53  Consultation Question 45: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the birth registration system in England and Wales requires reform
and, if so, which reforms they would like to see.

Please provide your views below:

a birth certification is a historical record belonging to the child. it should be accurate in recording the birth

54  Consultation Question 46: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has been the subject of a
parental order should be able to access all the documents contained in the court’s file for those parental order proceedings.Do consultees
agree?

Yes



Please provide your views below:

55  Consultation Question 47:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Other

Please provide your views below:

If surrogacy must take place, the records should be accurate for the child

56  Consultation Question 48: We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate and the intended
parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy
arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

it should include identifying information

57  Consultation Question 49:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

the information should be an absolute right for the child

58  Consultation Question 50: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any provision for those born of a surrogacy
arrangement to make a request for information to disclose whether a person whom he or she is intending to marry, or with whom he or she
intends to enter into a civil partnership or intimate physical relationship, was carried by the same surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

the information about your surrogate mother should be an absolute right

59  Consultation Question 51:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

it should be an absolute right to get the information about the surrogate mother

Please provide your views below:

it should be an absolute right to find information about your own surrogate mother

60  Consultation Question 52:

Please provide your views below:

it should be an absolute right to find information about your own surrogate mother

Please provide your views below:

it should be an absolute right to find information about your own surrogate mother

61  Consultation Question 53: For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether details of an
intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded in the register.

Please provide your views below:

yes, there should be a record

Chapter 11: Eligibility Criteria for a Parental Order



62  Consultation Question 54: We provisionally propose that the six month time limits in sections 54 and 54A of the HFEA 2008 for making a
parental order application should be abolished. Do consultees agree?

Please provide your views below:

it should be left up to the judge

63  Consultation Question 55:

Other

Please provide your views below:

it should be decided by an experienced judge

Other

Please provide your views below:

it should be decided by an experienced judge

Chapter 12: Eligibility Criteria for Both a Parental Order and for the New Pathway

64  Consultation Question 56:

Other

Please provide your views below:

it should be agreed by an experienced judge

Please provide your views below:

it should be decided by a judge

65  Consultation Question 57:

Please provide your views below:

it should be decided by a judge

66  Consultation Question 58: We provisionally propose that to use the new pathway, intended parents should be required to make a
declaration in the surrogacy agreement that they intend for the child’s home to be with them. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide views below:

this should be decided by an experienced judge

67  Consultation Question 59:

Other

Please provide views below:

no to new pathway, this should continue to be decided by judges

Please provide views below:

no, you cant buy a human being

Other

Please provide views below:

this should be decided by a judge

68  Consultation Question 60: We provisionally propose that if the requirement for a genetic link is retained for domestic cases outside the
new pathway, the requirement should not apply, subject to medical necessity, if the court determines that the intended parents in good faith
began the surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway but were required to apply for a parental order. Do consultees agree?



Other

Please provide your views below:

a judge should decide

69  Consultation Question 61: We provisionally propose that if double donation is permitted only in cases of medical necessity, an exception
should be made to allow a parental order to be granted to a single parent without a genetic link where the intended parent’s former partner
provides gametes but the intended parents’ relationship breaks down before the grant of a parental order. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide views below:

let a judge decide on a case by case basis

70  Consultation Question 62:

Please provide your views below:

let the judge decide, no new pathway

Please provide your views below:

let a judge decide

71  Consultation Question 63:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

the child should know where they came from

Please provide your views below:

a bigger concern would be for the intended parents to prove they can expect to care for the child until they are at least 18. this should be decided by a
judge, but should include a max age of 45 and proof they are in good health

Other

Please provide your views below:

the child should always have access to this information, regardless of if it is more widely available

72  Consultation Question 64:

No

Please provide your views below:

the maximum age should be 45

Please provide your views below:

no new pathway, but if it happens there should be a max age of 45

Other

Please provide your views below:

no new pathway. all surrogates should be at least 18 and be giving informed consent

73  Consultation Question 65:

Other

Please provide your views below:

they should be at least 18 at the age of the agreement being made, and should demonstrate informed consent

Other



Please provide your views below:

they should be at least 18 and show informed consent

Chapter 13: Eligibility Criteria for the New Pathway

74  Consultation Question 66:

Other

Please provide your views below:

no new pathway

Please provide your views below:

75  Consultation Question 67:

Other

Please provide your views below:

no new pathway

76  Consultation Question 68: We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that the surrogate and the
intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect of the law and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is
signed. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

no new pathway

77  Consultation Question 69:

Other

Please provide your views below:

no new pathway

Please provide your views below:

no new pathway

78  Consultation Question 70: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the surrogate has previously given
birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

no new pathway. Even dogs breeding for the kennel club are limited to 4 pregnancies, and women should not have worse protections than dogs

79  Consultation Question 71: We provisionally propose that there should not be a maximum number of surrogate pregnancies that a woman
can undertake as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

no new pathway. Even dogs breeding for the kennel club are limited to 4 pregnancies, and women should not have worse protections than dogs

Chapter 15: Payments to the Surrogate: Options for Reform

80  Consultation Question 72:

based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, and only on production of receipts.

Please provide your views below:

no to paid surrogacy



81  Consultation Question 73:

Please provide your views below:

no to paid surrogacy. costs should be agreed by a judge if there's disagreement

82  Consultation Question 74:

Please provide your views below:

any disagreement should be settled by the judge monitoring the agreement

83  Consultation Question 75:

Please provide your views below:

no to paid surrogacy

84  Consultation Question 76: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay their
surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or self-employed).

Please provide your views below:

let the judge decide

85  Consultation Question 77:

Please provide your views below:

let the judge decide

86  Consultation Question 78:

Please provide your views below:

let the judge decide

87  Consultation Question 79:

Please provide your views below:

let the judge decide

Please provide your views below:

no to paid surrogacy

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

no to paid surrogacy

88  Consultation Question 80: We invite consultees' views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay compensation to the
surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for
the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

no to paid surrogacy. Certainly no to attempting to pay off a family for damaging their property while you were using it. Disgusting.

89  Consultation Question 81:

Please provide your views below:

no to paid surrogacy

90  Consultation Question 82:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:



no to paid surrogacy. if one woman is for sale, we all are

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

no to paid surrogacy

Please provide any views below:

no to paid surrogacy

91  Consultation Question 83:

Please provide views below:

no to paid surrogacy, nobody should be able to pay for a woman or buy a child

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

no to paid surrogacy

92  Consultation Question 84: We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to surrogates should be the
same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. Do consultees
agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

no to paid surrogacy

93  Consultation Question 85: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have not discussed which
they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

no to paid surrogacy

94  Consultation Question 86: We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that intended parents should
be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

no to paid surrogacy

95  Consultation Question 87:

Please provide your views below:

no to paid surrogacy

96  Consultation Question 88:

Other

Please provide your views below:

no to paid surrogacy

Other

Please provide your views below:

no to paid surrogacy

Chapter 16: International Surrogacy Arrangements

97  Consultation Question 89: We invite overseas surrogates (or bodies representing or advocating for surrogates) to share with us their
experiences of international surrogacy arrangements.



Please provide your views below:

98  Consultation Question 90: We invite organisations focused on children’s rights and welfare in the international context to share with us
their views on our proposed reforms and consultation questions in this chapter.

Please provide your views below:

99  Consultation Question 91: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of their experience of applying to register a child born through
an international surrogacy arrangement as a British citizen and obtaining a passport for the child. In particular, we would be interested to hear
how long the application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have about causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

100  Consultation Question 92: We provisionally propose that it should be possible for a file to be opened, and the application process for
obtaining registration of a child born from an international surrogacy arrangement and obtaining a passport to begin, prior to the birth of the
child.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

no to baby farms!

101  Consultation Question 93: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of applying for a visa for a
child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In particular, we would be interested to hear how long the application took after
the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

102  Consultation Question 94:

Other

Please provide your views below:

no, international surrogacy increases the risk of exploitation, including the horrific baby farms recently on the news

Other

Please provide your views below:

no, international surrogacy increases the risk of exploitation, including the horrific baby farms recently on the news

Other

Please provide your views below:

no, international surrogacy increases the risk of exploitation, including the horrific baby farms recently on the news

Other

Please provide your views below:

no, international surrogacy increases the risk of exploitation, including the horrific baby farms recently on the news

Please provide your views below:

no, international surrogacy increases the risk of exploitation, including the horrific baby farms recently on the news

103  Consultation Question 95:We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process for applying for a EU
Uniform Format Form in respect of a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement, before the child is born. The application will
need to be completed after the birth of the child.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

no, international surrogacy increases the risk of exploitation, including the horrific baby farms recently on the news

104  Consultation Question 96: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of applying for a EU Uniform
Format Form for a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In particular we would be interested to hear how long the
application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process.



Please provide your views below:

105  Consultation Question 97: We provisionally propose that the UK Government should provide a single, comprehensive guide for intended
parents explaining the nationality and immigration consequences of having a child through an international surrogacy arrangement. Do
consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

no, international surrogacy increases the risk of exploitation, including the horrific baby farms recently on the news. This is not something we should be
encouraging

106  Consultation Question 98: We provisionally propose that international surrogacy arrangements should not be eligible for the new
pathway to parenthood.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

no, international surrogacy increases the risk of exploitation, including the horrific baby farms recently on the news

107  Consultation Question 99:

Other

Please provide your views below:

no to international surrogacy, the risks of horrific abuses are high, as seen on the news recently, with baby farms and some horrific stories of agencies
failing to pay surrogate mothers, or even babies being abandoned when they are found to be sick

108  Consultation Question 100:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

international surrogacy increases the risk of exploitation, including the horrific baby farms recently on the news

Chapter 17: Miscellaneous Issues

109  Consultation Question 101: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current application of the law on statutory paternity leave, and
statutory paternity pay, to the situation of the surrogate’s spouse, civil partner or partner requires reform.

Please provide your views below:

no changes needed

110  Consultation Question 102: We provisionally propose that provision for maternity allowance should be made in respect of intended
parents, and that any such provision should be limited so that only one intended parent qualifies. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

no, the birth mother is the one recovering from the endurance event that is pregnancy, and then birth, so more support for her would be good

111  Consultation Question 103:

Please provide your views below:

it could mirror adoption leave

112  Consultation Question 104: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the duty of employers to provide suitable facilities for any person at
work who is a pregnant woman or nursing mother to rest under Regulation 25 of the Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations 1992
is sufficient to include intended parents in a surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

not sure what you mean, will the intended mother be playing at pregnancy or pretending to pump, like a wife in the Handmaid's tale? someone who isn't
pregnant or nursing doesn't need provision for nursing or pregnancy



113  Consultation Question 105: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are further issues in relation to employment rights and
surrogacy arrangements and, if so, any suggestions for reform.

Please provude your views below:

treat it like adoption

114  Consultation Question 106: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they believe any reforms in relation to surrogacy and succession
law are required.

Please provide your views below:

treat it like adoption

115  Consultation Question 107:

Please provide your views below:

treat it like adoption

Please provide your views below:

treat it like adoption

Please provide your views below:

midwifes should be aware its a surrogacy pregnancy so they know to discuss their preferences with the mother

116  Consultation Question 108: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other legal issues in relation to surrogacy, not
covered in this Consultation Paper, that merit examination.

Please provide your views below:

human rights.

Chapter 18: Impact

117  Consultation Question 109:

Please insert the year of birth here:

Not Answered

If international, in which country did the arrangement take place?:

Not Answered

Not Answered

118  Consultation Question 110:

Not Answered

Not Answered

Not Answered

Please provide the cost of any legal advice or representation below:

119  Consultation Question 111: We invite consultees’ views as to the impact (social, emotional, financial or otherwise) of the current law
where the intended parents are not the legal parents from birth of the child born of the surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

treat it like adoption

120  Consultation Question 112:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:



121  Consultation Question 113:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

122  Consultation Question 114:

Please provide your views below:

123  Consultation Question 115:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

124  Consultation Question 116:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

125  Consultation Question 117: We invite consultees’ views as to the specific impact of our proposals in Northern Ireland.

Please provide your views below:

Northern ireland presents even more danger to surrogates because the Drs there will not act to save a woman who is pregnant in the same way they
would elsewhere. Personally, I'd never set foot in Ireland if there was even the most remote risk I was pregnant, its too dangerous there for a pregnant
woman.

126  Consultation Question 118: We invite consultees’ views as to any other impact that we have not specifically addressed in this chapter, or
the preceding chapters, of this Consultation Paper.

Please provide your views below:

this consultation is dreadful. it was long, a lot of the questions were worded identically with just very small changes to 3 or 4 words across the whole
chapter. it's very clear you're interested in the views of intended parents, but not the wider public, including women, who will be greatly impacted if their
wombs become accepted as a commodity.
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Surrogacy Consultation Questions 

Email the completed document to surrogacy@lawcommission.gov.uk before the deadline 
of 11 October 2019. 

ABOUT YOU 

1. What is your name? 
Name (Required) 

 
 
2. If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a 
university), what is the name of your organisation? 
[Name of organisation if relevant.] 
 
3. Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your 
organisation? 
(Required – Choose one response)THIS IS A PERSONAL RESPONSE 

• This is a personal response 

If other, please provide details: 

 
 
4. If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best 
describes you? 
(Choose one response) OTHER INDIVIDUAL 

• Surrogate 
• Intended parent 
• Person born of a surrogacy arrangement 
• Family member of a surrogate 
• Family member of an intended parent 
• Legal practitioner 
• Medical practitioner or counsellor 
• Social worker 
• Academic 
• Other individual 

5. What is your email address? 
Email address:  
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If you enter your email address then you will automatically receive an acknowledgement email 
when you submit your response. 

6. What is your telephone number? 
Telephone number:  

 
 
7. If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be 
treated as confidential, please explain to us why you regard the information as confidential. 
As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your explanation but cannot 
give an assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances. 
 
 
 

 

 

Consultation Question 1. 
1.1 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in England and Wales:  

(1) all international surrogacy arrangements should continue to be automatically 
allocated to a judge of the High Court; and 

YES 
 
International surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale, abuse and trafficking of 
children and the exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights issues of the utmost 
seriousness and so the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. 
For this reason these cases should continue to be heard by a judge of the High Court.  

 
(2) if international surrogacy arrangements are not automatically allocated to a judge of 

the High Court, circuit judges should be ticketed to hear such cases. 

Paragraph 6.42 

 

Consultation Question 2. 
1.2 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in respect of England and Wales  
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(1) domestic surrogacy cases which continue to require a post-birth parental order 
should continue to be heard by lay justices, or whether they should be allocated to another 
level of the judiciary; and 

(2) If consultees consider that such cases should be allocated to another level of the 
judiciary, which level of the judiciary would be appropriate. 

All surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale and trafficking of children and the 
exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights issues of the utmost seriousness and so 
the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. For this reason these 
cases should NOT be heard by a lay judge but rather by a senior judge, e.g. ticketed to circuit 
judges or higher. 

Paragraph 6.51 

 

Consultation Question 3. 
1.3 We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the 

current allocation rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation 
Questions 1 and 2. 

 
Paragraph 6.53 

 

Consultation Question 4. 
1.4 We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, the court should be placed under a 

duty to consider whether to make an order awarding the intended parents parental 
responsibility at the first directions hearing in the proceedings. 

Do consultees agree? 

(Note that this provisional proposal would be necessary only if our provisional proposal in 
Chapter 8 that all intended parents (whether in the new pathway or not) automatically 
acquire parental responsibility if the child is living with or being cared for by them is not 
supported by consultees). 

NO 
 
The UN Special Rapporteur recommends* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent 
authority AFTER the birth and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration. 
Nothing about the transfer of parental responsibility should be automatic and all options should 
be open. 
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* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 6.58 

 

Consultation Question 5. 
1.5 We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the FPR 2010 

should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the 
proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise.  

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 6.72 

 

Consultation Question 6. 
1.6 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they are of the view that, in Scotland:  

(1) there is a need for greater consistency and clarity in provisions relating to the 
expenses of curators ad litem and reporting officers and, if so, how this should be 
addressed;   

(2) it should be provided by statute that, at the initial hearing or any subsequent hearing 
for a parental order, the court may make any such interim order or orders for 
parental responsibilities and parental rights as it sees fit; and/or 

(3) further procedural reform is needed and, if so, what that reform should be. 

 
Paragraph 6.110 

 

Consultation Question 7. 
1.7 In respect of a domestic surrogacy arrangement, we provisionally propose that, before the 

child is conceived, where the intended parents and surrogate have: 

(1) entered into an agreement including the prescribed information, which will include a 
statement as to legal parenthood on birth, 

(2) complied with procedural safeguards for the agreement, and 
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(3) met eligibility requirements, 

on the birth of the child the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child, 
subject to the surrogate’s right to object. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I vehemently disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s key 
recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the Protection of Children and Cooperation in 
respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. These require the birth mother to have legal 
parenthood and parental responsibility when the child is born and that her consent to giving up 
the child must be freely given AFTER the child's birth. I believe that this important safeguard 
against the sale of children and the exploitation of birth mothers should apply equally to 
surrogacy arrangements, in both an international and a domestic context. 
 
This proposal would set a very dangerous precedent for all women, all mothers, all children and 
all of the implications need to be fully understood. There is no evidence in the consultation paper 
that the law commissioners have considered these more general implications fully, if at all. 
 
I understand that the proposal to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ legal parenthood at 
birth is based on (or justif ied by) in part at least the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ 
mothers prior to the consultation. I do not agree that these claimed wishes alone justify 
measures that contravene the recommendations of the UN Special Rapporteur and the 
provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to reduce the risk of the sale and 
trafficking of children and to protect birth mothers. 
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to encourage or 
condone a system that would require women to deliberately conceive and subsequently give 
birth with the expectation that they would have little or no legal responsibility for the child. The 
rights of the child must be prioritised regardless whether that is what some ‘surrogate’ mothers 
say they want or not. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.13 

 

Consultation Question 8. 
1.8 We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations and licensed clinics 

should be under a duty to keep a record of surrogacy arrangements under the new 
pathway to which they are a party, with such records being retained for a specified 
minimum period. 

Do consultees agree? 
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OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy 
organisations. 

 
1.9 We invite consultees’ views as to what the length of that period should be: whether 100 

years or another period. 

Paragraph 8.14 

 

Consultation Question 9. 
1.10 We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes 

should apply to traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated surrogacy 
organisation is involved. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations, because they 
would inevitably lead to a normalising of surrogacy and an increase in its prevalence. 

Paragraph 8.21 

 

Consultation Question 10. 
1.11 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a 

traditional, domestic surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from 
entering into the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway.’  
Paragraph 8.22 

 

Consultation Question 11. 
1.12 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the surrogate should have the right to object to the acquisition of legal parenthood 
by the intended parents, for a fixed period after the birth of the child;  



7 
 

(2) this right to object should operate by the surrogate making her objection in writing 
within a defined period, with the objection being sent to both the intended parents 
and the body responsible for the regulation of surrogacy; and 

(3) the defined period should be the applicable period for birth registration less one 
week. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposal that the ‘intended parents’ should automatically acquire 
legal parenthood at birth and that the birth mother has only a limited time to object. This 
contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations,* including that the birth mother is the 
legal parent at birth and that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility 
in surrogacy arrangements are taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth, 
with the child’s best interests being the paramount consideration. 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to 
give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as 
the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before 
the expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.35 

 

Consultation Question 12. 
1.13 We provisionally propose that, where the surrogate objects to the intended parents 

acquiring legal parenthood within the period fixed after birth, the surrogacy arrangement 
should no longer be able to proceed in the new pathway, with the result that: 

(1) the surrogate will be the legal parent of the child;  

(2) if one of the intended parents would, under the current law, be a legal parent of the 
child, then he or she will continue to be a legal parent in these circumstances; and 

(3) the intended parents would be able to make an application for a parental order to 
obtain legal parenthood. 
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Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly with the ‘intended 
parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects.  
 
The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil 
partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent change of legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth 
and with the child’s best interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN 
Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.* 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to 
give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as 
the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before 
the expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.36 

 

Consultation Question 13. 
1.14 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway: 

(1) the intended parents should be required to make a declaration on registering the 
birth of the child that they have no reason to believe that the surrogate has lacked 
capacity at any time during the period in which she had the right to object to the 
intended parents acquiring legal parenthood; 

(2) if the intended parents cannot provide this declaration then, during the period in 
which she has the right to object to the intended parents acquiring legal parenthood, 
the surrogate should be able to provide a positive consent to such acquisition; and 

(3) if the intended parents are unable to make this declaration and the surrogate is 
unable to provide the positive consent within the relevant period, the surrogacy 
arrangement should exit the new pathway and the intended parents should be able 
to make an application for a parental order. 
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Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended 
parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects.  
 
The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil 
partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent change of legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth 
and with the child’s best interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN 
Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.* 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to 
give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as 
the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before 
the expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.37 

 

Consultation Question 14. 
1.15 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway, the welfare of the child to be born as a 

result of the surrogacy arrangement: 

(1) should be assessed in the way set out in Chapter 8 of the current Code of Practice; 

(2) either the regulated surrogacy organisation or regulated clinic, as appropriate, 
should be responsible for ensuring that this procedure is followed; and 

(3) there should be no requirement for any welfare assessment of the child after his or 
her birth. 

Do consultees agree? 
 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s 
recommendation* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in 



10 
 

surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the 
birth and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration. A welfare assessment is 
an absolute requirement if an informed decision is to be made about the child’s best interest. 
Therefore a welfare assessment MUST be made after the child’s birth. 
 
The pre-conception assessment would typically have been carried out more than a year before 
the birth of the child. Much can change in that time.  
 
The justif ication that a welfare assessment after the birth of the child is not necessary because 
parents of children born through the normal process are not subject to such checks does not 
hold. Pregnancy, birth and the post-partum changes are intense physical and existential 
experiences that change you and prime you to love and be sensitive to the new-born child and 
rise to the challenge of the enormous task of raising him or her to adulthood. For obvious 
reasons ‘intended parents’ do not have this advantage.  
 
In addition, pregnancy and childbirth are a huge investment of the birth mother’s physical, 
physiological and emotional resources, which means she has already made a huge and 
unquantif iable, nearly year-long, commitment to the child. This means her practical and 
emotional commitment to the child is already well-developed, giving her the best chance of 
surmounting all the diff iculties that will inevitably arise over the course of the child’s childhood 
and adolescence.  
 
The ‘intended parents’ have had no similar experience. The investment of f inancial resources 
does not in any way prepare you for the practical reality of caring for a new-born child and the 
long road of nurturing and shepherding him or her to adulthood. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.51 

 

Consultation Question 15. 
1.16 We provisionally propose that, for a child born as a result of a surrogacy arrangement 

under the new pathway, where the surrogate has exercised her right to object to the 
intended parents’ acquisition of legal parenthood at birth, the surrogate’s spouse or civil 
partner, if any, should not be a legal parent of the child. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘new pathway.’  
 
There is a very real risk that spouses and partners will coerce women into being a ‘surrogate’ for 
f inancial gain. This risk is likely to increase if he or she does not have legal parenthood or 
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parental responsibility for any children born of the arrangement. This is enough reason to reject 
this proposal. 
 
However, it also represents a significant change in legal parenthood rules and would therefore 
have an implication for all children, all families because it would set a precedent. It should not be 
introduced without a full assessment of all the implications, including on the rights of mothers and 
children. There is no evidence that the law commissioners have carried out any such 
assessment. 
 
1.17 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in the case of a surrogacy arrangement outside 

the new pathway, the surrogate’s spouse or civil partner should continue to be a legal 
parent of the child born as a result of the arrangement. 

YES 
 
The normal legal parenthood rules should apply. This will reduce the risk of spouses and 
partners coercing women into surrogacy for f inancial gain. 

Paragraph 8.57 

 

Consultation Question 16. 
1.18 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway, where a child born of a surrogacy 

arrangement is stillborn: 

(1) the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child unless the surrogate 
exercises her right to object; and 

(2) the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being registered as 
the parents before the expiry of the period of the right to object. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended 
parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects. The 
birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should not change if 
the child is stillborn. 
 
1.19 We provisionally propose that, outside the new pathway, where a child born of a surrogacy 

arrangement is stillborn, the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents 
being registered as the parents before the expiry of the period allowed for the registration 
of the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a declaration to the effect that 
the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the 
stillbirth. 
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Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the birth parents in this 
situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should 
not change if the child is stillborn and the registration should accurately reflect this. 

Paragraph 8.77 

 

Consultation Question 17. 
1.20 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, 

where the child dies before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able 
to consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents before the expiry of the 
period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have 
made a declaration to the effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order 
are satisfied, on registration of the birth. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in this 
situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and if the child 
dies before the parental order, the registration of birth should accurately reflect that the birth 
mother was the legal parent. 

Paragraph 8.79 

 

Consultation Question 18. 
1.21 For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to 

whether, where the surrogate dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during which 
she can exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the new 
pathway and the intended parents should be required to make an application for a 
parental order. 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 8.80 
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Consultation Question 19. 
1.22 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, where 

both intended parents die during the surrogate’s pregnancy, the intended parents should 
be registered as the child’s parents on birth, subject to the surrogate not exercising her 
right to object within the defined period. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with the deceased 
‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in this situation. The birth mother should 
always be the legal parent of the child at birth and the registration of birth should accurately 
reflect this. 
 
1.23 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new 

pathway, where both intended parents die during the surrogate’s pregnancy or before a 
parental order is made: 

(1) it should be competent for an application to be made, by a person who claims an 
interest under section 11(3)(a) of the Children (Scotland) Act 1995, or who would be 
permitted to apply for an order under section 8 of the Children Act 1989: 

(a) for an order for appointment as guardian of the child, and 

(b) for a parental order in the name of the intended parents, subject to the 
surrogate’s consent; or 

(2) the surrogate should be registered as the child’s mother and it should not be 
possible for the intended parents to be registered as the child’s parents, but that 
there should be a procedure for the surrogate to provide details of the intended 
parents, and, if relevant, gamete donors, for entry onto the register of surrogacy 
arrangements. 

The intended parents should NOT be registered as the child’s parents if they are already 
deceased – so option (2) is preferable. 

Paragraph 8.81 

 

Consultation Question 20. 
1.24 We provisionally propose that, where an application is made for a parental order by a sole 

applicant under section 54A: 
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(1) the applicant should have to make a declaration that it was always intended that 
there would only be a single applicant for a parental order in respect of the child 
concerned or to supply the name and contact details of the other intended parent;  

(2) if details of another intended parent are supplied, a provision should be made for 
notice to be given to the potential second intended parent of the application and an 
opportunity given to that party to provide notice of opposition within a brief period 
(of, say, 14 to 21 days); and 

(3) if the second intended parent gives notice of his or her intention to oppose, he or 
she should be required to make his or her own application within a brief period (say 
14 days), otherwise the application of the first intended parent will be determined by 
the court. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 8.86 

 

Consultation Question 21. 
1.25 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases; and 

(2) how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this model. 

I profoundly oppose a three-parent model of legal parenthood, even if it is temporary. The birth 
mother should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent 
authority AFTER the birth of the child with the best interests of the child being the paramount 
consideration, as recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.91 

 

Consultation Question 22. 
1.26 We invite consultees’ views:  

(1) as to whether there should be any additional oversight in the new pathway that we 
have proposed, leading to the acquisition of legal parenthood by the intended 
parents at birth; and 

(2) if so, as to whether should this oversight be: 
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(a) administrative, or 

(b) judicial. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should be the 
legal parent and have parental responsibility at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood 
and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other 
competent authority AFTER the birth of the child based on the best interests of the child, as 
recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.93 

 

Consultation Question 23. 
1.27 In respect of England and Wales, we invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether the welfare checklist, contained in section 1(3) of the Children Act 1989, 
should be amended to provide for the court to have regard to additional specific 
factors in the situation where it is considering the arrangements for a child in the 
context of a dispute about a surrogacy arrangement; and 

(2) if so, as to what those additional factors should be. 

The child’s best interests should drive all decisions about the child in the event of a dispute about 
a surrogacy arrangement. The welfare checklist provides a comprehensive summary of the 
issues to be considered and is adequate as it is, and conforms to the UN Special Rapporteur’s 
recommendation* that the child’s best interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not 
believe any other factors should be added. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx  

Paragraph 8.120 

 

Consultation Question 24. 
1.28 In respect of England and Wales, we invite consultees’ views: 

(1) as to whether the checklist, contained in section 1(4) of the ACA 2002 (as applied 
and modified by regulation 2 and paragraph 1 of Schedule 1 of the 2018 
Regulations) should be further amended to provide for the court to have regard to 
additional specific factors in the situation where it is considering whether to make a 
parental order; and 

(2) what those additional factors should be. 
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The child’s best interests should drive all decisions when considering whether to make a parental 
order. The welfare checklist provides a comprehensive summary of the issues to be considered 
and is adequate as it is, and it conforms to UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendation* that the 
child’s best interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not believe any other factors 
should be added. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.121 

 

Consultation Question 25. 
1.29 We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be 

amended to add the intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section 
8 order without leave. 

NO 
 
There are real risks of the sale and trafficking of children and of exploitation of the birth mother 
and her reproductive capacities in all surrogacy arrangements. The court should therefore 
always have oversight of the arrangements. I am also concerned that there should be no 
liberalisation of the law on surrogacy because of the potential human rights abuses involved. I do 
not believe that ‘intended parents’ should be added to the list of those who can apply for a 
section 8 order without leave. 

Paragraph 8.123 

 

Consultation Question 26. 
1.30 We provisionally propose that, where a child is born as a result of a surrogacy 

arrangement outside the new pathway, the intended parents should acquire parental 
responsibility automatically where: 

(1) the child is living with them or being cared for by them; and  

(2) they intend to apply for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with this proposal. The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth and 
all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements 
should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, as 
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recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur* in order to reduce the risk of the sale and 
trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility 
is based on (or justif ied by) the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the 
consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify measures that contravene recommendations of 
the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to 
reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children.  
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system 
that would require women to give birth with the expectation that they would have no legal 
responsibility for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must 
be prioritised regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.132 

 

Consultation Question 27. 
1.31 We provisionally propose that, where a child is born as a result of a surrogacy 

arrangement in the new pathway: 

(1) the intended parents should acquire parental responsibility on the birth of the child; 
and 

(2) if the surrogate exercises her right to object, the intended parents should continue to 
have parental responsibility for the child where the child is living with, or being cared 
for by, them, and they intend to apply for a parental order.  

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended 
parents’ should acquire parentage or parental responsibility automatically. The birth mother 
should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental 
responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority 
AFTER the birth of the child, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is 
the recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the 
sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility 
is based on (or justif ied by) the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the 
consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify a measure that contravenes recommendations of 
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the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to 
reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children.  
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system 
that would require women to give birth with the expectation that they would have no responsibility 
for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must be prioritised 
regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.134 

 

Consultation Question 28. 
1.32 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the 

surrogate should retain parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the 
arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right to 
object, assuming that she does not exercise her right to object. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I agree that the birth mother should have parental responsibility for the child but NOT that the 
‘intended parents’ should get automatic legal parenthood and parental responsibility. 
 
All decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements 
should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, with the 
child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN Special 
Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the 
exploitation of women and their women’s reproductive capacities. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.139 

 

Consultation Question 29. 
1.33 For all surrogacy arrangements, we invite consultees’ views as to:  

(1) whether there is a need for any restriction to be placed on the exercise of parental 
responsibility by either the surrogate (or other legal parent), or the intended parents, 
during the period in which parental responsibility is shared; and 



19 
 

(2) whether it should operate to restrict the exercise of parental responsibility by the 
party not caring for the child or with whom the child is not living. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should have 
legal parenthood and parental responsibility at and after the birth and all subsequent decisions 
involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility should be taken by a court or other 
competent authority, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the 
recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale 
and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.140 

 

Consultation Question 30. 
1.34 We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the 

scope of the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 9.29 

 

Consultation Question 31. 
1.35 We invite the views of independent surrogates, and intended parents who have used 

independent surrogacy arrangements, to tell us about their experience. In particular, we 
would be interested to hear about any health screening, counselling and legal advice that 
took place. 

N/A 
Paragraph 9.35 
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Consultation Question 32. 
1.36 We invite consultees’ views as to whether independent surrogacy arrangements should be 

brought within the scope of the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts 
binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first optional protocol. 
 
1.37 We invite consultees’ views as to how independent surrogacy arrangements might be 

brought within the scope of the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts 
binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first optional protocol. 

Paragraph 9.36 

 

Consultation Question 33. 
1.38 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) there should be regulated surrogacy organisations;  

NO 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 

(2) there should be no requirement for a regulated surrogacy organisation to take a 
particular form; and 

OTHER 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 

(3) each surrogacy organisation should be required to appoint an individual responsible 
for ensuring that the organisation complies with regulation. 

Do consultees agree?  

OTHER 
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I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.61 

 

Consultation Question 34. 
1.39 We provisionally propose that the person responsible must be responsible for: 

(1) representing the organisation to, and liaising with, the regulator; 

(2) managing the regulated surrogacy organisation with sufficient care, competence 
and skill; 

(3) ensuring the compliance of the organisation with relevant law and regulation, 
including the creation, maintenance and operation of necessary policies and 
procedures; 

(4) training any staff, including that of the person responsible; and 

(5) providing data to the regulator and to such other person as required by law. 

Do consultees agree? 

LEAVE ALL CHECK BOXES BLANK (i.e. none of the above) 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
1.40 We invite consultees to identify any other responsibilities which a responsible individual 

should have. 

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
1.41 We invite consultees’ views as to what experience, skills and qualif ications a person 

responsible for a surrogacy organisation should have. 

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.62 
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Consultation Question 35. 
1.42 We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit 

making bodies. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction 
surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and 
would drive an increase in surrogacy. Even if surrogacy organisations are non-profit making, they 
will inevitably be driven by commercial imperatives (for example, to cover costs, salaries, etc.) 
and will need to continuously seek new business and to convince or coerce more women to act 
as ‘surrogates.’ 
 
Deriving income from surrogacy is abhorrent and, given the parallels between surrogacy and 
prostitution, is a potential violation of Article 6 of CEDAW, which prohibits third-parties profiting or 
otherwise benefiting from the prostitution of women. 

Paragraph 9.84 

 

Consultation Question 36. 
1.43 We invite consultees’ views as to what should be included in the definition of matching and 

facilitation services. 

I disagree with organisations being able to provide matching and facilitation services, because 
that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human 
rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.94 

 

Consultation Question 37. 
1.44 We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to 

offer matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new 
pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated 
surrogacy organisations or any other organisations being able to provide matching and 
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facilitation services for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase 
in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
  
1.45 We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should 

be able to offer matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements 
outside the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated 
surrogacy organisations or any other organisations being able to provide matching and 
facilitation services for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase 
in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.95 

 

Consultation Question 38. 
1.46 We invite consultees’ views as to the sanctions that should be available against 

organisations that offer matching and facilitation services without being regulated to do so, 
and whether these should be criminal, civil or regulatory. 

I do not accept that matching and facilitation services should be allowed – regardless who they 
are provided by – because they would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I 
consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. Offering such services 
should be a criminal offence. 

Paragraph 9.97 

 

Consultation Question 39. 
1.47 We provisionally propose that the remit of the Human Fertilisation and Embryology 

Authority be expanded to include the regulation of regulated surrogacy organisations, and 
oversight of compliance with the proposed legal requirements for the new pathway to legal 
parenthood. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction 
surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and 
would drive an increase in surrogacy.  
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1.48 If consultees agree, we invite their views as to how the Authority’s Code of Practice should 
apply to regulated surrogacy organisations, including which additional or new areas of 
regulation should be applied. 

Paragraph 9.117 

 

Consultation Question 40. 
1.49 We provisionally propose that surrogacy agreements should remain unenforceable 

(subject to the exception we provisionally propose in Consultation Question 88 in relation 
to financial terms).  

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 9.129 

 

Consultation Question 41. 
1.50 We provisionally propose that there should be no prohibition against charging for 

negotiating, facilitating and advising on surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I VEHEMENTLY disagree with this proposal and the opening up of surrogacy in this country, 
because I consider it a violation of the human rights of both women and the child. The idea of 
organisations charging to facilitate it is utterly abhorrent and violates the spirit, if not the letter, of 
Article 6 of CEDAW, given the parallels between surrogacy and prostitution. Article 6 prohibits 
the exploitation of the prostitution of women – which includes deriving any form of benefit from 
women’s prostitution. 

Paragraph 9.135 

 

Consultation Question 42. 
1.51 We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy 

should be removed, with the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything 
that can lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
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I VEHEMENTLY disagree with removing the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy. 
Surrogacy is a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and enabling 
advertising sites (and other ‘service’ organisations) to financially benefit from it is abhorrent. 
 
At this time of increasing poverty and inequality, it would be unethical to promote the idea that 
being a ‘surrogate’ mother would be a solution to an impoverished woman’s financial problems. If 
this proposal is implemented, Facebook and Google are likely present surrogacy ads to female 
students and young women suggesting that becoming a ‘surrogate’ would provide the solution to 
their f inancial worries. The most disadvantaged young women would be the most vulnerable to 
this idea and it is doubtful it would ever truly be in her best interest. 
 
Just as we protect disadvantaged people from the temptation of selling their kidneys for money, 
we need to protect disadvantaged women from the temptation of renting their wombs. This 
means that advertising of surrogacy MUST remain banned. 

Paragraph 9.145 

 

Consultation Question 43. 
1.52 We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, where the making of a parental 

order in respect of a child born of a surrogacy arrangement has been recorded in the 
Parental Order Register, the child should be able to access his or her original birth 
certif icate at the age of 18. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 10.80 

 

Consultation Question 44. 
1.53 We provisionally propose that where children are born of surrogacy arrangements that 

result in the intended parents being recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full 
form of that certif icate should make clear that the birth was the result of a surrogacy 
arrangement. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended 
parents’ should be recorded as parents on the original birth certif icate. The birth mother should 
be recorded as the birth mother on the birth certificate and all decisions involving legal 
parenthood and parental responsibility should be taken after the birth by a court or other 
competent authority, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the 
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recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale 
and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
However, if the ‘intended parents’ are recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of 
the certif icate should make clear that the birth was the result of a surrogacy arrangement. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 10.85 

 

Consultation Question 45. 
1.54 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the birth registration system in England and 

Wales requires reform and, if so, which reforms they would like to see. 

I do not consider the birth registration system to be in need for reform. I am particularly opposed 
to changes to allow for the registration of three parents or for anyone other than the birth mother 
to be recorded as the mother on the original birth certif icate. Such proposals could lead to the 
facilitation of the sale of children and an erosion of mothers’ rights and a diluting of the 
understanding that the relationship between the birth mother and the child is unique. 

Paragraph 10.87 

 

Consultation Question 46. 
1.55 We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has 

been the subject of a parental order should be able to access all the documents contained 
in the court’s file for those parental order proceedings. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 10.89 

 

Consultation Question 47. 
1.56 We provisionally propose that a national register of surrogacy arrangements should be 

created to record the identity of the intended parents, the surrogate and the gamete 
donors. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
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1.57 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the register should be maintained by the Authority; 

(2) the register should record information for all surrogacy arrangements, whether in or 
outside the new pathway, provided that the information about who has contributed 
gametes for the conception of the child has been medically verif ied, and that the 
information should include: 

(a) identifying information about all the parties to the surrogacy arrangement, and 

(b) non-identifying information about those who have contributed gametes to the 
conception of the child; and 

(3) to facilitate the record of this information, the application form/petition for a parental 
order should record full information about a child’s genetic heritage where available 
and established by DNA or medical evidence, recording the use of an anonymous 
gamete donor if that applies. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy 
organisations. However, should surrogacy take place, it is important that the children have 
access to information about their origins and these proposals seem generally sound, except that 
the information held on gamete donors should also include identifying information – because 
otherwise it trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the right to know her or his 
genetic parentage. 

Paragraph 10.102 

 

Consultation Question 48. 
1.58 We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate 

and the intended parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy 
arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy arrangement. 

I agree but with the proviso that all the information should be identifying – because otherwise it 
trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the right to know her or his genetic 
parentage. 

Paragraph 10.104 
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Consultation Question 49. 
1.59 We provisionally propose that a child born of a surrogacy arrangement should be able to 

access the information recorded in the register from the age of 18 for identifying 
information, and 16 for non-identifying information (if such information is included on the 
register), provided that he or she has been given a suitable opportunity to receive 
counselling about the implications of compliance with this request. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
1.60 We invite consultees’ views as to whether a child under the age of 18 or 16 (depending on 

whether the information is identifying or non-identifying respectively) should be able to 
access the information in the register and, if so, in which circumstances: 

(1) where his or her legal parents have consented; 

(2) if he or she has received counselling and the counsellor judges that he or she is 
sufficiently mature to receive this information; and/or 

(3) in any other circumstances. 

I agree with (1) and (2) and believe there might be other circumstances where this is reasonable. 
Paragraph 10.110 

 

Consultation Question 50. 
1.61 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any provision for those born of 

a surrogacy arrangement to make a request for information to disclose whether a person 
whom he or she is intending to marry, or with whom he or she intends to enter into a civil 
partnership or intimate physical relationship, was carried by the same surrogate. 

YES, this should be possible. 
Paragraph 10.114 

 

Consultation Question 51. 
1.62 We provisionally propose that where two people are born to, and genetically related 

through, the same surrogate, they should be able to access the register to identify each 
other, if they both wish to do so. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
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1.63 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be provision to allow people born 

to the same surrogate – but who are not genetically related – to access the register to 
identify each other, if they both wish to do so. 

YES, I agree. 
Paragraph 10.121 

 

Consultation Question 52. 
1.64 We invite consultees’ views as to whether provision should be made to allow a person 

carried by a surrogate, and the surrogate’s own child, to access the register to identify 
each other, if they both wish to do so: 

(1) if they are genetically related through the surrogate; and/or 

(2) if they are not genetically related through the surrogate. 

YES to both (1) and (2) 
Paragraph 10.123 

 

Consultation Question 53. 
1.65 For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to 

whether details of an intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental 
order should be recorded in the register. 

The intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded 
in the register. 

Paragraph 10.128 
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Consultation Question 54. 
1.66 We provisionally propose that the six month time limits in sections 54 and 54A of the 

HFEA 2008 for making a parental order application should be abolished. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain 
circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child. 

Paragraph 11.20 

 

Consultation Question 55. 
1.67 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the current circumstances in which the consent of the surrogate (and any other legal 
parent) is not required, namely where a person cannot be found or is incapable of 
giving agreement, should continue to be available; 

NO  
 
I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child 
trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s wombs. An adoption order can be considered 
as an option when a parental order is not possible. 
 

(2) the court should have the power to dispense with the consent of the surrogate, and 
any other legal parent of the child, in the following circumstances: 

(a) where the child is living with the intended parents, with the consent of the 
surrogate and any other legal parent, or 

(b) following a determination by the court that the child should live with the 
intended parents; and 

(3) the court’s power to dispense with consent should be subject to the paramount 
consideration of the child’s welfare throughout his or her life guided by the factors 
set out in section 1 of the Adoption and Children Act 2002 and, in Scotland, in line 
with the section 14(3) of the Adoption and Children (Scotland) Act 2007. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
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I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child 
trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s wombs. An adoption order can be considered 
as an option when a parental order is not possible. 

Paragraph 11.58 

 

Consultation Question 56. 
1.68 We provisionally propose that, both for a parental order and in the new pathway, the 

intended parents or one of the intended parents must be domiciled or habitually resident in 
the UK, Channel Islands or Isle of Man. 

Do consultees agree?  

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The ‘intended parents’ should be 
domiciled (and not simply habitually resident) in the UK in order to avoid surrogacy tourism. 
 
1.69 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any additional conditions 

imposed on the test of habitual residence, for example, a qualifying period of habitual 
residence required to satisfy the test. 

I profoundly disagree with opening up parental orders to ‘intended parents’ who are habitual 
residents but not domiciled in the UK – because of the risk of surrogacy tourism. 

Paragraph 12.15 

 

Consultation Question 57. 
1.70 We invite consultees’ views on whether: 

(1) the qualifying categories of relationship in section 54(2) of the HFEA 2008 should be 
reformed and, if so, how; or 

(2) the requirement should be removed, subject to two persons who are within the 
prohibited degrees of relationship being prevented from applying. 

The qualifying categories of relationship should not be reformed or removed. 
Paragraph 12.29 
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Consultation Question 58. 
1.71 We provisionally propose that to use the new pathway, intended parents should be 

required to make a declaration in the surrogacy agreement that they intend for the child’s 
home to be with them. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.  

Paragraph 12.34 

 

Consultation Question 59. 
1.72 We provisionally propose that the new pathway –  

(1) should not impose a requirement that the intended parent, or one of the intended 
parents, provide gametes for the conception of the child, so that double donation of 
gametes is permitted, but 

(2) that double donation should only be permitted in cases of medical necessity, 
meaning that there is not an intended parent who is able to provide a gamete due to 
infertility. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic link should 
be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 
 
1.73 We invite consultees’ views as to whether double donation should be permitted under the 

parental order pathway (to the same extent that it may be permitted in the new pathway) in 
domestic surrogacy arrangements.  

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and all other proposals that are 
likely to result in an increase in surrogacy. I therefore do not believe that double donation should 
be permitted under the parental order pathway in domestic surrogacy arrangements.  
 
1.74 We provisionally propose that the requirement that the intended parent or one of the 

intended parents contribute gametes to the conception of the child in the parental order 
pathway should be retained in international surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
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Paragraph 12.64 

 

Consultation Question 60. 
1.75 We provisionally propose that if the requirement for a genetic link is retained for domestic 

cases outside the new pathway, the requirement should not apply, subject to medical 
necessity, if the court determines that the intended parents in good faith began the 
surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway but were required to apply for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I fundamentally disagree with proposals to introduce the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic 
link should be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 

Paragraph 12.71 

 

Consultation Question 61. 
1.76 We provisionally propose that if double donation is permitted only in cases of medical 

necessity, an exception should be made to allow a parental order to be granted to a single 
parent without a genetic link where the intended parent’s former partner provides gametes 
but the intended parents’ relationship breaks down before the grant of a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 

Paragraph 12.76 
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Consultation Question 62. 
1.77 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that a surrogacy 

arrangement has been used because of medical necessity: 

(1) for cases under the new pathway to parenthood; and/or 

(2) for cases where a post-birth parental order application is made. 

I oppose surrogacy and believe that it is a fundamental violation of women’s and children’s rights 
and that it should therefore be banned. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’  
 
1.78 We invite consultees’ views as to how a test of medical necessity for surrogacy, if it is 

introduced, should be defined and assessed. 

I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 
Paragraph 12.94 

 

Consultation Question 63. 
1.79 We provisionally propose that in order to use the new pathway to parenthood, information 

identifying the child’s genetic parents and the surrogate must be provided for entry on the 
national register of surrogacy agreements prior to registration of the child’s birth. 

Do consultees agree?  

OTHER 
 
I profoundly oppose the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. However, I support the requirement in 
any surrogacy arrangements for the recording of the identity of all genetic parents and the birth 
mother. 
 
1.80 We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be a condition for an application for a 

parental order that: 

(1) those who contributed gametes are entered on the national register of surrogacy 
agreements; and/or 

(2) if it remains a requirement that one of the intended parents provided gametes in the 
conception of the child, that the genetic link is demonstrated to the court with 
medical or DNA evidence. 

While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, I support this condition for a parental order 
in the circumstances described in both (1) and (2). 
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1.81 We provisionally propose that it should be a condition for the application of a parental 
order that the identity of the surrogate is entered on the national register of surrogacy 
agreements. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, if it happens, I support this provision. 

Paragraph 12.115 

 

Consultation Question 64. 
1.82 We provisionally propose that there should be no maximum age limit for the grant of a 

parental order. The age of the intended parents should continue to be taken into account 
in the assessment of the welfare of the child in applications to grant a parental order.  

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I am opposed to surrogacy and would like to see it banned, because it is a violation of both 
women’s and children’s human rights.  
 
Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society 
and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good health until the child reaches adulthood. 
Surrogacy is therefore particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. If surrogacy is 
to be opened up, a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is imperative. This will make it clear 
that society does not condone older people entering a surrogacy arrangement and will make it 
less likely that older people will go ahead with such an arrangement and present the court with a 
fait accompli. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement up to that age but not beyond. It is 
therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
 
1.83 We invite consultees’ views as to whether under the new pathway there should be a 

maximum age limit for intended parents, and if so, what it should be. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be 
allowed, there should be a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ and it should be 45. 
 
Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society 
and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good health until the child reaches adulthood. 
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I am opposed to surrogacy per se, because it is a violation of both women’s and children’s 
human rights. However, it is particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. I therefore 
consider that a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is important. This will make it clear that 
society does not consider it acceptable for older people to enter into a surrogacy arrangement 
and will make it less likely that they will. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement up to that age. It is therefore imperative 
that age limits are set very carefully.  
 
1.84 We provisionally propose that intended parents should be required to be at least 18 years 

old at the time that they enter into a surrogacy agreement under the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be 
allowed, there should be a minimum age for ‘intended parents’ and it should be much older than 
18. I suggest that 25 would be more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement at that age. It is therefore imperative that 
age limits are set very carefully. What kind of society would want 18-year olds to believe that it 
would be reasonable for them to become ‘parents’ through a surrogacy arrangement – before 
they have taken even their f irst steps into independence and adulthood? 

Paragraph 12.133 

 

Consultation Question 65. 
1.85 We provisionally propose that surrogates should be required to be at least 18 years of age 

(at the time of conception), in order for the court to have the power to make a parental 
order. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I am opposed to surrogacy per se and would like to see it banned, because I consider it a 
violation of both women’s and children’s human rights.  
 
At 18 a woman is barely out of childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish herself 
as an adult. This means that she is particularly vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There 
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should be a significantly older minimum age for entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I 
suggest that 25 years would be more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society 
sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy 
arrangement is a reasonable thing for them to be doing before they have taken even their f irst 
steps into independence and adulthood?  
 
1.86 We provisionally propose that surrogates should be required to be at least 18 years old at 

the time of entering into the surrogacy agreement within the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for a ‘new pathway’. At 18 a woman is barely out of 
childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish herself as an adult. This means that 
she is particularly vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There should be a significantly older 
minimum age for entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I suggest that 25 years would be 
more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society 
sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy 
arrangement is a reasonable thing for them to be doing before they have taken even their f irst 
steps into independence and adulthood?  

Paragraph 12.144 

 

Consultation Question 66. 
1.87 We provisionally propose that medical testing of the surrogate, any partner of the 

surrogate, and any intended parent providing gametes should be required for the new 
pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
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1.88 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the types of testing set out in the Code of 
Practice are feasible for traditional surrogacy arrangements outside a licensed clinic, and if 
not, which types of testing should be required for such arrangements. 

 
Paragraph 13.16 

 

Consultation Question 67. 
1.89 We provisionally propose that, as a condition of being eligible for entry into the new 

pathway: 

(1) the surrogate, her spouse, civil partner or partner (if any) and the intended parents 
intending to enter into a surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway should be 
required to attend counselling with regard to the implications of entering into that 
arrangement; and 

(2) the implications counselling should be provided by a counsellor who meets the 
requirements set out in the Code of Practice at paragraphs 2.14 to 2.15. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.44 

 

Consultation Question 68. 
1.90 We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that 

the surrogate and the intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect 
of the law and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is signed. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.65 
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Consultation Question 69. 
1.91 We provisionally propose that, as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway: 

(1) an enhanced criminal record certificate should be obtained for intended parents, 
surrogates and any spouses, civil partners or partners of surrogates;  

(2) the body overseeing the surrogate arrangement should not enable a surrogate 
arrangement to be proceed under the new pathway where a person screened is unsuitable 
for having being convicted of, or received a police caution for, any offence appearing on a 
prescribed list of offences; and  

(3) the body overseeing the surrogacy arrangement may also determine that a 
person is unsuitable based on the information provided in the enhanced record certificate.  

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
 
1.92 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the list of offences that applies in the case of 

adoption is appropriate in the case of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.73 

 

Consultation Question 70. 
1.93 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the 

surrogate has previously given birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway. 

OTHER 
 
I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. 
 
Society should not condone women who have never had a child of their own entering an 
arrangement to undergo pregnancy and childbirth for someone else. It is impossible to 
understand what pregnancy and childbirth are like and how they will change you until or unless 
you have had that experience yourself. 

Paragraph 13.95 
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Consultation Question 71. 
1.94 We provisionally propose that there should not be a maximum number of surrogate 

pregnancies that a woman can undertake as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. 
 
Society should not condone women undergoing multiple ‘surrogate’ pregnancies and childbirths. 
Even the Kennel Club recognises that female dogs should not be allowed to undertake more 
than four pregnancies. It is abhorrent that female dogs have better protections than women 
would have under this proposal. 

Paragraph 13.99 

 

Consultation Question 72. 
1.95 We invite consultees’ views as to whether payment of costs by the intended parents to the 

surrogate should be able to be: 

(1) based on an allowance;  

(2) based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, but without the need for 
production of receipts; or 

(3) based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, and only on production of 
receipts. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.16 
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Consultation Question 73. 
1.96 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate essential costs 
relating to the pregnancy; and 

(2) the types of expenditure which should be considered “essential”.   

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above the actual 
essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, 
and travel to medical appointments – backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.22 
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Consultation Question 74. 
1.97 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate 
additional costs relating to the pregnancy; and 

(2) the types of expenditure which should be considered additional, rather than 
essential.   

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above the actual 
essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, 
and travel to medical appointments – backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.26 

 

Consultation Question 75. 
1.98 We invite consultees’ views as to:  

(1) whether intended parents should be permitted to pay all costs that arise from 
entering into a surrogacy arrangement, and those unique to a surrogate pregnancy; 
and 

(2) the types of cost which should be included within this category. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
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Paragraph 15.29 

 

Consultation Question 76. 
1.99 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be 

able to pay their surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or 
self-employed). 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost 
earnings. 

Paragraph 15.37 

 

Consultation Question 77. 
1.100 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be 

able to pay their surrogate either or both of the following lost potential earnings: 

(1) her lost employment-related potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 15.35 
above); and/or 

(2) other lost potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 15.36 above). 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
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I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost 
earnings. 

Paragraph 15.38 

 

Consultation Question 78. 
1.101 We invite consultees to share their experiences:  

(1) of the impact that payments received by a surrogate from the intended parents has 
had on the surrogate’s entitlement to means-tested social welfare benefits; and 

(2) where a surrogacy arrangement has had an impact on the surrogate’s entitlement to 
means-tested social welfare benefits, how that has been addressed in their 
surrogacy arrangement. 

N/A 
Paragraph 15.47 
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Consultation Question 79. 
1.102 We invite consultees’ views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay 

compensation to the surrogate for the following: 

(1) pain and inconvenience arising from the pregnancy and childbirth; 

(2) medical treatments relating to the surrogacy, including payments for each 
insemination or embryo transfer; and/or 

(3)  specified complications, including hyperemesis gravidarum, pre-eclampsia, an 
ectopic pregnancy, miscarriage, termination, caesarean birth, excessive 
haemorrhaging, perineal tearing, removal of fallopian tubes or ovaries or a 
hysterectomy. 

It is absurd to propose that one could place a monetary value on the pain of adverse pregnancy 
outcomes. In putting a price tag on perineal tear for example, some mothers report little pain or 
symptoms, others have profound ongoing fear of vaginal penetration, which can result in very 
significant emotional and relationship diff iculties. Infection may complicate healing, and some 
women report long term sequelae from this, such as impaired wound healing.  
 
Haematology conditions should also be considered. Blood loss, for example due to placental 
haemorrhage can be very significant, and potentially result in emergency hysterectomy and 
blood transfusion to save the life of the mother. It is a fact that although blood is thoroughly 
screened in the UK there still remains the potential for blood borne illnesses to be transmitted, 
and the fact that some of these may not have been identif ied yet by researchers is also a real 
risk to a mother receiving transfusion. Persons who have had a blood transfusion are currently 
unable to donate blood themselves in the UK, due to the risk of (vCJD) transmission. This is an 
indication of the gravity of receiving blood products.  
 
No medical intervention is EVER risk free. Receiving multiple blood products in the context of 
Massive Transfusion Protocol (eg platelets, Fresh Frozen Plasma, cryoprecipitate) only heighten 
those risks.  
 
Conditions such as HELLP (Haemolysis, Elevated Liver enzymes, Low Platelets) can be fatal, 
and although the maternal mortality rate is low, it can have significant sequelae, including renal 
failure potentially requiring dialysis, placental abruption (potentially fatal for mother and baby) 
permanent liver damage and retinal detachment resulting in visual impairment.  
 
Each of these conditions have long term consequences for a woman, psychologically, physically 
and emotionally, and may also affect her ability to return to work or care for other children.  
 
Also, the late complications of childbirth have been disregarded. Late consequences of childbirth 
can include vaginal or rectal prolapse, urinary and faecal incontinence. Women who have had a 
C section may experience ongoing pain around the scar. Some sources quote this as affecting 
between 6 and 18 percent of women. These symptoms can be profoundly distressing, and may 
take years to present (conversely, may present immediately). 



46 
 

 
How could we ensure that women suffering these complications are compensated? They are 
multifactorial, and risk increases with instrumented delivery and parity. How would it be proposed 
to unpick the role of a surrogate pregnancy in causing these symptoms in relation to other risk 
factors, for example parity, smoking history, personal medical history? 
 
Psychiatric conditions are also absent from this list. Complications including depression and 
anxiety may be worsened by pregnancy. Other mental health conditions such as post natal 
depression and post partum psychosis can be fatal, and impact on a woman’s health for many 
years to come. I’m quite shocked that none of these conditions have been explicitly mentioned 
and it does make me wonder how the list of complications was created. I’d also like to know what 
level of haemorrhage would be considered “excessive”. 
 
The wording of the question “should” be able to pay compensation is not the same as being 
mandated to do so. This potentially creates a situation where some “luckier” women would 
receive compensation others would not. 
 
All of the above illustrates the risks of surrogacy and confirms my support for a total ban on 
surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.  
 
1.103 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other matters in respect of which 

intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate compensation. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.  
 
1.104 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the level of compensation payable should be: 

(1) a fixed fee set by the regulator (operating as a cap on the maximum payable), or  

(2) left to the parties to negotiate.   

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
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There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. 

Paragraph 15.53 

 

Consultation Question 80. 
1.105 We invite consultees views’ as to whether intended parents should be able to pay 

compensation to the surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the 
surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for the 
surrogate. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question illustrates the risks of surrogacy and why I oppose it.  

Paragraph 15.56 

 

Consultation Question 81. 
1.106 We invite consultees’ views as to whether:  

(1) intended parents should be able to buy gifts for the surrogate; and 

(2) if so, specific provision should be made for these gifts to be modest or reasonable in 
nature. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
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There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to give the birth mother gifts. 

Paragraph 15.60 

 

Consultation Question 82. 
1.107 We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be possible for the intended parents to 

agree to pay a woman for the service of undertaking a surrogacy. 

It should not be possible for the intended parents to agree to pay a woman for the service 
of undertaking a surrogacy. (check box) 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her 
‘services’. 
 
1.108 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay 

a woman for the service of undertaking surrogacy, whether that the fee should be: 

(1) any sum agreed between the parties to the surrogacy; or 

(2) a fixed fee set by the regulator. 

Leave both check boxes blank. 
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I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her 
‘services’. 
 
1.109 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay 

a woman a fixed fee for the service of undertaking surrogacy, what, if any, other payments 
the law should permit, in addition to that f ixed fee: 

(1) no other payments; 

(2) essential costs relating to the pregnancy; 

(3) additional costs relating to the pregnancy; 

(4) lost earnings; 

(5) compensation for pain and inconvenience, medical treatment and complications, 
and the death of the surrogate; and/or 

(6) gifts. 

Leave all check boxes blank. 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
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I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to make any type of fee or payment to 
the birth mother for her ‘services’. 

Paragraph 15.69 

 

Consultation Question 83. 
1.110 We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be possible for any payment the law 

permits the intended parents to pay the surrogate for her services to be reduced in the 
event of a miscarriage or termination of the pregnancy. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their 
‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of surrogacy. 
 

1.111 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if the law permits a fee payable to the surrogate 
to be able to be reduced in the event of a miscarriage or termination, whether such 
provision should apply: 

(1) in the first trimester of pregnancy only; 

(2) to any miscarriage or termination; or 

(3) some other period of time (please specify).   

Leave all check boxes blank. 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
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I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their 
‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of surrogacy. 

Paragraph 15.72 

 

Consultation Question 84. 
1.112 We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to 

surrogates should be the same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to 
parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I am opposed to the ‘new pathway’ but consider that regardless of the surrogacy arrangement 
being used, the only payments that should ever be made are essential and basic expenses for 
which receipts are provided. 

Paragraph 15.74 

 

Consultation Question 85. 
1.113 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have 

not discussed which they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the 
surrogate. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
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There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.75 

 

Consultation Question 86. 
1.114 We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that 

intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.76 
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Consultation Question 87. 
1.115 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are specific methods of enforcing 

limitations that are placed on payments to surrogates that we should consider as part of 
our review: 

(1) for cases within the new pathway to parenthood; and  

(2) for cases where a parental order is made after the birth of the baby. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
The only payments that should be made are essential and basic expenses and for which receipts 
are provided. The judge or other competent authority should closely monitor all f inancial aspects 
of the arrangement (in line with the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations*) and refuse the 
parental order when payments have exceeded basic expenses. If it is not a judge overseeing the 
arrangements, the competent authority should be totally independent and not, for example, an 
agency (or ‘regulated surrogacy organisation’) that has been involved in the arrangements in any 
way. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 15.89 

 

Consultation Question 88. 
1.116 We provisionally propose that financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into under 

the new pathway to parenthood should be enforceable by the surrogate. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
 
1.117 We provisionally propose that if the financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into 

under the new pathway become enforceable, the ability to do so should not be dependent 
on the surrogate complying with any terms of the agreement relating to her lifestyle. 
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Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The idea that a ‘surrogacy 
agreement’ could place restrictions on the birth mother’s lifestyle is utterly abhorrent. 

Paragraph 15.99 

 

Consultation Question 89. 
1.118 We invite overseas surrogates (or bodies representing or advocating for surrogates) to 

share with us their experiences f international surrogacy arrangements. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.10 

 

Consultation Question 90. 
1.119 We invite organisations focused on children’s rights and welfare in the international 

context to share with us their views on our proposed reforms and consultation questions in 
this chapter. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.12 

 

Consultation Question 91. 
1.120 We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of their experience of applying to register 

a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement as a British citizen and 
obtaining a passport for the child. In particular, we would be interested to hear how long 
the application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have about 
causes of delays in the process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.52 
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Consultation Question 92. 
1.121 We provisionally propose that it should be possible for a file to be opened, and the 

application process for obtaining registration of a child born from an international 
surrogacy arrangement and obtaining a passport to begin, prior to the birth of the child. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a 
passport in international surrogacy arrangements appears to contradict the UN Special 
Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling and trafficking of 
children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly disagree with this 
proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.53 

 

Consultation Question 93. 
1.122 We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of 

applying for a visa for a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In 
particular, we would be interested to hear how long the application took after the birth of 
the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.68 

 

Consultation Question 94. 
1.123 We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process 

for applying for a visa in respect of a child born through an international surrogacy 
arrangement, before the child is born. The application will need to be completed after the 
birth of the child, and the issue of a passport in the child’s country of birth. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a 
passport before the child is born in international surrogacy arrangements appears to contradict 
the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling 
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and trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly 
disagree with this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

 

1.124 We provisionally propose that the current provision made for the grant of a visa outside of 
the Immigration Rules where the intended parents are not the legal parents of the child 
under nationality law should be brought within the Rules. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
1.125 We provisionally propose that:  

(1) the grant of a visa should not be dependent on the child breaking links with the 
surrogate; or  

(2) that this condition should be clarif ied to ensure that it does not prevent the child 
having contact, and an on-going relationship, with the surrogate. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
1.126 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current requirement for the grant of a visa 

outside the Rules that the intended parents must apply for a parental order within six 
months of the child’s birth should be removed (regardless of whether the availability of the 
visa is brought within the Rules), if our provisional proposal to remove the time limit on 
applications for parental orders is accepted. 

NO 
 
The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain 
circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child. 

Paragraph 16.69 

 

Consultation Question 95. 
1.127 We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process 

for applying for a EU Uniform Format Form in respect of a child born through an 
international surrogacy arrangement, before the child is born. The application will need to 
be completed after the birth of the child. 
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Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for an EU Uniform Format Form 
for the child before she or he is born in international surrogacy arrangements appears to 
contradict the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against 
the selling and trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I 
therefore strongly disagree with this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.76 

 

Consultation Question 96. 
1.128 We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of 

applying for a EU Uniform Format Form for a child born through an international 
surrogacy arrangement. In particular we would be interested to hear how long the 
application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of 
causes of delays in the process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.77 

 

Consultation Question 97. 
1.129 We provisionally propose that the UK Government should provide a single, 

comprehensive guide for intended parents explaining the nationality and immigration 
consequences of having a child through an international surrogacy arrangement.  

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I agree with such a guide, but would like to see it explaining the reasons why surrogacy is a 
violation of the human rights of women and children and all the other ways in which it is 
possible for people to enjoy children in their lives. 

Paragraph 16.82 
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Consultation Question 98. 
1.130 We provisionally propose that international surrogacy arrangements should not be 

eligible for the new pathway to parenthood. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 16.93 

 

Consultation Question 99. 
1.131 We provisionally propose that:  

1.132 the Secretary of State should have the power to provide that the intended parents of 
children born through international surrogacy arrangements, who are recognised as the 
legal parents of the child in the country of the child’s birth, should also be recognised as 
the child’s legal parents in the UK, without it being necessary for the intended parents to 
apply for a parental order, but 

1.133 before exercising the power, the Secretary of State should be required to be satisfied that 
the domestic law and practice in the country in question provides protection against the 
exploitation of surrogates, and for the welfare of the child, that is at least equivalent to 
that provided in UK law. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I do not see how this proposal for such a blanket power would align with the UN Special 
Rapporteur’s key recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the Protection of Children 
and Cooperation in respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. The latter requires the birth 
mother to have legal parenthood and parental responsibility when the child is born and that her 
consent to giving up the child must be given AFTER the child's birth and that the transfer of 
‘parenthood’ should be overseen by the courts or a competent authority on an individual case 
by case basis, with the best interests of the child being the paramount consideration. This is an 
important safeguard against the sale of children and for the protection of the birth mother and I 
believe it should apply equally to international surrogacy arrangements. I therefore strongly 
disagree with this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.94 
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Consultation Question 100. 
1.134 We invite consultees to tell us of their experience of surrogacy arrangements in the UK 

involving foreign intended parents. 

N/A 
 
1.135 We invite consultees’ views as to whether: 

(1) any restriction is necessary on the removal of a child from the UK for the purpose 
of the child becoming the subject of a parental order, or its equivalent, in another 
jurisdiction; and 

(2) if such a restriction is necessary, there should be a process allowing foreign 
intended parents to remove the child from the jurisdiction of the UK for this 
purpose and with the approval of the court and, if so, what form should that 
process take. 

Restrictions and checks MUST be in place to protect the child and the birth mother from 
trafficking and exploitation. The process should include the same checks as would be used in 
an international adoption. 

Paragraph 16.120 

 

Consultation Question 101. 
1.136 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current application of the law on statutory 

paternity leave, and statutory paternity pay, to the situation of the surrogate’s spouse, 
civil partner or partner requires reform. 

I do not believe this needs changing. 
Paragraph 17.18 

 

Consultation Question 102. 
1.137 We provisionally propose that provision for maternity allowance should be made in 

respect of intended parents, and that any such provision should be limited so that only 
one intended parent qualif ies.  

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
Paragraph 17.32 
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Consultation Question 103. 
1.138 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether there is a need for reform in respect of the right of intended parents to 
take time off work before the birth of the child, whether for the purpose of induced 
lactation, ante-natal appointments or any other reason; and  

(2) if reform is needed, suggestions on reform. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children.  

Paragraph 17.36 

 

Consultation Question 104. 
1.139 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the duty of employers to provide suitable 

facilities for any person at work who is a pregnant woman or nursing mother to rest under 
Regulation 25 of the Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations 1992 is 
sufficient to include intended parents in a surrogacy arrangement. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children. 

Paragraph 17.40 

 

Consultation Question 105. 
1.140 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are further issues in relation to 

employment rights and surrogacy arrangements and, if so, any suggestions for reform. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children 

Paragraph 17.43 

 

Consultation Question 106. 
1.141 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they believe any reforms in relation to 

surrogacy and succession law are required. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children 

Paragraph 17.56 
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Consultation Question 107. 
1.142 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any issues in how surrogacy 

arrangements are dealt with by the health services, and whether there are reforms to law 
or practice that consultees would like to see in this area. 

It is important that all health and care professionals are aware that surrogacy agreements are 
not legally binding and that ‘intended parents’ have no legal right to override the birth mother’s 
wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or medical and health care, including during 
pregnancy, labour and childbirth. Even if she has previously agreed to them sharing decisions 
and being informed on these matters, she can withdraw her consent at any time for any or no 
reason. All professionals involved in her care are duty-bound to comply with her wishes. 
 
All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being 
coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or more persons, including her spouse 
or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be 
present in so-called altruistic surrogacy arrangements. 
 
Surrogacy arrangements place additional and complicated pressures on healthcare staff and 
this could reduce the standard of impartial care given to birth mothers and new-borns – 
especially when the ‘intended parents’ are entitled, rich or of high status. This itself is a valid 
reason to be extremely cautious about making changes that will increase the numbers of 
surrogacy births. 
 
It is generally recognised that egg donation and IVF pregnancies carry additional health risks. 
As most surrogacy pregnancies involve IVF, any increase in surrogacy is likely to lead to 
additional pressure on the NHS.  
 
Adoption research suggests that the separation of the new-born and the birth mother has long-
term negative effects on the well-being of both of them. This is likely to be the same for birth 
mothers and babies in surrogacy arrangements and so can be expected to place additional 
long-term pressures on the NHS and society as a whole. This has not been considered and 
there are no questions about this. 
 
An increase in surrogacy will require an increase in egg donation, which is a risky procedure 
that can have a long-term negative impact on the woman’s health, including premature death. 
Ethical issues abound. Young women might be coerced by financial pressures to donate eggs 
when this isn’t in their best interests and there are worries about eugenics – where egg donors 
are selected on the basis of blonde hair, blue eyes and stereotypical measures of 
‘attractiveness’ for example. 
 
The law commissioners do not appear to have considered the likely impact of any of these 
issues. There is no question about people’s thoughts about the NHS picking up the tab for the 
extra costs involved in surrogacy and whether this affects their opinions on surrogacy itself. 
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There appears to have been no evaluation of the size of the additional costs to the NHS and 
society. 
 
At a time when the NHS is under severe strain, and life changing therapies (for cancer, cystic 
fibrosis etc) are not funded due to financial constraints it is a slap in the face to provide money 
for prospective parents to indulge their parenting fantasies while denying patients access to 
drugs which are standard of care in other counties. 
 
1.143 We invite consultees’ views as to any additions or revisions that they would like to see 

made to the guidance published by the Department for Health and Social Care for 
England and Wales. 

The guidance should be revised to clarify that surrogacy agreements are not legally binding and 
that the birth mother has the right to change her mind at any time, for any or no reason. 
Healthcare professionals must accept that her wishes are paramount and that the ‘intended 
parents’ have no legal right to override her wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or 
medical and health care, including during pregnancy, labour, childbirth and the postpartum 
period. 
 
All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being 
coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or more persons, including her spouse 
or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be 
present in so-called altruistic surrogacy arrangements. 
 
The guidance should make it clear that healthcare professionals should be even more alert 
than normal to the possibility that she is being coerced and to ensure that they can speak to her 
alone, including during labour, and that if she changes her mind about who is present in 
consultations, and the labour ward/delivery suite, they must respect her wishes. 
 
1.144 We invite consultees’ views as to how midwifery practice may better accommodate 

surrogacy arrangements, in particular with regard to safeguarding issues. 

It is important that midwifery practice always prioritises the wishes of the birth mother and the 
wellbeing of herself and the child. 

Paragraph 17.76 

 

Consultation Question 108. 
1.145 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other legal issues in relation to 

surrogacy, not covered in this Consultation Paper, that merit examination. 

It is of considerable concern that the law commissioners appear to have given no consideration 
to the significant risk that women will be coerced into agreeing to participate in surrogacy 
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arrangements for someone else’s benefit. This can be true in ‘altruistic’ surrogacy but is even 
more likely if substantial payments are involved. 
 
It is well-known that women and girls are groomed and/or coerced into prostitution by partners 
and ‘boyfriends’ who act as their pimp and take all or much of their earnings. This is a major 
route by which many women enter prostitution and is a major factor in preventing their exit. 
There is no reason to expect that the same dynamics will not occur in relation to surrogacy if it 
is opened up and provides opportunities to make significant amounts of money. 
 
If the law commissioners’ proposals are enacted, there must therefore also be legislation that 
prohibits coercing a woman into a surrogacy arrangement. This should be a criminal offence 
and carry a hefty penalty – in recognition that it is a human rights violation and so that it acts as 
a deterrent. That such a law would be diff icult to enforce just adds to the arguments for why 
paid surrogacy is a bad idea – and especially for women. 
 
It would be far better to simply ban all surrogacy arrangements – or at the very least any 
payments beyond basic and essential expenses backed by receipts and overseen by a judge. 

Paragraph 17.80 

 

Consultation Question 109. 
1.146 We invite consultees who are intended parents, live in the UK, and have entered into a 

surrogacy arrangement that led to the birth of a child to tell us: 

(1) when the child was born; 

(2) whether the arrangement was domestic or international and, if international, in 
which country the arrangement took place; 

(3) whether the arrangement led to the making of a parental order in the UK; and 

(4) whether they are a: 

(a) opposite-sex couple; 

(b) male same-sex couple; 

(c) female same-sex couple; 

(d) single woman; or 

(e) single man. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.2 
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Consultation Question 110. 
1.147 We invite consultees who have experience of applying for a parental order in the UK to 

tell us: 

(1) whether the surrogacy arrangement was domestic or international; 

(2) whether they had legal advice before the making of the parental order; 

(3) whether they were represented by a lawyer in court; and 

(4) the cost of any legal advice or representation. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.4 

 

Consultation Question 111. 
1.148 We invite consultees’ views as to the impact (social, emotional, f inancial or otherwise) of 

the current law where the intended parents are not the legal parents from birth of the 
child born of the surrogacy arrangement. 

Paragraph 18.6 

 

Consultation Question 112. 
1.149 We invite consultees to tell us what they have paid for, or to provide evidence about the 

cost of: 

(1) medical screening; and 

(2) implications counselling 

(where possible separating out the cost of such screening, tests or implications 
counselling from any other costs involved with fertility treatment). 

N/A 
 
1.150 We invite legal consultees, who advise on surrogacy and parental order proceedings, to 

provide evidence of what they would charge: 

(1) to provide advice sufficient to meet the proposed requirement for independent 
legal advice discussed in Chapter 13; and 
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(2) to draft, advise on and negotiate the written surrogacy agreement required for the 
new pathway. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.8 

 

Consultation Question 113. 
1.151 We invite consultees to tell us of the impact of: 

(1) the current requirement of a genetic link; and 

(2) any removal of this requirement in cases of medical necessity: 

(a) in the new pathway; 

(b) in the parental order route for domestic surrogacy arrangements; or 

(c) in both situations. 

 
Paragraph 18.11 

 

Consultation Question 114. 
1.152 We invite consultees who consider that they might be able to fulf il the role of the 

independent professional discussed in Chapter 9 to tell us: 

(1) their profession; and  

(2) what they would charge to provide such a service. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.13 

 

Consultation Question 115. 
1.153 We invite consultees who are intended parents to give us their views on the impact of our 

proposals for reform on their ability to enter into surrogacy arrangements and, in 
particular: 

(1) if particular proposals will increase accessibility, and why; and 
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(2) if particular proposals will restrict accessibility, and why. 

N/A 
1.154 We invite consultees who are surrogates to give us their views on the impact of our 

proposals for reform on their ability to enter into surrogacy arrangements and, in 
particular: 

(1) if particular proposals will increase accessibility, and why; and 

(2) if particular proposals will restrict accessibility, and why. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.15 

 

Consultation Question 116. 
1.155 We ask consultees who are intended parents to tell us: 

(1) whether the surrogacy arrangement was domestic or international; 

(2) what they spent, in total, on the surrogacy arrangement(s) that led to the birth of 
their child(ren), including the cost of fertility treatment, payments to the surrogate 
and payments to any surrogacy agency or organisation; 

(3) how they raised the funds for the surrogacy arrangement(s); 

(4) what they spent on any fertility treatment prior to entering into a surrogacy 
arrangement (where that treatment did not lead to the birth of a child); and 

(5) how they raised the funds for the fertility treatment. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.18 

 

Consultation Question 117. 
1.156 We invite consultees’ views as to the specific impact of our proposals in Northern Ireland. 

 
Paragraph 18.20 
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Consultation Question 118. 
1.157 We invite consultees’ views as to any other impact that we have not specifically 

addressed in this chapter, or the preceding chapters, of this paper. 

It seems that before the law commissioners designed this consultation, they had already 
decided that surrogacy is a positive thing and so legislation should enable it. This may be 
explained by a limited ‘pre-consultation’ mainly focusing on people who already had a vested 
interest in surrogacy – ‘intended parents,’ women who claim to have had a positive experience 
of surrogacy, and lawyers and other organisations who stand to make money from commercial 
surrogacy if it is given the green light. 
 
It seems that the law commissioners did not consider women as a group to be key stakeholders 
in this endeavour. This is a major error, because just as all women are affected by the 
institution of prostitution, so all women will be affected by any opening up of commercial 
surrogacy in this country. 
 
It could even be argued that one of the key drivers of commercial surrogacy is a desire by men 
to break the legal and cultural recognition of the unique bond between birth mother and child – 
and indeed the proposals to make the ‘intended parents’ the legal parents from the moment of 
birth are a major step in this direction, and are likely to have a significant impact down the line – 
potentially affecting the status of all women.  
 
Paid surrogacy opens up enormous potential for abuse and risks spouses, partners and other 
family members coercing a woman into engaging in commercial surrogacy for their (and not 
her) f inancial benefit. This will be a potential risk for thousands of women, which appears to 
have been completely overlooked by the law commissioners. 
 
UK and Scottish Law Commissions are obliged to comply with the Public Sector Equality Duty 
(PSED) when carrying out public functions, such as this consultation. There doesn’t appear to 
be any evidence they have done so, because they have not provided their equality 
considerations and impact assessments. As surrogacy has a very different impact on women 
and children than on adult males, we believe the law commissioners are in breach of equality 
legislation. 
 
The Equality and Human Rights Commission describes the obligations under the PSED to have 
due regard to the need to: 
 

• Eliminate unlawful discrimination, harassment and victimisation and other conduct 
prohibited by the Act. 

• Advance equality of opportunity between people who share a protected characteristic 
and those who do not. 

• Foster good relations between people who share a protected characteristic and those 
who do not. 
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There are many ways in which opening up surrogacy in the UK is likely to worsen women’s 
position relative to men’s, and the relationship between the sexes. Any loosening of the laws 
around surrogacy could therefore be considered discriminatory. Surrogacy is also likely to have 
an impact on the relations between the different generations. Imagine the rage that young 
people may feel when they discover that their ‘parents’ not only bought them but took 
advantage of their birth mothers. 
 
It is of major concern that the law commissioners’ ethical arguments hinge on ideas that are not 
based on any recognised human rights instruments – such as the idea that ‘procreative liberty’ 
confers some kind of human right to surrogacy and the idea that a woman has a human right to 
be a ‘surrogate.’ These arguments do not hold up to scrutiny and have been clearly rejected by 
the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
It is shocking that the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ violate many of the recommendations of 
the UN Special Rapporteur that are designed to guard against the sale of children and the 
exploitation of birth mothers, including: 
 
 The birth mother must be accorded the status of legal mother at birth, and must be under no 

contractual or legal obligation to participate in the legal or physical transfer of the child. 
 All payments to the birth mother must be made before the legal and physical transfer of the 

child and must be non-reimbursable – even if she decides not to relinquish the child. 
 The birth mother’s choice to transfer the child “must be a gratuitous act, based on her own 

post-birth intentions, rather than on any legal or contractual obligation.” 
 Pre-conception checks, while encouraged, cannot take the place of appropriate welfare 

checks after the birth of the child. 
 Decisions about parentage and parental responsibility must be made by a court or other 

competent authority on an individual basis after the birth with the best interests of the child 
being paramount. 

 
The consultation is confusing and it does not conform to the government’s consultation 
guidelines. There are too many questions, they are too detailed and do not ask the important 
high-level questions – such as whether you think surrogacy can ever be ethical, etc.  
 
For all these reasons, the law commissioners should go back to the drawing board and start 
again from the position of women’s and children’s human rights. If it is found that there is no 
way to liberalise surrogacy law that is compliant with obligations under international treaties 
such as CEDAW and the UNCRC and its first optional protocol, then the law must not be 
liberalised.  
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 
 

Paragraph 18.22 
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About you

1  What is your name?

Name:

2  If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a university), what is the name of your organisation?

Enter the name of your organisation:

3  Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your organisation?

This is a personal response

If other, please provide details:

4  If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best describes you?

Intended parent

5  What is your email address?

Email address:

6  What is your telephone number?

Telephone number:

7  If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be treated as confidential, please explain to us why you
regard the information as confidential. As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your explanation but cannot give an
assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances.

Please explain why you wish the information that you will provide to us to be treated as confidential:

Chapter 6: The parental order procedure

8  Consultation Question 1:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

9  Consultation Question 2:

Please provide your views below:

Lay judiciary is satisfactory currently. However, if it becomes the norm to enter into the surrogacy pathway and very few more complex cases are heard
then it may be appropriate for a higher level of judiciary.

10  Consultation Question 3: We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the current allocation
rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation Questions 1 and 2.

Please provide your views below:

11  Consultation Question 4:

Yes

Please provide your views below:



The extension of any time it takes to go through a judicial process currently and acquire a parental order is simply too long. For this period, the child’s
legal status relating to the parents with whom they live, remains uncertain. The more speedily this can be rectified the better.

12  Consultation Question 5: We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the Family Procedure Rules 2010
should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise.
Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

13  Consultation Question 6:

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 8: Legal Parenthood: Proposals for Reform - A New Pathway

14  Consultation Question 7:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

As long as this does not give undue power to a couple of surrogacy agencies. I fear they could charge increasing amounts to intended parents to secure
entrance to this pathway. People who are in independent surrogacy agreements should be able to access this pathway through other means, for example
via an IVF clinic in the case of gestational surrogacy.

15  Consultation Question 8:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

It will depend who has access to this register. And they must share or sell data. If genetic data is stored this is highly confidential and might be better
being held with HFEA as in the donor gamete register currently in situ.

100 years; or

Please provide your views below:

16  Consultation Question 9: We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes should apply to
traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated surrogacy organisation is involved.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I think there must be care in over regulating surrogacy with ‘agencies’. My concern is that the agency will become king and ban practices that are currently
in place. People undergoing normal non surrogacy IVF have the right to go abroad for anonymous donor gametes. This doesn’t then mean the parents
have to jump through an extra hoop to be parents. I believe intended patents through surrogacy should have the same rights. They should not be
prevented from being supported by an agency or accessing the pathway if they choose to use a licensed clinic abroad to create embryos. This is often
done due to a better choice, eg in ethnic minorities, more availability and cheaper cost.

17  Consultation Question 10: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a traditional, domestic
surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from entering into the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

No it definitely should not prevent this. The aim has to sorely be to keep as many people within the new pathway as posdible rather than an ‘elite’.

18  Consultation Question 11:

No

Please provide your views below:

All surrogates should enter into an agreement at the beginning only where they fully know and understand what it is they are doing. The changing of their 
mind should therefore be a rarity and leaving this potential ‘veto’ open leaves the intended parents in a very precarious position still after the baby is 
born. People get the wrong end of this in general (healthcare professionals) and it would still be used against the intended parents (e.g. some midwives 
currently tell the surrogate repeatedly she can choose to keep the child it is her right despite the surrogate being clear on her intentions). This hassling of 
surrogates needs to stop and making the clear absolutely clear that the baby is the IPs total responsibility immediately after birth should help this. Any no



mans land again would be a great failure of a new pathway and the opportunity it presents.

19  Consultation Question 12:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Although I think this should be an opt into process not opt out of. It should be the extreme rarity

20  Consultation Question 13:

No

Please provide your views below:

I do not think the intended parents should be responsible for making this declaration. They are not responsible for the surrogates mental state nor do
they have qualifications to make such a judgement. They should not be agents acting for the surrogate. I don’t believe this needs to be declared at all. The
healthcare professionals caring for the surrogate post birth should know of the arrangement and be able to alert the surrogacy agency/the register if the
surrogate specifically lacks capacity.

21  Consultation Question 14:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

If undertaking an independent gestational arrangement via an IVF clinic the welfare of the child with counselling is already thoroughly explored. This
should be effective for surrogacy as in the way it is for all IVF patients. You should not need to be part of a surrogacy agency to achieve this.

22  Consultation Question 15:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Definitely correct!

No

Please share your views below:

Only the surrogate should be the legal parent and an IP if genetically related to the child initially. Any other parental responsibility should be bestowed
upon by the courts- be that the intended parents or the surrogates partner.

23  Consultation Question 16:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

This is very important so that healthcare staff recognise the parents and so that they can bury their child with dignity

Yes

Please provide your views below:

24  Consultation Question 17: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, where the child dies
before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents
before the expiry of the period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a declaration to the
effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the birth.Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

25  Consultation Question 18: For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether, where the surrogate
dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during which she can exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the
new pathway and the intended parents should be required to make an application for a parental order.

Please provide your views below:



If their surrogate dies I imagine the intended parents would be extremely upset. The surrogate no longer exists to be able to give their consent etc.
However if the arrangement was previously in the pathway and everyone knew about the arrangement and the IPs can still sign they are eligible then I do
not see why it should automatically revert to a parental order procedure- especially as this incredibly stressful and sad time for all concerned.

26  Consultation Question 19:

No

Please provide your views below:

Absolutely- this the intended parents baby and should be noted as such. However, I think it has to go ‘both ways’ and that consultation question 18 also
has to be the same- that in the case of the death of the surrogate the IPs are then parents. It has to be consistent.

I don’t agree with the defined period the surrogate can ‘change her mind’ within the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

When entering into a surrogacy arrangement there should always be provision by the intended parents about what should happen to the child if they
both die. This should be part of the arrangement and should be as far as possible agreed legally by the courts. Eg the intended mothers brother and wife
takes on the legal responsibility and care of the child.

27  Consultation Question 20:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

28  Consultation Question 21: We invite consultees’ views as to: (1) a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases;
and (2) how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this model.

Please provide your views below:

If this must exist then name people as they are:
Surrogate
Mother
Father

Etc

29  Consultation Question 22:

Please provide your views below:

30  Consultation Question 23:

Please provide your views below:

31  Consultation Question 24:

Please provide your views below:

32  Consultation Question 25: We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be amended to add the
intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section 8 order without leave.

Please provide your views below:

Yes

33  Consultation Question 26:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

34  Consultation Question 27:

Yes

Please provide your views below:



35  Consultation Question 28: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the surrogate should retain
parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right
to object, assuming that she does not exercise her right to object.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

I don’t believe surrogates wish to retain any parental responsibility for a child born of surrogacy, even if for a short time.

This temporary period leaves the IPs feeling very vulnerable during the newborn period. The parental responsibility should go immediately to the
intended parents and the surrogate should not have any parental responsibility- this should be the case on the birth of the child.

36  Consultation Question 29:

Please provide your views below:

I think it’s very confusing for all concerned. The IPs should only have parental responsibility. By introducing the surrogate into this, it complicates matters.
I believe this renders IPs vulnerable at this time.

Chapter 9: The Regulation of Surrogacy Arrangements

37  Consultation Question 30: We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the scope of the new
pathway.Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

38  Consultation Question 31: We invite the views of independent surrogates, and intended parents who have used independent surrogacy
arrangements, to tell us about their experience. In particular, we would be interested to hear about any health screening, counselling and
legal advice that took place.

Please provide your views below:

We were independent to any agency as they were at the time closed to new IPs.

We had gestational surrogacy using our own genetic gametes. We had a daughter in 2018.

We were at a uk IVF clinic. I had a surrogate as I have severe underlying medical conditions and was advised to do so. Once we had embryos frozen, my
surrogate was screened at the same clinic as well as given implications counselling. We sought lots of legal advice along the way both for us and our
surrogate as she split up from her husband mid way through our journey. We paid for 2 years life assurance and a will. We had a fully discussed and
agreed agreement. The journey and birth went without issue.

39  Consultation Question 32:

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Use the clinics to ensure the criteria are met. Most of them do this anyway. They are uniquely positioned to take this role. It would not require much
more. I am concerned that agencies should not be given the upper hand here. They are expensive with no promises £1000 is a lot of money when
gestational IPs also have to fund costly ivf procedures.

Please do not set this up so you have to access an agency.

40  Consultation Question 33:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

But there should be a range including some IVF clinics not just powerful Surrogacy agencies please!

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Absolutely! There should be a range of organisations not just based on the current status quo.



Yes

Please provide your views below:

41  Consultation Question 34:

representing the organisation to, and liaising with, the regulator;, managing the regulated surrogacy organisation with sufficient care, competence and
skill;, ensuring the compliance of the organisation with relevant law and regulation, including the creation, maintenance and operation of necessary
policies and procedures;, training any staff, including that of the person responsible; and, providing data to the regulator and to such other person as
required by law.

Please provide your views below:

Yes this is obtainable by many IVF clinics who already have a designated surrogacy person often a nurse. This is ideal in surrogacy arrangements that are
using IVF

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

42  Consultation Question 35: We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit making bodies. Do
consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

Yes if stand alone but if an IVF clinic it is overall profit making but that bit shouldn’t be.....

43  Consultation Question 36: We invite consultees’ views as to what should be included in the definition of matching and facilitation services.

Please provide your views below:

It should not be based on one model only. For example my husband and I find it difficult to travel all over the country meeting people due to work
commitments which Surrogacy UK currently requires. It also favours confident individuals rather than quieter individuals. You should be able to meet
surrogates in different ways e.g. online platforms etc

44  Consultation Question 37: We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer matching and
facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

45  Consultation Question 37: We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer
matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

Yes so long as there is a broad range of organisations available with some linked to UK IVF clinics. And so long as the cost is not automatically prohibitive.

46  Consultation Question 38: We invite consultees’ views as to the sanctions that should be available against organisations that offer
matching and facilitation services without being regulated to do so, and whether these should be criminal, civil or regulatory.

Please provide your views below:

Regulatory or civil. Please don’t criminalise any part of surrogacy as this is what the media will get hold of and over emphasise giving the wrong idea to
the public.

47  Consultation Question 39: We provisionally propose that the remit of the Human Fertilisation and Embryology Authority be expanded to
include the regulation of regulated surrogacy organisations, and oversight of compliance with the proposed legal requirements for the new
pathway to legal parenthood. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

48  Consultation Question 40: We provisionally propose that surrogacy agreements should remain unenforceable (subject to the exception we
provisionally propose in Consultation Question 88 in relation to financial terms). Do consultees agree?



No

Please provide your views below:

The agreements that have been discussed fully etc and no circumstances have materially changed so they SHOULD be enforceable.

49  Consultation Question 41: We provisionally propose that there should be no prohibition against charging for negotiating, facilitating and
advising on surrogacy arrangements. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

BUT please ensure this is in someway regulated so the costs don’t become prohibitive

50  Consultation Question 42: We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy should be removed, with
the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything that can lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. Do
consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Definitely agree. The current situation constitutes a farce!

Chapter 10: Children's Access to Information About Surrogacy Arrangements

51  Consultation Question 43: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, where the making of a parental order in respect of a child
born of a surrogacy arrangement has been recorded in the Parental Order Register, the child should be able to access his or her original birth
certificate at the age of 18. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

The new birth certificate should be the final iteration. I cannot see why it should be possible for a child to seek it. For example my gestational surrogate
has no genetic link and no bind to my child. What if she decides she does not want contact (I hope she does anyway though!)

52  Consultation Question 44: We provisionally propose that where children are born of surrogacy arrangements that result in the intended
parents being recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of that certificate should make clear that the birth was the result of a
surrogacy arrangement. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

Again, why should it?
It makes the child feel ‘different’ if they have to take their full birth certificate anywhere....

People have said to me ‘is what you did even surrogacy?’ I think that’s because there a wide variety of approaches and in our case our baby is biologically
ours!
I think the emotional aspect of this to IPs and children is negative.

53  Consultation Question 45: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the birth registration system in England and Wales requires reform
and, if so, which reforms they would like to see.

Please provide your views below:

A female IP is a MOTHER and a male IP is a FATHER unless they ask otherwise. Being called ‘parent’ is offensive and non descriptive. It again sets out a
child born through surrogacy as being ‘different’ - why do they not have a mother and father? Or two fathers etc?

54  Consultation Question 46: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has been the subject of a
parental order should be able to access all the documents contained in the court’s file for those parental order proceedings.Do consultees
agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

For what purpose? 
If you’re having just IVF that’s not all available to the child. The medical details and how much cycles cost etc is not available so why should it be in



surrogacy. 
 
I don’t think it’s in the child’s interests to read all about them in this way. Far better to support the parents to discuss it with their children. 
 
I would feel uncomfortable with certain issues being revealed such as costs paid to clinics and surrogate. I do not think this is helpful to a child.

55  Consultation Question 47:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes I think this is acceptable where gamete donors are used but NOT where the surrogate gives birth to intended parents genetic baby. This would make
it more similar to egg donation. However there will be cases where UK surrogates go abroad at the request of the IPs for foreign egg donation due to cost
and access. These are generally anonymous. This should still be acceptable as it is for women using non -surrogacy egg donation.

Other

Please provide your views below:

Not for intended parents who’ve used own gametes! Only for donor gametes as in the law today. This makes it equal! Putting surrogates into this register
might put gestational surrogates off. Normal parents who have their own genetic child are not put onto a list for having their child via IVF!

56  Consultation Question 48: We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate and the intended
parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy
arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

No

57  Consultation Question 49:

Other

Please provide your views below:

Only in the cases of gamete donation so equal to Other ivf with gamete donation not for gestational surrogacy through a Clinic with intended parents
own gametes

Please provide your views below:

Same as in other donor conceptions please

58  Consultation Question 50: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any provision for those born of a surrogacy
arrangement to make a request for information to disclose whether a person whom he or she is intending to marry, or with whom he or she
intends to enter into a civil partnership or intimate physical relationship, was carried by the same surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

Again only in donor gamete or traditional surrogacy situations.

In gestational surrogacy with intended parents own gametes it would not matter! Their genetic material is different to the surrogate. If donor gametes
then that should be treated in the same way as other donor conceptions.

In my case my daughter is born of my and my husbands gametes so we know if she has genetic siblings

59  Consultation Question 51:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes as in IVF donor conception

Please provide your views below:

Only if surrogate and IPs agree

60  Consultation Question 52:

Please provide your views below:



Yes

Please provide your views below:

No
There is no primary right in my mind if not genetically related. Gestational Surrogates see their children not as siblings of the surrogate child but a
completely different family.

61  Consultation Question 53: For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether details of an
intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded in the register.

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Chapter 11: Eligibility Criteria for a Parental Order

62  Consultation Question 54: We provisionally propose that the six month time limits in sections 54 and 54A of the HFEA 2008 for making a
parental order application should be abolished. Do consultees agree?

Please provide your views below:

Yes agree

63  Consultation Question 55:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 12: Eligibility Criteria for Both a Parental Order and for the New Pathway

64  Consultation Question 56:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

65  Consultation Question 57:

Please provide your views below:

66  Consultation Question 58: We provisionally propose that to use the new pathway, intended parents should be required to make a
declaration in the surrogacy agreement that they intend for the child’s home to be with them. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide views below:

67  Consultation Question 59:

Yes

Please provide views below:

I absolutely think that double donation should be allowable in the same way as persons using straightforward IVF without a surrogate.

Please provide views below:

Yes it should.

Other

Please provide views below:

I don’t know a about this. People undergoing normal IVF can go abroad for double donation



68  Consultation Question 60: We provisionally propose that if the requirement for a genetic link is retained for domestic cases outside the
new pathway, the requirement should not apply, subject to medical necessity, if the court determines that the intended parents in good faith
began the surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway but were required to apply for a parental order. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

69  Consultation Question 61: We provisionally propose that if double donation is permitted only in cases of medical necessity, an exception
should be made to allow a parental order to be granted to a single parent without a genetic link where the intended parent’s former partner
provides gametes but the intended parents’ relationship breaks down before the grant of a parental order. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide views below:

70  Consultation Question 62:

Please provide your views below:

Yes in both 1 and 2. A broad definition though so that women who have underlying medical problems such as myself are still eligible.

Please provide your views below:

Assessment of medical professional suitably qualified. In my case pre pregnancy counselling with a medical obstetrician

71  Consultation Question 63:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I do not think if the baby is genetically related to both their intended parents then this is not necessary!

Please provide your views below:

1. Only if donor gametes used
2. Only if not via a UK licensees clinic- where gametes used is known (eg gestational surrogacy agreements using IPs own genetic embryos)

Yes

Please provide your views below:

72  Consultation Question 64:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

No it should be a case by case basis

Yes

Please provide your views below:

73  Consultation Question 65:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 13: Eligibility Criteria for the New Pathway

74  Consultation Question 66:

Yes



Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

75  Consultation Question 67:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please let the counselling in an IVF treatment clinic be sufficient. Otherwise, people who do gestational surrogacy have to do all the clinic requirements
plus extra (more time and money!). The counselling provided by the IVF clinic in gestational surrogacy should be sufficient.

76  Consultation Question 68: We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that the surrogate and the
intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect of the law and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is
signed. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I think this really does need to change. If there is now a straightforward pathway that can be easily explained and understood then really legal advice
should only be sought if there is a question around this or there is a different scenario to usual or because someone wants legal advice. Generally this
requirement just costs IP's money and the only people to benefit are the lawyers! You should not need a solicitor to have to explain this.

77  Consultation Question 69:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

78  Consultation Question 70: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the surrogate has previously given
birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

I don't feel strongly about this. However, I don't think you should exclude potential surrogates that are otherwise suitable for surrogacy from the pathway
just because they haven't previously given birth. Some surrogates never have their own children and it has to be up to the woman.

79  Consultation Question 71: We provisionally propose that there should not be a maximum number of surrogate pregnancies that a woman
can undertake as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

This should be an entirely medical decision based on the individual woman.

Chapter 15: Payments to the Surrogate: Options for Reform

80  Consultation Question 72:

based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, and only on production of receipts.

Please provide your views below:

Being an intended parent can place you into a vulnerable position. You should agree expenses prior to beginning but if the surrogate uplifts these
significantly during a journey it could leave the IPs financially vulnerable.

81  Consultation Question 73:

Please provide your views below:

Yes of course:
Maternity clothing
Vitamins
Travel to all appointments
Childcare for all appointments
Wages lost for all appointments



82  Consultation Question 74:

Please provide your views below:

Take aways for food
Cleaner

83  Consultation Question 75:

Please provide your views below:

84  Consultation Question 76: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay their
surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or self-employed).

Please provide your views below:

Yes but she has to claim SSP if entitled and any occupational scheme. It needs to be established prior to agreement how much IPs would be able to pay
and at what point eg after 4 weeks off etc

I think the key to this is that all expenses have to be upfront prior to 'matching' with IPs. Then only Its who can afford certain expenses will match. I
personally would feel concerned being responsible for another person's wage for months on end so it's not something I could agree to. When does this
period end? After the birth? After 6 weeks?

85  Consultation Question 77:

Please provide your views below:

(1) no definitely not! This could be an endless amount. We don’t know whether she would have got a promotion for example. I think it has to be actually
based on status quo. How on earth would this be measured/agreed/quantified.

All sorts of reasons people’s potential earnings could be affected - how could you ever say it was due solely to surrogacy??

These women are not forced to be surrogates. If their career and a promotion is important to them then maybe consider not being a surrogate at this
point. Although a surrogate should absolutely be compensated for her expenses, the surrogate also has the choice to freely decide whether the time is
right for her to do surrogacy. There has to be some responsibility upon the surrogate.

86  Consultation Question 78:

Please provide your views below:

1) they should not affect means tested benefits

87  Consultation Question 79:

pain and inconvenience arising from the pregnancy and childbirth;, medical treatments relating to the surrogacy, including payments for each
insemination or embryo transfer; and/or, specified complications, including hyperemesis gravidarum, pre-eclampsia, an ectopic pregnancy, miscarriage,
termination, caesarean birth, excessive haemorrhaging, perineal tearing, removal of fallopian tubes or ovaries or a hysterectomy.

Please provide your views below:

We compensated moderate amounts for all these issues with total expenses being £16500 for all categories.

I think these specified complications should be compensated on but not limitless amounts. In our agreement they were all written out with a certain
amount attached. This was agreed by both parties as being very reasonable.

Please provide your views below:

No compensation or expenses should be paid after the birth for months for anything. The last payment should occur the month after the baby is born
and should include all other payments such as C section recovery payment etc. Then that should be the end of the payments. After the birth the
maternity rights of the surrogate will start so she will get statutory pay. I think paying for a reasonable break for the surrogate and her family afterwards
is a nice thing. Often IPs want to thank the whole surrogate family. However, this holiday should be reasonable and not over the top. A maximum of
£1000 towards it.

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

I'm undecided. In many ways I would appreciate a fixed fee for compensation so that it's equal to all surrogates. However, I would not want to price out
certain IPs if they could not afford that - and a surrogate was happy to take less for compensation.



88  Consultation Question 80: We invite consultees' views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay compensation to the
surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for
the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

Yes - the IPs should pay for the life assurance for 2 years prior to the first transfer for then surrogate. Any previously agreed compensation should then
be paid directly to the family rather than the surrogate directly.

89  Consultation Question 81:

Please provide your views below:

1. Yes they should.

2. These gifts should be modest and reasonable. For example a small piece of jewellery or meals out or bouquets of flowers, or perfume. These are all
things we gave to our surrogate. We enjoyed giving these things. In addition, we also gave gifts to her children, because we had got to know them, and we
wanted to.

90  Consultation Question 82:

It should not be possible for the intended parents to agree to pay a woman for the service of undertaking a surrogacy.

Please provide your views below:

Surrogacy should still be altruistic. However, compensation should be monitored and agreed prior to any embryo transfer etc.

any sum agreed between the parties to the surrogacy; or

Please provide your views below:

no other payments;

Please provide any views below:

I think it either has to be a fixed fee system or a costs/expenses/compensation system but not the combination of both! Personally I prefer the
costs/expenses/compensation system.

91  Consultation Question 83:

Please provide views below:

Yes depending on the stage of pregnancy. For example if a miscarriage happens in the first 4 weeks the payment should be much less, or the first 12
weeks a bit more but still much less than full term. This is because the surrogate has been pregnant for less time. However, she should be adequately
compensated for the miscarriage and/or treatment as well as costs relating to the pregnancy.

to any miscarriage or termination; or

Please provide your views below:

I think the payment has to be graduated or indeed compensation. This is because it depends on the trimester and the amount of time the surrogate has
been pregnant. In addition it depends whether she has to have an operation or not - again should be compensated for.

92  Consultation Question 84: We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to surrogates should be the
same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. Do consultees
agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

93  Consultation Question 85: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have not discussed which
they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

94  Consultation Question 86: We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that intended parents should
be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:



There should be some agreement that payments will be kept at the level agreed at the start within a narrow margin of say 10-20%. This is where a fixed
fee for just the compensation part of expenses would be helpful and then just essential costs added on top. The expenses need to end soon after the
birth and the IPs should not be responsible for any ongoing costs.

95  Consultation Question 87:

Please provide your views below:

96  Consultation Question 88:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 17: Miscellaneous Issues

109  Consultation Question 101: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current application of the law on statutory paternity leave, and
statutory paternity pay, to the situation of the surrogate’s spouse, civil partner or partner requires reform.

Please provide your views below:

Maybe it could be reformed to allow a shorter period, maybe one week rather than the standard two, as there is no baby to look after. One week would
help the father cover the surrogate mother and any children they might have.

110  Consultation Question 102: We provisionally propose that provision for maternity allowance should be made in respect of intended
parents, and that any such provision should be limited so that only one intended parent qualifies. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes absolutely
As long as both intended parents can apply for Shared Parental Leave if that’s what they wish

111  Consultation Question 103:

Please provide your views below:

1. Yes the intended parents are already allowed time off for two antenatal appointments. This seems fair so long as if there are issues etc with the
pregnancy one of them can have additional appointments paid off work as needed.
2. Absolutely should be able to take time off pre birth (as in pre adoption and in normal non surrogacy birth situations). You have to travel to the
surrogate as well as ready your own house for welcoming a baby. You need the time before as much as any new parents to be.

112  Consultation Question 104: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the duty of employers to provide suitable facilities for any person at
work who is a pregnant woman or nursing mother to rest under Regulation 25 of the Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations 1992
is sufficient to include intended parents in a surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

Yes absolutely

113  Consultation Question 105: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are further issues in relation to employment rights and
surrogacy arrangements and, if so, any suggestions for reform.

Please provude your views below:

There should be a document akin to the Mat form that you can give to your employers. Currently there is no ‘proof’ and no accepted legal form for
intended parents to give to their work. This either leads to it based purely on trust or employers require signed affidavits - completely ridiculous!

114  Consultation Question 106: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they believe any reforms in relation to surrogacy and succession
law are required.

Please provide your views below:

If a baby is born through the surrogacy pathway that baby should automatically be the responsibility of the intended parents and not the surrogate from
that point. So the succession should be through the IPs



115  Consultation Question 107:

Please provide your views below:

1. Midwives were rude and ill informed. They wished to call safeguarding simply because it was ‘surrogacy’. This should be prohibited in the new pathway
unless there is a specific concern (that should have come out at the start of the process in any case!) or a new concern that arises. Surrogacy per se is not
a reason to involve other agencies. The DoH guidelines are really helpful but need to be made stronger than ‘guidelines’. The hospitals etc need to be
made aware of any chances and if the IPs have legal responsibility upon birth then they are equivalent parents as any other and should be treated as
such. Including access to NICU etc

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

When the pathway is produced then people will have to go through a welfare and counselling session. This is already way more than most normal
‘intended parents’ have to go through. This should be understood by the midwifery council. They are not there to judge or interpret the situation wrongly
and definitely not just immediately refer to safeguarding because they’re ‘uncomfortable’ With surrogacy. Having joint parental responsibility would I
believe help with this.

116  Consultation Question 108: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other legal issues in relation to surrogacy, not
covered in this Consultation Paper, that merit examination.

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 18: Impact

117  Consultation Question 109:

Please insert the year of birth here:
2018

domestic; or

If international, in which country did the arrangement take place?:

Yes

(a)          opposite-sex couple;

118  Consultation Question 110:

domestic; or

Yes

No

Please provide the cost of any legal advice or representation below:

£6000 from  who did not represent us but prepared our paperwork for us. This removed a lot of anxiety at a time when we had a new
baby to enjoy

119  Consultation Question 111: We invite consultees’ views as to the impact (social, emotional, financial or otherwise) of the current law
where the intended parents are not the legal parents from birth of the child born of the surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

It’s very difficult at the moment. I am not in favour of the current law 
 
Social- I was on the birth certificate as the genetic intended mother and my surrogate did not have a partner. We were not lesbians however so it felt odd. 
I am married to another man and the other woman is our surrogate- this is not explained on the birth certificate anywhere! I hated having to show this 
birth certificate as it lead to questions and suspicion. My daughter was admitted to hospital age 3 weeks with a bowel problem and my husband was not 
allowed to give decisions etc. The staff were confounded when met with our birth story and it was not really relevant at that time. 
 
Financial- it was very expensive to pay the lawyers to help us prepare for the parental order. Yet as non lawyers but professional people we felt we 
needed advice and guidance. 
 
Emotional- it is hard emotionally to not be on the birth certificate from birth. We have the baby with us. We were worried about the PO until we had it 
(which took 5 months as a routine case!) even though we had no ‘reason’ to - it felt like something hanging over us. In addition having caffcass round at 
that point felt intrusive. People who have children are not normally subjected to this degree of scrutiny. As it happened it went well but it was stressful at 
a happy time. We also did not realise we would both be registered as ‘parents’ despite us being a mother and father to her (we were gestational surrogacy





then please let it. If it becomes possible to advertise for surrogates please let many different organisations do this.

Please provide your views below:

124  Consultation Question 116:

domestic; or

Please provide your views below:

£60,000

Please provide your views below:

Both of us worked several jobs so were working more than full time. Saved for a couple of years. Gifted some money by family

I received two cycles paid for up to embryo freeze by the CCG

Please provide your views below:

I knew I needed a surrogate so I have included all the attempts in (2)

Please provide your views below:

Same as in (3)

125  Consultation Question 117: We invite consultees’ views as to the specific impact of our proposals in Northern Ireland.

Please provide your views below:

126  Consultation Question 118: We invite consultees’ views as to any other impact that we have not specifically addressed in this chapter, or
the preceding chapters, of this Consultation Paper.

Please provide your views below:
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Surrogacy Consultation Questions 

Email the completed document to surrogacy@lawcommission.gov.uk before the deadline 
of 11 October 2019. 

ABOUT YOU 

1. What is your name? 
Name (Required) 

 
 
2. If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a 
university), what is the name of your organisation? 
n/a 
 
3. Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your 
organisation? 
(Required – Choose one response) 

• This is a personal response 

If other, please provide details: 

 
 
4. If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best 
describes you? 
(Choose one response) 

• Other individual 

5. What is your email address? 
Email address:  

 
 
If you enter your email address then you will automatically receive an acknowledgement email 
when you submit your response. 

6. What is your telephone number? 
Telephone number:  
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7. If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be 
treated as confidential, please explain to us why you regard the information as confidential. 
As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your explanation but cannot 
give an assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances. 
 
 
 

 

 

Consultation Question 1. 
1.1 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in England and Wales:  

(1) all international surrogacy arrangements should continue to be automatically 
allocated to a judge of the High Court; and 

YES 
 
International surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale, abuse and trafficking of 
children and the exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights issues of the utmost 
seriousness and so the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. 
For this reason these cases should continue to be heard by a judge of the High Court.  

 
(2) if international surrogacy arrangements are not automatically allocated to a judge of 

the High Court, circuit judges should be ticketed to hear such cases. 

Paragraph 6.42 

 

Consultation Question 2. 
1.2 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in respect of England and Wales  

(1) domestic surrogacy cases which continue to require a post-birth parental order 
should continue to be heard by lay justices, or whether they should be allocated to another 
level of the judiciary; and 

(2) If consultees consider that such cases should be allocated to another level of the 
judiciary, which level of the judiciary would be appropriate. 

All surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale and trafficking of children and the 
exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights issues of the utmost seriousness and so 
the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. For this reason these 
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cases should NOT be heard by a lay judge but rather by a senior judge, e.g. ticketed to circuit 
judges or higher. 

Paragraph 6.51 

 

Consultation Question 3. 
1.3 We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the 

current allocation rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation 
Questions 1 and 2. 

 
Paragraph 6.53 

 

Consultation Question 4. 
1.4 We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, the court should be placed under a 

duty to consider whether to make an order awarding the intended parents parental 
responsibility at the first directions hearing in the proceedings. 

Do consultees agree? 

(Note that this provisional proposal would be necessary only if our provisional proposal in 
Chapter 8 that all intended parents (whether in the new pathway or not) automatically 
acquire parental responsibility if the child is living with or being cared for by them is not 
supported by consultees). 

NO 
 
The UN Special Rapporteur recommends* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent 
authority AFTER the birth and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration. 
Nothing about the transfer of parental responsibility should be automatic and all options should 
be open. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 6.58 
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Consultation Question 5. 
1.5 We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the FPR 2010 

should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the 
proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise.  

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 6.72 

 

Consultation Question 6. 
1.6 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they are of the view that, in Scotland:  

(1) there is a need for greater consistency and clarity in provisions relating to the 
expenses of curators ad litem and reporting officers and, if so, how this should be 
addressed;   

(2) it should be provided by statute that, at the initial hearing or any subsequent hearing 
for a parental order, the court may make any such interim order or orders for 
parental responsibilities and parental rights as it sees fit; and/or 

(3) further procedural reform is needed and, if so, what that reform should be. 

 
Paragraph 6.110 

 

Consultation Question 7. 
1.7 In respect of a domestic surrogacy arrangement, we provisionally propose that, before the 

child is conceived, where the intended parents and surrogate have: 

(1) entered into an agreement including the prescribed information, which will include a 
statement as to legal parenthood on birth, 

(2) complied with procedural safeguards for the agreement, and 

(3) met eligibility requirements, 

on the birth of the child the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child, 
subject to the surrogate’s right to object. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
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I vehemently disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s key 
recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the Protection of Children and Cooperation in 
respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. These require the birth mother to have legal 
parenthood and parental responsibility when the child is born and that her consent to giving up 
the child must be freely given AFTER the child's birth. I believe that this important safeguard 
against the sale of children and the exploitation of birth mothers should apply equally to 
surrogacy arrangements, in both an international and a domestic context. 
 
This proposal would set a very dangerous precedent for all women, all mothers, all children and 
all of the implications need to be fully understood. There is no evidence in the consultation paper 
that the law commissioners have considered these more general implications fully, if at all. 
 
I understand that the proposal to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ legal parenthood at 
birth is based on (or justif ied by) in part at least the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ 
mothers prior to the consultation. I do not agree that these claimed wishes alone justify 
measures that contravene the recommendations of the UN Special Rapporteur and the 
provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to reduce the risk of the sale and 
trafficking of children and to protect birth mothers. 
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to encourage or 
condone a system that would require women to deliberately conceive and subsequently give 
birth with the expectation that they would have little or no legal responsibility for the child. The 
rights of the child must be prioritised regardless whether that is what some ‘surrogate’ mothers 
say they want or not. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.13 

 

Consultation Question 8. 
1.8 We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations and licensed clinics 

should be under a duty to keep a record of surrogacy arrangements under the new 
pathway to which they are a party, with such records being retained for a specified 
minimum period. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy 
organisations. 
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1.9 We invite consultees’ views as to what the length of that period should be: whether 100 
years or another period. 

Paragraph 8.14 

 

Consultation Question 9. 
1.10 We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes 

should apply to traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated surrogacy 
organisation is involved. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations, because they 
would inevitably lead to a normalising of surrogacy and an increase in its prevalence. 

Paragraph 8.21 

 

Consultation Question 10. 
1.11 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a 

traditional, domestic surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from 
entering into the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway.’  
Paragraph 8.22 

 

Consultation Question 11. 
1.12 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the surrogate should have the right to object to the acquisition of legal parenthood 
by the intended parents, for a fixed period after the birth of the child;  

(2) this right to object should operate by the surrogate making her objection in writing 
within a defined period, with the objection being sent to both the intended parents 
and the body responsible for the regulation of surrogacy; and 

(3) the defined period should be the applicable period for birth registration less one 
week. 

Do consultees agree? 
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NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposal that the ‘intended parents’ should automatically acquire 
legal parenthood at birth and that the birth mother has only a limited time to object. This 
contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations,* including that the birth mother is the 
legal parent at birth and that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility 
in surrogacy arrangements are taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth, 
with the child’s best interests being the paramount consideration. 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to 
give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as 
the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before 
the expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.35 

 

Consultation Question 12. 
1.13 We provisionally propose that, where the surrogate objects to the intended parents 

acquiring legal parenthood within the period fixed after birth, the surrogacy arrangement 
should no longer be able to proceed in the new pathway, with the result that: 

(1) the surrogate will be the legal parent of the child;  

(2) if one of the intended parents would, under the current law, be a legal parent of the 
child, then he or she will continue to be a legal parent in these circumstances; and 

(3) the intended parents would be able to make an application for a parental order to 
obtain legal parenthood. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly with the ‘intended 
parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects.  
 
The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil 
partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent change of legal parenthood and 
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parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth 
and with the child’s best interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN 
Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.* 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to 
give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as 
the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before 
the expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.36 

 

Consultation Question 13. 
1.14 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway: 

(1) the intended parents should be required to make a declaration on registering the 
birth of the child that they have no reason to believe that the surrogate has lacked 
capacity at any time during the period in which she had the right to object to the 
intended parents acquiring legal parenthood; 

(2) if the intended parents cannot provide this declaration then, during the period in 
which she has the right to object to the intended parents acquiring legal parenthood, 
the surrogate should be able to provide a positive consent to such acquisition; and 

(3) if the intended parents are unable to make this declaration and the surrogate is 
unable to provide the positive consent within the relevant period, the surrogacy 
arrangement should exit the new pathway and the intended parents should be able 
to make an application for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended 
parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects.  
 
The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil 
partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent change of legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth 
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and with the child’s best interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN 
Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.* 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to 
give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as 
the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before 
the expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.37 

 

Consultation Question 14. 
1.15 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway, the welfare of the child to be born as a 

result of the surrogacy arrangement: 

(1) should be assessed in the way set out in Chapter 8 of the current Code of Practice; 

(2) either the regulated surrogacy organisation or regulated clinic, as appropriate, 
should be responsible for ensuring that this procedure is followed; and 

(3) there should be no requirement for any welfare assessment of the child after his or 
her birth. 

Do consultees agree? 
 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s 
recommendation* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in 
surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the 
birth and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration. A welfare assessment is 
an absolute requirement if an informed decision is to be made about the child’s best interest. 
Therefore a welfare assessment MUST be made after the child’s birth. 
 
The pre-conception assessment would typically have been carried out more than a year before 
the birth of the child. Much can change in that time.  
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The justif ication that a welfare assessment after the birth of the child is not necessary because 
parents of children born through the normal process are not subject to such checks does not 
hold. Pregnancy, birth and the post-partum changes are intense physical and existential 
experiences that change you and prime you to love and be sensitive to the new-born child and 
rise to the challenge of the enormous task of raising him or her to adulthood. For obvious 
reasons ‘intended parents’ do not have this advantage.  
 
In addition, pregnancy and childbirth are a huge investment of the birth mother’s physical, 
physiological and emotional resources, which means she has already made a huge and 
unquantif iable, nearly year-long, commitment to the child. This means her practical and 
emotional commitment to the child is already well-developed, giving her the best chance of 
surmounting all the diff iculties that will inevitably arise over the course of the child’s childhood 
and adolescence.  
 
The ‘intended parents’ have had no similar experience. The investment of f inancial resources 
does not in any way prepare you for the practical reality of caring for a new-born child and the 
long road of nurturing and shepherding him or her to adulthood. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.51 

 

Consultation Question 15. 
1.16 We provisionally propose that, for a child born as a result of a surrogacy arrangement 

under the new pathway, where the surrogate has exercised her right to object to the 
intended parents’ acquisition of legal parenthood at birth, the surrogate’s spouse or civil 
partner, if any, should not be a legal parent of the child. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘new pathway.’  
 
There is a very real risk that spouses and partners will coerce women into being a ‘surrogate’ for 
f inancial gain. This risk is likely to increase if he or she does not have legal parenthood or 
parental responsibility for any children born of the arrangement. This is enough reason to reject 
this proposal. 
 
However, it also represents a significant change in legal parenthood rules and would therefore 
have an implication for all children, all families because it would set a precedent. It should not be 
introduced without a full assessment of all the implications, including on the rights of mothers and 
children. There is no evidence that the law commissioners have carried out any such 
assessment. 
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1.17 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in the case of a surrogacy arrangement outside 

the new pathway, the surrogate’s spouse or civil partner should continue to be a legal 
parent of the child born as a result of the arrangement. 

YES 
 
The normal legal parenthood rules should apply. This will reduce the risk of spouses and 
partners coercing women into surrogacy for f inancial gain. 

Paragraph 8.57 

 

Consultation Question 16. 
1.18 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway, where a child born of a surrogacy 

arrangement is stillborn: 

(1) the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child unless the surrogate 
exercises her right to object; and 

(2) the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being registered as 
the parents before the expiry of the period of the right to object. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended 
parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects. The 
birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should not change if 
the child is stillborn. 
 
1.19 We provisionally propose that, outside the new pathway, where a child born of a surrogacy 

arrangement is stillborn, the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents 
being registered as the parents before the expiry of the period allowed for the registration 
of the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a declaration to the effect that 
the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the 
stillbirth. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the birth parents in this 
situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should 
not change if the child is stillborn and the registration should accurately reflect this. 
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Paragraph 8.77 

 

Consultation Question 17. 
1.20 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, 

where the child dies before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able 
to consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents before the expiry of the 
period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have 
made a declaration to the effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order 
are satisfied, on registration of the birth. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in this 
situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and if the child 
dies before the parental order, the registration of birth should accurately reflect that the birth 
mother was the legal parent. 

Paragraph 8.79 

 

Consultation Question 18. 
1.21 For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to 

whether, where the surrogate dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during which 
she can exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the new 
pathway and the intended parents should be required to make an application for a 
parental order. 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 8.80 
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Consultation Question 19. 
1.22 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, where 

both intended parents die during the surrogate’s pregnancy, the intended parents should 
be registered as the child’s parents on birth, subject to the surrogate not exercising her 
right to object within the defined period. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with the deceased 
‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in this situation. The birth mother should 
always be the legal parent of the child at birth and the registration of birth should accurately 
reflect this. 
 
1.23 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new 

pathway, where both intended parents die during the surrogate’s pregnancy or before a 
parental order is made: 

(1) it should be competent for an application to be made, by a person who claims an 
interest under section 11(3)(a) of the Children (Scotland) Act 1995, or who would be 
permitted to apply for an order under section 8 of the Children Act 1989: 

(a) for an order for appointment as guardian of the child, and 

(b) for a parental order in the name of the intended parents, subject to the 
surrogate’s consent; or 

(2) the surrogate should be registered as the child’s mother and it should not be 
possible for the intended parents to be registered as the child’s parents, but that 
there should be a procedure for the surrogate to provide details of the intended 
parents, and, if relevant, gamete donors, for entry onto the register of surrogacy 
arrangements. 

The intended parents should NOT be registered as the child’s parents if they are already 
deceased – so option (2) is preferable. 

Paragraph 8.81 

 

Consultation Question 20. 
1.24 We provisionally propose that, where an application is made for a parental order by a sole 

applicant under section 54A: 
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(1) the applicant should have to make a declaration that it was always intended that 
there would only be a single applicant for a parental order in respect of the child 
concerned or to supply the name and contact details of the other intended parent;  

(2) if details of another intended parent are supplied, a provision should be made for 
notice to be given to the potential second intended parent of the application and an 
opportunity given to that party to provide notice of opposition within a brief period 
(of, say, 14 to 21 days); and 

(3) if the second intended parent gives notice of his or her intention to oppose, he or 
she should be required to make his or her own application within a brief period (say 
14 days), otherwise the application of the first intended parent will be determined by 
the court. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 8.86 

 

Consultation Question 21. 
1.25 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases; and 

(2) how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this model. 

I profoundly oppose a three-parent model of legal parenthood, even if it is temporary. The birth 
mother should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent 
authority AFTER the birth of the child with the best interests of the child being the paramount 
consideration, as recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.91 

 

Consultation Question 22. 
1.26 We invite consultees’ views:  

(1) as to whether there should be any additional oversight in the new pathway that we 
have proposed, leading to the acquisition of legal parenthood by the intended 
parents at birth; and 

(2) if so, as to whether should this oversight be: 
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(a) administrative, or 

(b) judicial. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should be the 
legal parent and have parental responsibility at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood 
and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other 
competent authority AFTER the birth of the child based on the best interests of the child, as 
recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.93 

 

Consultation Question 23. 
1.27 In respect of England and Wales, we invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether the welfare checklist, contained in section 1(3) of the Children Act 1989, 
should be amended to provide for the court to have regard to additional specific 
factors in the situation where it is considering the arrangements for a child in the 
context of a dispute about a surrogacy arrangement; and 

(2) if so, as to what those additional factors should be. 

The child’s best interests should drive all decisions about the child in the event of a dispute about 
a surrogacy arrangement. The welfare checklist provides a comprehensive summary of the 
issues to be considered and is adequate as it is, and conforms to the UN Special Rapporteur’s 
recommendation* that the child’s best interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not 
believe any other factors should be added. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx  

Paragraph 8.120 

 

Consultation Question 24. 
1.28 In respect of England and Wales, we invite consultees’ views: 

(1) as to whether the checklist, contained in section 1(4) of the ACA 2002 (as applied 
and modified by regulation 2 and paragraph 1 of Schedule 1 of the 2018 
Regulations) should be further amended to provide for the court to have regard to 
additional specific factors in the situation where it is considering whether to make a 
parental order; and 

(2) what those additional factors should be. 
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The child’s best interests should drive all decisions when considering whether to make a parental 
order. The welfare checklist provides a comprehensive summary of the issues to be considered 
and is adequate as it is, and it conforms to UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendation* that the 
child’s best interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not believe any other factors 
should be added. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.121 

 

Consultation Question 25. 
1.29 We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be 

amended to add the intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section 
8 order without leave. 

NO 
 
There are real risks of the sale and trafficking of children and of exploitation of the birth mother 
and her reproductive capacities in all surrogacy arrangements. The court should therefore 
always have oversight of the arrangements. I am also concerned that there should be no 
liberalisation of the law on surrogacy because of the potential human rights abuses involved. I do 
not believe that ‘intended parents’ should be added to the list of those who can apply for a 
section 8 order without leave. 

Paragraph 8.123 

 

Consultation Question 26. 
1.30 We provisionally propose that, where a child is born as a result of a surrogacy 

arrangement outside the new pathway, the intended parents should acquire parental 
responsibility automatically where: 

(1) the child is living with them or being cared for by them; and  

(2) they intend to apply for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with this proposal. The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth and 
all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements 
should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, as 
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recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur* in order to reduce the risk of the sale and 
trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility 
is based on (or justif ied by) the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the 
consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify measures that contravene recommendations of 
the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to 
reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children.  
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system 
that would require women to give birth with the expectation that they would have no legal 
responsibility for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must 
be prioritised regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.132 

 

Consultation Question 27. 
1.31 We provisionally propose that, where a child is born as a result of a surrogacy 

arrangement in the new pathway: 

(1) the intended parents should acquire parental responsibility on the birth of the child; 
and 

(2) if the surrogate exercises her right to object, the intended parents should continue to 
have parental responsibility for the child where the child is living with, or being cared 
for by, them, and they intend to apply for a parental order.  

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended 
parents’ should acquire parentage or parental responsibility automatically. The birth mother 
should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental 
responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority 
AFTER the birth of the child, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is 
the recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the 
sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility 
is based on (or justif ied by) the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the 
consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify a measure that contravenes recommendations of 
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the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to 
reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children.  
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system 
that would require women to give birth with the expectation that they would have no responsibility 
for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must be prioritised 
regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.134 

 

Consultation Question 28. 
1.32 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the 

surrogate should retain parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the 
arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right to 
object, assuming that she does not exercise her right to object. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I agree that the birth mother should have parental responsibility for the child but NOT that the 
‘intended parents’ should get automatic legal parenthood and parental responsibility. 
 
All decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements 
should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, with the 
child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN Special 
Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the 
exploitation of women and their women’s reproductive capacities. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.139 

 

Consultation Question 29. 
1.33 For all surrogacy arrangements, we invite consultees’ views as to:  

(1) whether there is a need for any restriction to be placed on the exercise of parental 
responsibility by either the surrogate (or other legal parent), or the intended parents, 
during the period in which parental responsibility is shared; and 
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(2) whether it should operate to restrict the exercise of parental responsibility by the 
party not caring for the child or with whom the child is not living. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should have 
legal parenthood and parental responsibility at and after the birth and all subsequent decisions 
involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility should be taken by a court or other 
competent authority, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the 
recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale 
and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.140 

 

Consultation Question 30. 
1.34 We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the 

scope of the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 9.29 

 

Consultation Question 31. 
1.35 We invite the views of independent surrogates, and intended parents who have used 

independent surrogacy arrangements, to tell us about their experience. In particular, we 
would be interested to hear about any health screening, counselling and legal advice that 
took place. 

N/A 
Paragraph 9.35 
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Consultation Question 32. 
1.36 We invite consultees’ views as to whether independent surrogacy arrangements should be 

brought within the scope of the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts 
binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first optional protocol. 
 
1.37 We invite consultees’ views as to how independent surrogacy arrangements might be 

brought within the scope of the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts 
binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first optional protocol. 

Paragraph 9.36 

 

Consultation Question 33. 
1.38 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) there should be regulated surrogacy organisations;  

NO 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 

(2) there should be no requirement for a regulated surrogacy organisation to take a 
particular form; and 

OTHER 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 

(3) each surrogacy organisation should be required to appoint an individual responsible 
for ensuring that the organisation complies with regulation. 

Do consultees agree?  

OTHER 
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I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.61 

 

Consultation Question 34. 
1.39 We provisionally propose that the person responsible must be responsible for: 

(1) representing the organisation to, and liaising with, the regulator; 

(2) managing the regulated surrogacy organisation with sufficient care, competence 
and skill; 

(3) ensuring the compliance of the organisation with relevant law and regulation, 
including the creation, maintenance and operation of necessary policies and 
procedures; 

(4) training any staff, including that of the person responsible; and 

(5) providing data to the regulator and to such other person as required by law. 

Do consultees agree? 

LEAVE ALL CHECK BOXES BLANK (i.e. none of the above) 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
1.40 We invite consultees to identify any other responsibilities which a responsible individual 

should have. 

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
1.41 We invite consultees’ views as to what experience, skills and qualif ications a person 

responsible for a surrogacy organisation should have. 

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.62 
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Consultation Question 35. 
1.42 We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit 

making bodies. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction 
surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and 
would drive an increase in surrogacy. Even if surrogacy organisations are non-profit making, they 
will inevitably be driven by commercial imperatives (for example, to cover costs, salaries, etc.) 
and will need to continuously seek new business and to convince or coerce more women to act 
as ‘surrogates.’ 
 
Deriving income from surrogacy is abhorrent and, given the parallels between surrogacy and 
prostitution, is a potential violation of Article 6 of CEDAW, which prohibits third-parties profiting or 
otherwise benefiting from the prostitution of women. 

Paragraph 9.84 

 

Consultation Question 36. 
1.43 We invite consultees’ views as to what should be included in the definition of matching and 

facilitation services. 

I disagree with organisations being able to provide matching and facilitation services, because 
that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human 
rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.94 

 

Consultation Question 37. 
1.44 We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to 

offer matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new 
pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated 
surrogacy organisations or any other organisations being able to provide matching and 
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facilitation services for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase 
in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
  
1.45 We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should 

be able to offer matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements 
outside the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated 
surrogacy organisations or any other organisations being able to provide matching and 
facilitation services for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase 
in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.95 

 

Consultation Question 38. 
1.46 We invite consultees’ views as to the sanctions that should be available against 

organisations that offer matching and facilitation services without being regulated to do so, 
and whether these should be criminal, civil or regulatory. 

I do not accept that matching and facilitation services should be allowed – regardless who they 
are provided by – because they would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I 
consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. Offering such services 
should be a criminal offence. 

Paragraph 9.97 

 

Consultation Question 39. 
1.47 We provisionally propose that the remit of the Human Fertilisation and Embryology 

Authority be expanded to include the regulation of regulated surrogacy organisations, and 
oversight of compliance with the proposed legal requirements for the new pathway to legal 
parenthood. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction 
surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and 
would drive an increase in surrogacy.  
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1.48 If consultees agree, we invite their views as to how the Authority’s Code of Practice should 
apply to regulated surrogacy organisations, including which additional or new areas of 
regulation should be applied. 

Paragraph 9.117 

 

Consultation Question 40. 
1.49 We provisionally propose that surrogacy agreements should remain unenforceable 

(subject to the exception we provisionally propose in Consultation Question 88 in relation 
to financial terms).  

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 9.129 

 

Consultation Question 41. 
1.50 We provisionally propose that there should be no prohibition against charging for 

negotiating, facilitating and advising on surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I VEHEMENTLY disagree with this proposal and the opening up of surrogacy in this country, 
because I consider it a violation of the human rights of both women and the child. The idea of 
organisations charging to facilitate it is utterly abhorrent and violates the spirit, if not the letter, of 
Article 6 of CEDAW, given the parallels between surrogacy and prostitution. Article 6 prohibits 
the exploitation of the prostitution of women – which includes deriving any form of benefit from 
women’s prostitution. 

Paragraph 9.135 

 

Consultation Question 42. 
1.51 We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy 

should be removed, with the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything 
that can lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
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I VEHEMENTLY disagree with removing the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy. 
Surrogacy is a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and enabling 
advertising sites (and other ‘service’ organisations) to financially benefit from it is abhorrent. 
 
At this time of increasing poverty and inequality, it would be unethical to promote the idea that 
being a ‘surrogate’ mother would be a solution to an impoverished woman’s financial problems. If 
this proposal is implemented, Facebook and Google are likely present surrogacy ads to female 
students and young women suggesting that becoming a ‘surrogate’ would provide the solution to 
their f inancial worries. The most disadvantaged young women would be the most vulnerable to 
this idea and it is doubtful it would ever truly be in her best interest. 
 
Just as we protect disadvantaged people from the temptation of selling their kidneys for money, 
we need to protect disadvantaged women from the temptation of renting their wombs. This 
means that advertising of surrogacy MUST remain banned. 

Paragraph 9.145 

 

Consultation Question 43. 
1.52 We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, where the making of a parental 

order in respect of a child born of a surrogacy arrangement has been recorded in the 
Parental Order Register, the child should be able to access his or her original birth 
certif icate at the age of 18. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 10.80 

 

Consultation Question 44. 
1.53 We provisionally propose that where children are born of surrogacy arrangements that 

result in the intended parents being recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full 
form of that certif icate should make clear that the birth was the result of a surrogacy 
arrangement. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended 
parents’ should be recorded as parents on the original birth certif icate. The birth mother should 
be recorded as the birth mother on the birth certificate and all decisions involving legal 
parenthood and parental responsibility should be taken after the birth by a court or other 
competent authority, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the 
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recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale 
and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
However, if the ‘intended parents’ are recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of 
the certif icate should make clear that the birth was the result of a surrogacy arrangement. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 10.85 

 

Consultation Question 45. 
1.54 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the birth registration system in England and 

Wales requires reform and, if so, which reforms they would like to see. 

I do not consider the birth registration system to be in need for reform. I am particularly opposed 
to changes to allow for the registration of three parents or for anyone other than the birth mother 
to be recorded as the mother on the original birth certif icate. Such proposals could lead to the 
facilitation of the sale of children and an erosion of mothers’ rights and a diluting of the 
understanding that the relationship between the birth mother and the child is unique. 

Paragraph 10.87 

 

Consultation Question 46. 
1.55 We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has 

been the subject of a parental order should be able to access all the documents contained 
in the court’s file for those parental order proceedings. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 10.89 

 

Consultation Question 47. 
1.56 We provisionally propose that a national register of surrogacy arrangements should be 

created to record the identity of the intended parents, the surrogate and the gamete 
donors. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
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1.57 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the register should be maintained by the Authority; 

(2) the register should record information for all surrogacy arrangements, whether in or 
outside the new pathway, provided that the information about who has contributed 
gametes for the conception of the child has been medically verif ied, and that the 
information should include: 

(a) identifying information about all the parties to the surrogacy arrangement, and 

(b) non-identifying information about those who have contributed gametes to the 
conception of the child; and 

(3) to facilitate the record of this information, the application form/petition for a parental 
order should record full information about a child’s genetic heritage where available 
and established by DNA or medical evidence, recording the use of an anonymous 
gamete donor if that applies. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy 
organisations. However, should surrogacy take place, it is important that the children have 
access to information about their origins and these proposals seem generally sound, except that 
the information held on gamete donors should also include identifying information – because 
otherwise it trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the right to know her or his 
genetic parentage. 

Paragraph 10.102 

 

Consultation Question 48. 
1.58 We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate 

and the intended parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy 
arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy arrangement. 

I agree but with the proviso that all the information should be identifying – because otherwise it 
trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the right to know her or his genetic 
parentage. 

Paragraph 10.104 
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Consultation Question 49. 
1.59 We provisionally propose that a child born of a surrogacy arrangement should be able to 

access the information recorded in the register from the age of 18 for identifying 
information, and 16 for non-identifying information (if such information is included on the 
register), provided that he or she has been given a suitable opportunity to receive 
counselling about the implications of compliance with this request. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
1.60 We invite consultees’ views as to whether a child under the age of 18 or 16 (depending on 

whether the information is identifying or non-identifying respectively) should be able to 
access the information in the register and, if so, in which circumstances: 

(1) where his or her legal parents have consented; 

(2) if he or she has received counselling and the counsellor judges that he or she is 
sufficiently mature to receive this information; and/or 

(3) in any other circumstances. 

I agree with (1) and (2) and believe there might be other circumstances where this is reasonable. 
Paragraph 10.110 

 

Consultation Question 50. 
1.61 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any provision for those born of 

a surrogacy arrangement to make a request for information to disclose whether a person 
whom he or she is intending to marry, or with whom he or she intends to enter into a civil 
partnership or intimate physical relationship, was carried by the same surrogate. 

YES, this should be possible. 
Paragraph 10.114 

 

Consultation Question 51. 
1.62 We provisionally propose that where two people are born to, and genetically related 

through, the same surrogate, they should be able to access the register to identify each 
other, if they both wish to do so. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
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1.63 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be provision to allow people born 

to the same surrogate – but who are not genetically related – to access the register to 
identify each other, if they both wish to do so. 

YES, I agree. 
Paragraph 10.121 

 

Consultation Question 52. 
1.64 We invite consultees’ views as to whether provision should be made to allow a person 

carried by a surrogate, and the surrogate’s own child, to access the register to identify 
each other, if they both wish to do so: 

(1) if they are genetically related through the surrogate; and/or 

(2) if they are not genetically related through the surrogate. 

YES to both (1) and (2) 
Paragraph 10.123 

 

Consultation Question 53. 
1.65 For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to 

whether details of an intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental 
order should be recorded in the register. 

The intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded 
in the register. 

Paragraph 10.128 
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Consultation Question 54. 
1.66 We provisionally propose that the six month time limits in sections 54 and 54A of the 

HFEA 2008 for making a parental order application should be abolished. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain 
circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child. 

Paragraph 11.20 

 

Consultation Question 55. 
1.67 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the current circumstances in which the consent of the surrogate (and any other legal 
parent) is not required, namely where a person cannot be found or is incapable of 
giving agreement, should continue to be available; 

NO  
 
I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child 
trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s wombs. An adoption order can be considered 
as an option when a parental order is not possible. 
 

(2) the court should have the power to dispense with the consent of the surrogate, and 
any other legal parent of the child, in the following circumstances: 

(a) where the child is living with the intended parents, with the consent of the 
surrogate and any other legal parent, or 

(b) following a determination by the court that the child should live with the 
intended parents; and 

(3) the court’s power to dispense with consent should be subject to the paramount 
consideration of the child’s welfare throughout his or her life guided by the factors 
set out in section 1 of the Adoption and Children Act 2002 and, in Scotland, in line 
with the section 14(3) of the Adoption and Children (Scotland) Act 2007. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
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I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child 
trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s wombs. An adoption order can be considered 
as an option when a parental order is not possible. 

Paragraph 11.58 

 

Consultation Question 56. 
1.68 We provisionally propose that, both for a parental order and in the new pathway, the 

intended parents or one of the intended parents must be domiciled or habitually resident in 
the UK, Channel Islands or Isle of Man. 

Do consultees agree?  

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The ‘intended parents’ should be 
domiciled (and not simply habitually resident) in the UK in order to avoid surrogacy tourism. 
 
1.69 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any additional conditions 

imposed on the test of habitual residence, for example, a qualifying period of habitual 
residence required to satisfy the test. 

I profoundly disagree with opening up parental orders to ‘intended parents’ who are habitual 
residents but not domiciled in the UK – because of the risk of surrogacy tourism. 

Paragraph 12.15 

 

Consultation Question 57. 
1.70 We invite consultees’ views on whether: 

(1) the qualifying categories of relationship in section 54(2) of the HFEA 2008 should be 
reformed and, if so, how; or 

(2) the requirement should be removed, subject to two persons who are within the 
prohibited degrees of relationship being prevented from applying. 

The qualifying categories of relationship should not be reformed or removed. 
Paragraph 12.29 
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Consultation Question 58. 
1.71 We provisionally propose that to use the new pathway, intended parents should be 

required to make a declaration in the surrogacy agreement that they intend for the child’s 
home to be with them. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.  

Paragraph 12.34 

 

Consultation Question 59. 
1.72 We provisionally propose that the new pathway –  

(1) should not impose a requirement that the intended parent, or one of the intended 
parents, provide gametes for the conception of the child, so that double donation of 
gametes is permitted, but 

(2) that double donation should only be permitted in cases of medical necessity, 
meaning that there is not an intended parent who is able to provide a gamete due to 
infertility. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic link should 
be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 
 
1.73 We invite consultees’ views as to whether double donation should be permitted under the 

parental order pathway (to the same extent that it may be permitted in the new pathway) in 
domestic surrogacy arrangements.  

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and all other proposals that are 
likely to result in an increase in surrogacy. I therefore do not believe that double donation should 
be permitted under the parental order pathway in domestic surrogacy arrangements.  
 
1.74 We provisionally propose that the requirement that the intended parent or one of the 

intended parents contribute gametes to the conception of the child in the parental order 
pathway should be retained in international surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
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Paragraph 12.64 

 

Consultation Question 60. 
1.75 We provisionally propose that if the requirement for a genetic link is retained for domestic 

cases outside the new pathway, the requirement should not apply, subject to medical 
necessity, if the court determines that the intended parents in good faith began the 
surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway but were required to apply for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I fundamentally disagree with proposals to introduce the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic 
link should be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 

Paragraph 12.71 

 

Consultation Question 61. 
1.76 We provisionally propose that if double donation is permitted only in cases of medical 

necessity, an exception should be made to allow a parental order to be granted to a single 
parent without a genetic link where the intended parent’s former partner provides gametes 
but the intended parents’ relationship breaks down before the grant of a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 

Paragraph 12.76 
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Consultation Question 62. 
1.77 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that a surrogacy 

arrangement has been used because of medical necessity: 

(1) for cases under the new pathway to parenthood; and/or 

(2) for cases where a post-birth parental order application is made. 

I oppose surrogacy and believe that it is a fundamental violation of women’s and children’s rights 
and that it should therefore be banned. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’  
 
1.78 We invite consultees’ views as to how a test of medical necessity for surrogacy, if it is 

introduced, should be defined and assessed. 

I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 
Paragraph 12.94 

 

Consultation Question 63. 
1.79 We provisionally propose that in order to use the new pathway to parenthood, information 

identifying the child’s genetic parents and the surrogate must be provided for entry on the 
national register of surrogacy agreements prior to registration of the child’s birth. 

Do consultees agree?  

OTHER 
 
I profoundly oppose the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. However, I support the requirement in 
any surrogacy arrangements for the recording of the identity of all genetic parents and the birth 
mother. 
 
1.80 We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be a condition for an application for a 

parental order that: 

(1) those who contributed gametes are entered on the national register of surrogacy 
agreements; and/or 

(2) if it remains a requirement that one of the intended parents provided gametes in the 
conception of the child, that the genetic link is demonstrated to the court with 
medical or DNA evidence. 

While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, I support this condition for a parental order 
in the circumstances described in both (1) and (2). 
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1.81 We provisionally propose that it should be a condition for the application of a parental 
order that the identity of the surrogate is entered on the national register of surrogacy 
agreements. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, if it happens, I support this provision. 

Paragraph 12.115 

 

Consultation Question 64. 
1.82 We provisionally propose that there should be no maximum age limit for the grant of a 

parental order. The age of the intended parents should continue to be taken into account 
in the assessment of the welfare of the child in applications to grant a parental order.  

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I am opposed to surrogacy and would like to see it banned, because it is a violation of both 
women’s and children’s human rights.  
 
Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society 
and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good health until the child reaches adulthood. 
Surrogacy is therefore particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. If surrogacy is 
to be opened up, a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is imperative. This will make it clear 
that society does not condone older people entering a surrogacy arrangement and will make it 
less likely that older people will go ahead with such an arrangement and present the court with a 
fait accompli. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement up to that age but not beyond. It is 
therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
 
1.83 We invite consultees’ views as to whether under the new pathway there should be a 

maximum age limit for intended parents, and if so, what it should be. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be 
allowed, there should be a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ and it should be 45. 
 
Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society 
and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good health until the child reaches adulthood. 
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I am opposed to surrogacy per se, because it is a violation of both women’s and children’s 
human rights. However, it is particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. I therefore 
consider that a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is important. This will make it clear that 
society does not consider it acceptable for older people to enter into a surrogacy arrangement 
and will make it less likely that they will. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement up to that age. It is therefore imperative 
that age limits are set very carefully.  
 
1.84 We provisionally propose that intended parents should be required to be at least 18 years 

old at the time that they enter into a surrogacy agreement under the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be 
allowed, there should be a minimum age for ‘intended parents’ and it should be much older than 
18. I suggest that 25 would be more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement at that age. It is therefore imperative that 
age limits are set very carefully. What kind of society would want 18-year olds to believe that it 
would be reasonable for them to become ‘parents’ through a surrogacy arrangement – before 
they have taken even their f irst steps into independence and adulthood? 

Paragraph 12.133 

 

Consultation Question 65. 
1.85 We provisionally propose that surrogates should be required to be at least 18 years of age 

(at the time of conception), in order for the court to have the power to make a parental 
order. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I am opposed to surrogacy per se and would like to see it banned, because I consider it a 
violation of both women’s and children’s human rights.  
 
At 18 a woman is barely out of childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish herself 
as an adult. This means that she is particularly vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There 
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should be a significantly older minimum age for entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I 
suggest that 25 years would be more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society 
sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy 
arrangement is a reasonable thing for them to be doing before they have taken even their f irst 
steps into independence and adulthood?  
 
1.86 We provisionally propose that surrogates should be required to be at least 18 years old at 

the time of entering into the surrogacy agreement within the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for a ‘new pathway’. At 18 a woman is barely out of 
childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish herself as an adult. This means that 
she is particularly vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There should be a significantly older 
minimum age for entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I suggest that 25 years would be 
more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society 
sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy 
arrangement is a reasonable thing for them to be doing before they have taken even their f irst 
steps into independence and adulthood?  

Paragraph 12.144 

 

Consultation Question 66. 
1.87 We provisionally propose that medical testing of the surrogate, any partner of the 

surrogate, and any intended parent providing gametes should be required for the new 
pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
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1.88 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the types of testing set out in the Code of 
Practice are feasible for traditional surrogacy arrangements outside a licensed clinic, and if 
not, which types of testing should be required for such arrangements. 

 
Paragraph 13.16 

 

Consultation Question 67. 
1.89 We provisionally propose that, as a condition of being eligible for entry into the new 

pathway: 

(1) the surrogate, her spouse, civil partner or partner (if any) and the intended parents 
intending to enter into a surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway should be 
required to attend counselling with regard to the implications of entering into that 
arrangement; and 

(2) the implications counselling should be provided by a counsellor who meets the 
requirements set out in the Code of Practice at paragraphs 2.14 to 2.15. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.44 

 

Consultation Question 68. 
1.90 We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that 

the surrogate and the intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect 
of the law and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is signed. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.65 
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Consultation Question 69. 
1.91 We provisionally propose that, as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway: 

(1) an enhanced criminal record certificate should be obtained for intended parents, 
surrogates and any spouses, civil partners or partners of surrogates;  

(2) the body overseeing the surrogate arrangement should not enable a surrogate 
arrangement to be proceed under the new pathway where a person screened is unsuitable 
for having being convicted of, or received a police caution for, any offence appearing on a 
prescribed list of offences; and  

(3) the body overseeing the surrogacy arrangement may also determine that a 
person is unsuitable based on the information provided in the enhanced record certificate.  

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
 
1.92 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the list of offences that applies in the case of 

adoption is appropriate in the case of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.73 

 

Consultation Question 70. 
1.93 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the 

surrogate has previously given birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway. 

OTHER 
 
I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. 
 
Society should not condone women who have never had a child of their own entering an 
arrangement to undergo pregnancy and childbirth for someone else. It is impossible to 
understand what pregnancy and childbirth are like and how they will change you until or unless 
you have had that experience yourself. 

Paragraph 13.95 
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Consultation Question 71. 
1.94 We provisionally propose that there should not be a maximum number of surrogate 

pregnancies that a woman can undertake as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. 
 
Society should not condone women undergoing multiple ‘surrogate’ pregnancies and childbirths. 
Even the Kennel Club recognises that female dogs should not be allowed to undertake more 
than four pregnancies. It is abhorrent that female dogs have better protections than women 
would have under this proposal. 

Paragraph 13.99 

 

Consultation Question 72. 
1.95 We invite consultees’ views as to whether payment of costs by the intended parents to the 

surrogate should be able to be: 

(1) based on an allowance;  

(2) based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, but without the need for 
production of receipts; or 

(3) based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, and only on production of 
receipts. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.16 
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Consultation Question 73. 
1.96 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate essential costs 
relating to the pregnancy; and 

(2) the types of expenditure which should be considered “essential”.   

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above the actual 
essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, 
and travel to medical appointments – backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.22 
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Consultation Question 74. 
1.97 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate 
additional costs relating to the pregnancy; and 

(2) the types of expenditure which should be considered additional, rather than 
essential.   

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above the actual 
essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, 
and travel to medical appointments – backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.26 

 

Consultation Question 75. 
1.98 We invite consultees’ views as to:  

(1) whether intended parents should be permitted to pay all costs that arise from 
entering into a surrogacy arrangement, and those unique to a surrogate pregnancy; 
and 

(2) the types of cost which should be included within this category. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
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Paragraph 15.29 

 

Consultation Question 76. 
1.99 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be 

able to pay their surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or 
self-employed). 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost 
earnings. 

Paragraph 15.37 

 

Consultation Question 77. 
1.100 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be 

able to pay their surrogate either or both of the following lost potential earnings: 

(1) her lost employment-related potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 15.35 
above); and/or 

(2) other lost potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 15.36 above). 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
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I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost 
earnings. 

Paragraph 15.38 

 

Consultation Question 78. 
1.101 We invite consultees to share their experiences:  

(1) of the impact that payments received by a surrogate from the intended parents has 
had on the surrogate’s entitlement to means-tested social welfare benefits; and 

(2) where a surrogacy arrangement has had an impact on the surrogate’s entitlement to 
means-tested social welfare benefits, how that has been addressed in their 
surrogacy arrangement. 

N/A 
Paragraph 15.47 
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Consultation Question 79. 
1.102 We invite consultees’ views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay 

compensation to the surrogate for the following: 

(1) pain and inconvenience arising from the pregnancy and childbirth; 

(2) medical treatments relating to the surrogacy, including payments for each 
insemination or embryo transfer; and/or 

(3)  specified complications, including hyperemesis gravidarum, pre-eclampsia, an 
ectopic pregnancy, miscarriage, termination, caesarean birth, excessive 
haemorrhaging, perineal tearing, removal of fallopian tubes or ovaries or a 
hysterectomy. 

It is absurd to propose that one could place a monetary value on the pain of adverse pregnancy 
outcomes. In putting a price tag on perineal tear for example, some mothers report little pain or 
symptoms, others have profound ongoing fear of vaginal penetration, which can result in very 
significant emotional and relationship diff iculties. Infection may complicate healing, and some 
women report long term sequelae from this, such as impaired wound healing.  
 
Haematology conditions should also be considered. Blood loss, for example due to placental 
haemorrhage can be very significant, and potentially result in emergency hysterectomy and 
blood transfusion to save the life of the mother. It is a fact that although blood is thoroughly 
screened in the UK there still remains the potential for blood borne illnesses to be transmitted, 
and the fact that some of these may not have been identif ied yet by researchers is also a real 
risk to a mother receiving transfusion. Persons who have had a blood transfusion are currently 
unable to donate blood themselves in the UK, due to the risk of (vCJD) transmission. This is an 
indication of the gravity of receiving blood products.  
 
No medical intervention is EVER risk free. Receiving multiple blood products in the context of 
Massive Transfusion Protocol (eg platelets, Fresh Frozen Plasma, cryoprecipitate) only heighten 
those risks.  
 
Conditions such as HELLP (Haemolysis, Elevated Liver enzymes, Low Platelets) can be fatal, 
and although the maternal mortality rate is low, it can have significant sequelae, including renal 
failure potentially requiring dialysis, placental abruption (potentially fatal for mother and baby) 
permanent liver damage and retinal detachment resulting in visual impairment.  
 
Each of these conditions have long term consequences for a woman, psychologically, physically 
and emotionally, and may also affect her ability to return to work or care for other children.  
 
Also, the late complications of childbirth have been disregarded. Late consequences of childbirth 
can include vaginal or rectal prolapse, urinary and faecal incontinence. Women who have had a 
C section may experience ongoing pain around the scar. Some sources quote this as affecting 
between 6 and 18 percent of women. These symptoms can be profoundly distressing, and may 
take years to present (conversely, may present immediately). 
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How could we ensure that women suffering these complications are compensated? They are 
multifactorial, and risk increases with instrumented delivery and parity. How would it be proposed 
to unpick the role of a surrogate pregnancy in causing these symptoms in relation to other risk 
factors, for example parity, smoking history, personal medical history? 
 
Psychiatric conditions are also absent from this list. Complications including depression and 
anxiety may be worsened by pregnancy. Other mental health conditions such as post natal 
depression and post partum psychosis can be fatal, and impact on a woman’s health for many 
years to come. I’m quite shocked that none of these conditions have been explicitly mentioned 
and it does make me wonder how the list of complications was created. I’d also like to know what 
level of haemorrhage would be considered “excessive”. 
 
The wording of the question “should” be able to pay compensation is not the same as being 
mandated to do so. This potentially creates a situation where some “luckier” women would 
receive compensation others would not. 
 
All of the above illustrates the risks of surrogacy and confirms my support for a total ban on 
surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.  
 
1.103 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other matters in respect of which 

intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate compensation. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.  
 
1.104 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the level of compensation payable should be: 

(1) a fixed fee set by the regulator (operating as a cap on the maximum payable), or  

(2) left to the parties to negotiate.   

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
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There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. 

Paragraph 15.53 

 

Consultation Question 80. 
1.105 We invite consultees views’ as to whether intended parents should be able to pay 

compensation to the surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the 
surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for the 
surrogate. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question illustrates the risks of surrogacy and why I oppose it.  

Paragraph 15.56 

 

Consultation Question 81. 
1.106 We invite consultees’ views as to whether:  

(1) intended parents should be able to buy gifts for the surrogate; and 

(2) if so, specific provision should be made for these gifts to be modest or reasonable in 
nature. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
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There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to give the birth mother gifts. 

Paragraph 15.60 

 

Consultation Question 82. 
1.107 We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be possible for the intended parents to 

agree to pay a woman for the service of undertaking a surrogacy. 

It should not be possible for the intended parents to agree to pay a woman for the service 
of undertaking a surrogacy. (check box) 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her 
‘services’. 
 
1.108 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay 

a woman for the service of undertaking surrogacy, whether that the fee should be: 

(1) any sum agreed between the parties to the surrogacy; or 

(2) a fixed fee set by the regulator. 

Leave both check boxes blank. 
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I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her 
‘services’. 
 
1.109 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay 

a woman a fixed fee for the service of undertaking surrogacy, what, if any, other payments 
the law should permit, in addition to that f ixed fee: 

(1) no other payments; 

(2) essential costs relating to the pregnancy; 

(3) additional costs relating to the pregnancy; 

(4) lost earnings; 

(5) compensation for pain and inconvenience, medical treatment and complications, 
and the death of the surrogate; and/or 

(6) gifts. 

Leave all check boxes blank. 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
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I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to make any type of fee or payment to 
the birth mother for her ‘services’. 

Paragraph 15.69 

 

Consultation Question 83. 
1.110 We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be possible for any payment the law 

permits the intended parents to pay the surrogate for her services to be reduced in the 
event of a miscarriage or termination of the pregnancy. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their 
‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of surrogacy. 
 

1.111 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if the law permits a fee payable to the surrogate 
to be able to be reduced in the event of a miscarriage or termination, whether such 
provision should apply: 

(1) in the first trimester of pregnancy only; 

(2) to any miscarriage or termination; or 

(3) some other period of time (please specify).   

Leave all check boxes blank. 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
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I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their 
‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of surrogacy. 

Paragraph 15.72 

 

Consultation Question 84. 
1.112 We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to 

surrogates should be the same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to 
parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I am opposed to the ‘new pathway’ but consider that regardless of the surrogacy arrangement 
being used, the only payments that should ever be made are essential and basic expenses for 
which receipts are provided. 

Paragraph 15.74 

 

Consultation Question 85. 
1.113 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have 

not discussed which they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the 
surrogate. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
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There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.75 

 

Consultation Question 86. 
1.114 We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that 

intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.76 
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Consultation Question 87. 
1.115 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are specific methods of enforcing 

limitations that are placed on payments to surrogates that we should consider as part of 
our review: 

(1) for cases within the new pathway to parenthood; and  

(2) for cases where a parental order is made after the birth of the baby. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
The only payments that should be made are essential and basic expenses and for which receipts 
are provided. The judge or other competent authority should closely monitor all f inancial aspects 
of the arrangement (in line with the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations*) and refuse the 
parental order when payments have exceeded basic expenses. If it is not a judge overseeing the 
arrangements, the competent authority should be totally independent and not, for example, an 
agency (or ‘regulated surrogacy organisation’) that has been involved in the arrangements in any 
way. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 15.89 

 

Consultation Question 88. 
1.116 We provisionally propose that financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into under 

the new pathway to parenthood should be enforceable by the surrogate. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
 
1.117 We provisionally propose that if the financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into 

under the new pathway become enforceable, the ability to do so should not be dependent 
on the surrogate complying with any terms of the agreement relating to her lifestyle. 
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Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The idea that a ‘surrogacy 
agreement’ could place restrictions on the birth mother’s lifestyle is utterly abhorrent. 

Paragraph 15.99 

 

Consultation Question 89. 
1.118 We invite overseas surrogates (or bodies representing or advocating for surrogates) to 

share with us their experiences f international surrogacy arrangements. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.10 

 

Consultation Question 90. 
1.119 We invite organisations focused on children’s rights and welfare in the international 

context to share with us their views on our proposed reforms and consultation questions in 
this chapter. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.12 

 

Consultation Question 91. 
1.120 We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of their experience of applying to register 

a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement as a British citizen and 
obtaining a passport for the child. In particular, we would be interested to hear how long 
the application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have about 
causes of delays in the process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.52 
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Consultation Question 92. 
1.121 We provisionally propose that it should be possible for a file to be opened, and the 

application process for obtaining registration of a child born from an international 
surrogacy arrangement and obtaining a passport to begin, prior to the birth of the child. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a 
passport in international surrogacy arrangements appears to contradict the UN Special 
Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling and trafficking of 
children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly disagree with this 
proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.53 

 

Consultation Question 93. 
1.122 We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of 

applying for a visa for a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In 
particular, we would be interested to hear how long the application took after the birth of 
the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.68 

 

Consultation Question 94. 
1.123 We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process 

for applying for a visa in respect of a child born through an international surrogacy 
arrangement, before the child is born. The application will need to be completed after the 
birth of the child, and the issue of a passport in the child’s country of birth. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a 
passport before the child is born in international surrogacy arrangements appears to contradict 
the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling 
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and trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly 
disagree with this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

 

1.124 We provisionally propose that the current provision made for the grant of a visa outside of 
the Immigration Rules where the intended parents are not the legal parents of the child 
under nationality law should be brought within the Rules. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
1.125 We provisionally propose that:  

(1) the grant of a visa should not be dependent on the child breaking links with the 
surrogate; or  

(2) that this condition should be clarif ied to ensure that it does not prevent the child 
having contact, and an on-going relationship, with the surrogate. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
1.126 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current requirement for the grant of a visa 

outside the Rules that the intended parents must apply for a parental order within six 
months of the child’s birth should be removed (regardless of whether the availability of the 
visa is brought within the Rules), if our provisional proposal to remove the time limit on 
applications for parental orders is accepted. 

NO 
 
The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain 
circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child. 

Paragraph 16.69 

 

Consultation Question 95. 
1.127 We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process 

for applying for a EU Uniform Format Form in respect of a child born through an 
international surrogacy arrangement, before the child is born. The application will need to 
be completed after the birth of the child. 
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Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for an EU Uniform Format Form 
for the child before she or he is born in international surrogacy arrangements appears to 
contradict the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against 
the selling and trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I 
therefore strongly disagree with this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.76 

 

Consultation Question 96. 
1.128 We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of 

applying for a EU Uniform Format Form for a child born through an international 
surrogacy arrangement. In particular we would be interested to hear how long the 
application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of 
causes of delays in the process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.77 

 

Consultation Question 97. 
1.129 We provisionally propose that the UK Government should provide a single, 

comprehensive guide for intended parents explaining the nationality and immigration 
consequences of having a child through an international surrogacy arrangement.  

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I agree with such a guide, but would like to see it explaining the reasons why surrogacy is a 
violation of the human rights of women and children and all the other ways in which it is 
possible for people to enjoy children in their lives. 

Paragraph 16.82 
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Consultation Question 98. 
1.130 We provisionally propose that international surrogacy arrangements should not be 

eligible for the new pathway to parenthood. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 16.93 

 

Consultation Question 99. 
1.131 We provisionally propose that:  

1.132 the Secretary of State should have the power to provide that the intended parents of 
children born through international surrogacy arrangements, who are recognised as the 
legal parents of the child in the country of the child’s birth, should also be recognised as 
the child’s legal parents in the UK, without it being necessary for the intended parents to 
apply for a parental order, but 

1.133 before exercising the power, the Secretary of State should be required to be satisfied that 
the domestic law and practice in the country in question provides protection against the 
exploitation of surrogates, and for the welfare of the child, that is at least equivalent to 
that provided in UK law. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I do not see how this proposal for such a blanket power would align with the UN Special 
Rapporteur’s key recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the Protection of Children 
and Cooperation in respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. The latter requires the birth 
mother to have legal parenthood and parental responsibility when the child is born and that her 
consent to giving up the child must be given AFTER the child's birth and that the transfer of 
‘parenthood’ should be overseen by the courts or a competent authority on an individual case 
by case basis, with the best interests of the child being the paramount consideration. This is an 
important safeguard against the sale of children and for the protection of the birth mother and I 
believe it should apply equally to international surrogacy arrangements. I therefore strongly 
disagree with this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.94 
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Consultation Question 100. 
1.134 We invite consultees to tell us of their experience of surrogacy arrangements in the UK 

involving foreign intended parents. 

N/A 
 
1.135 We invite consultees’ views as to whether: 

(1) any restriction is necessary on the removal of a child from the UK for the purpose 
of the child becoming the subject of a parental order, or its equivalent, in another 
jurisdiction; and 

(2) if such a restriction is necessary, there should be a process allowing foreign 
intended parents to remove the child from the jurisdiction of the UK for this 
purpose and with the approval of the court and, if so, what form should that 
process take. 

Restrictions and checks MUST be in place to protect the child and the birth mother from 
trafficking and exploitation. The process should include the same checks as would be used in 
an international adoption. 

Paragraph 16.120 

 

Consultation Question 101. 
1.136 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current application of the law on statutory 

paternity leave, and statutory paternity pay, to the situation of the surrogate’s spouse, 
civil partner or partner requires reform. 

I do not believe this needs changing. 
Paragraph 17.18 

 

Consultation Question 102. 
1.137 We provisionally propose that provision for maternity allowance should be made in 

respect of intended parents, and that any such provision should be limited so that only 
one intended parent qualif ies.  

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
Paragraph 17.32 
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Consultation Question 103. 
1.138 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether there is a need for reform in respect of the right of intended parents to 
take time off work before the birth of the child, whether for the purpose of induced 
lactation, ante-natal appointments or any other reason; and  

(2) if reform is needed, suggestions on reform. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children.  

Paragraph 17.36 

 

Consultation Question 104. 
1.139 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the duty of employers to provide suitable 

facilities for any person at work who is a pregnant woman or nursing mother to rest under 
Regulation 25 of the Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations 1992 is 
sufficient to include intended parents in a surrogacy arrangement. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children. 

Paragraph 17.40 

 

Consultation Question 105. 
1.140 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are further issues in relation to 

employment rights and surrogacy arrangements and, if so, any suggestions for reform. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children 

Paragraph 17.43 

 

Consultation Question 106. 
1.141 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they believe any reforms in relation to 

surrogacy and succession law are required. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children 

Paragraph 17.56 
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Consultation Question 107. 
1.142 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any issues in how surrogacy 

arrangements are dealt with by the health services, and whether there are reforms to law 
or practice that consultees would like to see in this area. 

It is important that all health and care professionals are aware that surrogacy agreements are 
not legally binding and that ‘intended parents’ have no legal right to override the birth mother’s 
wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or medical and health care, including during 
pregnancy, labour and childbirth. Even if she has previously agreed to them sharing decisions 
and being informed on these matters, she can withdraw her consent at any time for any or no 
reason. All professionals involved in her care are duty-bound to comply with her wishes. 
 
All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being 
coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or more persons, including her spouse 
or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be 
present in so-called altruistic surrogacy arrangements. 
 
Surrogacy arrangements place additional and complicated pressures on healthcare staff and 
this could reduce the standard of impartial care given to birth mothers and new-borns – 
especially when the ‘intended parents’ are entitled, rich or of high status. This itself is a valid 
reason to be extremely cautious about making changes that will increase the numbers of 
surrogacy births. 
 
It is generally recognised that egg donation and IVF pregnancies carry additional health risks. 
As most surrogacy pregnancies involve IVF, any increase in surrogacy is likely to lead to 
additional pressure on the NHS.  
 
Adoption research suggests that the separation of the new-born and the birth mother has long-
term negative effects on the well-being of both of them. This is likely to be the same for birth 
mothers and babies in surrogacy arrangements and so can be expected to place additional 
long-term pressures on the NHS and society as a whole. This has not been considered and 
there are no questions about this. 
 
An increase in surrogacy will require an increase in egg donation, which is a risky procedure 
that can have a long-term negative impact on the woman’s health, including premature death. 
Ethical issues abound. Young women might be coerced by financial pressures to donate eggs 
when this isn’t in their best interests and there are worries about eugenics – where egg donors 
are selected on the basis of blonde hair, blue eyes and stereotypical measures of 
‘attractiveness’ for example. 
 
The law commissioners do not appear to have considered the likely impact of any of these 
issues. There is no question about people’s thoughts about the NHS picking up the tab for the 
extra costs involved in surrogacy and whether this affects their opinions on surrogacy itself. 
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There appears to have been no evaluation of the size of the additional costs to the NHS and 
society. 
 
At a time when the NHS is under severe strain, and life changing therapies (for cancer, cystic 
fibrosis etc) are not funded due to financial constraints it is a slap in the face to provide money 
for prospective parents to indulge their parenting fantasies while denying patients access to 
drugs which are standard of care in other counties. 
 
1.143 We invite consultees’ views as to any additions or revisions that they would like to see 

made to the guidance published by the Department for Health and Social Care for 
England and Wales. 

The guidance should be revised to clarify that surrogacy agreements are not legally binding and 
that the birth mother has the right to change her mind at any time, for any or no reason. 
Healthcare professionals must accept that her wishes are paramount and that the ‘intended 
parents’ have no legal right to override her wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or 
medical and health care, including during pregnancy, labour, childbirth and the postpartum 
period. 
 
All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being 
coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or more persons, including her spouse 
or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be 
present in so-called altruistic surrogacy arrangements. 
 
The guidance should make it clear that healthcare professionals should be even more alert 
than normal to the possibility that she is being coerced and to ensure that they can speak to her 
alone, including during labour, and that if she changes her mind about who is present in 
consultations, and the labour ward/delivery suite, they must respect her wishes. 
 
1.144 We invite consultees’ views as to how midwifery practice may better accommodate 

surrogacy arrangements, in particular with regard to safeguarding issues. 

It is important that midwifery practice always prioritises the wishes of the birth mother and the 
wellbeing of herself and the child. 

Paragraph 17.76 

 

Consultation Question 108. 
1.145 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other legal issues in relation to 

surrogacy, not covered in this Consultation Paper, that merit examination. 

It is of considerable concern that the law commissioners appear to have given no consideration 
to the significant risk that women will be coerced into agreeing to participate in surrogacy 
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arrangements for someone else’s benefit. This can be true in ‘altruistic’ surrogacy but is even 
more likely if substantial payments are involved. 
 
It is well-known that women and girls are groomed and/or coerced into prostitution by partners 
and ‘boyfriends’ who act as their pimp and take all or much of their earnings. This is a major 
route by which many women enter prostitution and is a major factor in preventing their exit. 
There is no reason to expect that the same dynamics will not occur in relation to surrogacy if it 
is opened up and provides opportunities to make significant amounts of money. 
 
If the law commissioners’ proposals are enacted, there must therefore also be legislation that 
prohibits coercing a woman into a surrogacy arrangement. This should be a criminal offence 
and carry a hefty penalty – in recognition that it is a human rights violation and so that it acts as 
a deterrent. That such a law would be diff icult to enforce just adds to the arguments for why 
paid surrogacy is a bad idea – and especially for women. 
 
It would be far better to simply ban all surrogacy arrangements – or at the very least any 
payments beyond basic and essential expenses backed by receipts and overseen by a judge. 

Paragraph 17.80 

 

Consultation Question 109. 
1.146 We invite consultees who are intended parents, live in the UK, and have entered into a 

surrogacy arrangement that led to the birth of a child to tell us: 

(1) when the child was born; 

(2) whether the arrangement was domestic or international and, if international, in 
which country the arrangement took place; 

(3) whether the arrangement led to the making of a parental order in the UK; and 

(4) whether they are a: 

(a) opposite-sex couple; 

(b) male same-sex couple; 

(c) female same-sex couple; 

(d) single woman; or 

(e) single man. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.2 
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Consultation Question 110. 
1.147 We invite consultees who have experience of applying for a parental order in the UK to 

tell us: 

(1) whether the surrogacy arrangement was domestic or international; 

(2) whether they had legal advice before the making of the parental order; 

(3) whether they were represented by a lawyer in court; and 

(4) the cost of any legal advice or representation. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.4 

 

Consultation Question 111. 
1.148 We invite consultees’ views as to the impact (social, emotional, f inancial or otherwise) of 

the current law where the intended parents are not the legal parents from birth of the 
child born of the surrogacy arrangement. 

Paragraph 18.6 

 

Consultation Question 112. 
1.149 We invite consultees to tell us what they have paid for, or to provide evidence about the 

cost of: 

(1) medical screening; and 

(2) implications counselling 

(where possible separating out the cost of such screening, tests or implications 
counselling from any other costs involved with fertility treatment). 

N/A 
 
1.150 We invite legal consultees, who advise on surrogacy and parental order proceedings, to 

provide evidence of what they would charge: 

(1) to provide advice sufficient to meet the proposed requirement for independent 
legal advice discussed in Chapter 13; and 
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(2) to draft, advise on and negotiate the written surrogacy agreement required for the 
new pathway. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.8 

 

Consultation Question 113. 
1.151 We invite consultees to tell us of the impact of: 

(1) the current requirement of a genetic link; and 

(2) any removal of this requirement in cases of medical necessity: 

(a) in the new pathway; 

(b) in the parental order route for domestic surrogacy arrangements; or 

(c) in both situations. 

 
Paragraph 18.11 

 

Consultation Question 114. 
1.152 We invite consultees who consider that they might be able to fulf il the role of the 

independent professional discussed in Chapter 9 to tell us: 

(1) their profession; and  

(2) what they would charge to provide such a service. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.13 

 

Consultation Question 115. 
1.153 We invite consultees who are intended parents to give us their views on the impact of our 

proposals for reform on their ability to enter into surrogacy arrangements and, in 
particular: 

(1) if particular proposals will increase accessibility, and why; and 



66 
 

(2) if particular proposals will restrict accessibility, and why. 

N/A 
1.154 We invite consultees who are surrogates to give us their views on the impact of our 

proposals for reform on their ability to enter into surrogacy arrangements and, in 
particular: 

(1) if particular proposals will increase accessibility, and why; and 

(2) if particular proposals will restrict accessibility, and why. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.15 

 

Consultation Question 116. 
1.155 We ask consultees who are intended parents to tell us: 

(1) whether the surrogacy arrangement was domestic or international; 

(2) what they spent, in total, on the surrogacy arrangement(s) that led to the birth of 
their child(ren), including the cost of fertility treatment, payments to the surrogate 
and payments to any surrogacy agency or organisation; 

(3) how they raised the funds for the surrogacy arrangement(s); 

(4) what they spent on any fertility treatment prior to entering into a surrogacy 
arrangement (where that treatment did not lead to the birth of a child); and 

(5) how they raised the funds for the fertility treatment. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.18 

 

Consultation Question 117. 
1.156 We invite consultees’ views as to the specific impact of our proposals in Northern Ireland. 

 
Paragraph 18.20 
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Consultation Question 118. 
1.157 We invite consultees’ views as to any other impact that we have not specifically 

addressed in this chapter, or the preceding chapters, of this paper. 

It seems that before the law commissioners designed this consultation, they had already 
decided that surrogacy is a positive thing and so legislation should enable it. This may be 
explained by a limited ‘pre-consultation’ mainly focusing on people who already had a vested 
interest in surrogacy – ‘intended parents,’ women who claim to have had a positive experience 
of surrogacy, and lawyers and other organisations who stand to make money from commercial 
surrogacy if it is given the green light. 
 
It seems that the law commissioners did not consider women as a group to be key stakeholders 
in this endeavour. This is a major error, because just as all women are affected by the 
institution of prostitution, so all women will be affected by any opening up of commercial 
surrogacy in this country. 
 
It could even be argued that one of the key drivers of commercial surrogacy is a desire by men 
to break the legal and cultural recognition of the unique bond between birth mother and child – 
and indeed the proposals to make the ‘intended parents’ the legal parents from the moment of 
birth are a major step in this direction, and are likely to have a significant impact down the line – 
potentially affecting the status of all women.  
 
Paid surrogacy opens up enormous potential for abuse and risks spouses, partners and other 
family members coercing a woman into engaging in commercial surrogacy for their (and not 
her) f inancial benefit. This will be a potential risk for thousands of women, which appears to 
have been completely overlooked by the law commissioners. 
 
UK and Scottish Law Commissions are obliged to comply with the Public Sector Equality Duty 
(PSED) when carrying out public functions, such as this consultation. There doesn’t appear to 
be any evidence they have done so, because they have not provided their equality 
considerations and impact assessments. As surrogacy has a very different impact on women 
and children than on adult males, we believe the law commissioners are in breach of equality 
legislation. 
 
The Equality and Human Rights Commission describes the obligations under the PSED to have 
due regard to the need to: 
 

• Eliminate unlawful discrimination, harassment and victimisation and other conduct 
prohibited by the Act. 

• Advance equality of opportunity between people who share a protected characteristic 
and those who do not. 

• Foster good relations between people who share a protected characteristic and those 
who do not. 
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There are many ways in which opening up surrogacy in the UK is likely to worsen women’s 
position relative to men’s, and the relationship between the sexes. Any loosening of the laws 
around surrogacy could therefore be considered discriminatory. Surrogacy is also likely to have 
an impact on the relations between the different generations. Imagine the rage that young 
people may feel when they discover that their ‘parents’ not only bought them but took 
advantage of their birth mothers. 
 
It is of major concern that the law commissioners’ ethical arguments hinge on ideas that are not 
based on any recognised human rights instruments – such as the idea that ‘procreative liberty’ 
confers some kind of human right to surrogacy and the idea that a woman has a human right to 
be a ‘surrogate.’ These arguments do not hold up to scrutiny and have been clearly rejected by 
the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
It is shocking that the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ violate many of the recommendations of 
the UN Special Rapporteur that are designed to guard against the sale of children and the 
exploitation of birth mothers, including: 
 
 The birth mother must be accorded the status of legal mother at birth, and must be under no 

contractual or legal obligation to participate in the legal or physical transfer of the child. 
 All payments to the birth mother must be made before the legal and physical transfer of the 

child and must be non-reimbursable – even if she decides not to relinquish the child. 
 The birth mother’s choice to transfer the child “must be a gratuitous act, based on her own 

post-birth intentions, rather than on any legal or contractual obligation.” 
 Pre-conception checks, while encouraged, cannot take the place of appropriate welfare 

checks after the birth of the child. 
 Decisions about parentage and parental responsibility must be made by a court or other 

competent authority on an individual basis after the birth with the best interests of the child 
being paramount. 

 
The consultation is confusing and it does not conform to the government’s consultation 
guidelines. There are too many questions, they are too detailed and do not ask the important 
high-level questions – such as whether you think surrogacy can ever be ethical, etc.  
 
For all these reasons, the law commissioners should go back to the drawing board and start 
again from the position of women’s and children’s human rights. If it is found that there is no 
way to liberalise surrogacy law that is compliant with obligations under international treaties 
such as CEDAW and the UNCRC and its first optional protocol, then the law must not be 
liberalised.  
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 
 

Paragraph 18.22 
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About you

1  What is your name?

Name:

2  If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a university), what is the name of your organisation?

Enter the name of your organisation:

.

3  Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your organisation?

This is a personal response

If other, please provide details:

4  If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best describes you?

5  What is your email address?

Email address:

6  What is your telephone number?

Telephone number:

7  If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be treated as confidential, please explain to us why you
regard the information as confidential. As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your explanation but cannot give an
assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances.

Please explain why you wish the information that you will provide to us to be treated as confidential:

.

Chapter 6: The parental order procedure

8  Consultation Question 1:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes. All International surrogacy arrangements should continue to be automatically allocated to a Judge of the High Court. There is a history of
International surrogacy abuse and exploitation and a high level of scrutiny should be maintained.
International surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale, abuse and trafficking of children and the exploitation of birth mothers. These are
human rights issues of the utmost seriousness and so the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge.

Please provide your views below:

All surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights
issues of the utmost seriousness and so the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. For this reason these cases should
NOT be heard by a lay judge but rather by a senior judge, e.g. ticketed to circuit judges or higher.

9  Consultation Question 2:

Please provide your views below:



All surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights
issues of the utmost seriousness and so the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. For this reason these cases should
NOT be heard by a lay judge but rather by a senior judge, e.g. ticketed to circuit judges or higher.

10  Consultation Question 3: We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the current allocation
rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation Questions 1 and 2.

Please provide your views below:

11  Consultation Question 4:

No

Please provide your views below:

The UN Special Rapporteur recommends* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be
taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration.

Nothing about the transfer of parental responsibility should be automatic and all options should be open.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

12  Consultation Question 5: We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the Family Procedure Rules 2010
should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise.
Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

13  Consultation Question 6:

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 8: Legal Parenthood: Proposals for Reform - A New Pathway

14  Consultation Question 7:

No

Please provide your views below:

I vehemently disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s key recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the Protection
of Children and Cooperation in respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. These require the birth mother to have legal parenthood and parental
responsibility when the child is born and that her consent to giving up the child must be freely given AFTER the child's birth. I believe that this important
safeguard against the sale of children and the exploitation of birth mothers should apply equally to surrogacy arrangements, in both an international and
a domestic context.

This proposal would set a very dangerous precedent for all women, all mothers, all children and all of the implications need to be fully understood. There
is no evidence in the consultation paper that the law commissioners have considered these more general implications fully, if at all.

I understand that the proposal to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ legal parenthood at birth is based on (or justified by) in part at least the
wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the consultation. I do not agree that these claimed wishes alone justify measures that contravene
the recommendations of the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to reduce the risk of the sale and
trafficking of children and to protect birth mothers.

Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to encourage or condone a system that would require women to deliberately
conceive and subsequently give birth with the expectation that they would have little or no legal responsibility for the child. The rights of the child must
be prioritised regardless whether that is what some ‘surrogate’ mothers say they want or not.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

15  Consultation Question 8:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy organisations and feel that all surrogacy, comercial or altruistic
should be prohibited in the UK as is in many other countries.



Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

16  Consultation Question 9: We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes should apply to
traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated surrogacy organisation is involved.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations, because they would inevitably lead to a normalising of surrogacy and an
increase in its prevalence. It is also important to note that in establishing a surrogacy system with the use of anonymously donated eggs there is a huge
impact on the health service, in providing care for all the women involved.

Considerations that seem to be lacking in this consultation include the health risks and care needs for egg donors (in terms of their immediate health
care, potential of ovarian hyperstimulation syndrome and other problems, but also in the potential long term effects of their exposure to hormonal
treatment during the donation process eg cancer risks and changes to their own hormones and fertility.

Secondly there is good evidence that pregnancy with donated eggs carries a higher risk of many pregnancy related problems and conditions both for the
parturient gestating the child (eg maternal gestational diabetes, hypertension, and placenta previa) compared with the live births conceived
spontaneously and carried by the same woman. There are also recognised adverse perinatal outcomes, including preterm birth, low birth weight, NICU
stay which are observed at a higher rate in these pregnancies.

The American Journal of Obstetrics and Gynecology published in Feb 2019 a study of 1,477,522 pregnancies and births. The paper “Risk of Severe
Maternal Morbidity by Maternal Fertility Status: a U.S. Study in Eight States.” examined a variety of subgroups of women, their pregnancies and outcomes
for both mothers and children. Children conceived by IVF from donors’ eggs had the highest rates of admission to the NICU, and their birth mothers had
the highest rates of admission to ICU (the general intensive care unit) It seems entirely unethical to promote any system which increases the chance of
high risk pregnancies and adverse neonatal outcomes with potential lifelong consequences to both gestational mothers and the children they bear.

Finally, the long term costs of all these consequences of a commercial surrogacy industry that promotes the use of anonymously donated gametes will
inevitably be borne by the public funded health service in the UK, with consequent pressure on resources and our society.

17  Consultation Question 10: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a traditional, domestic
surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from entering into the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

See answer to Question 9: I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway.’

18  Consultation Question 11:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposal that the ‘intended parents’ should automatically acquire legal parenthood at birth and that the birth mother has
only a limited time to object. This contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations,* including that the birth mother is the legal parent at birth
and that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements are taken by a court or other competent authority
AFTER the birth, with the child’s best interests being the paramount consideration.

The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6
weeks after childbirth are recognised as the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy human life. In a
normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering
from major abdominal surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered decision of such huge and
life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is
received before the expiry of the deadline.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

19  Consultation Question 12:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly with the ‘intended parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth 
unless the birth mother objects. 
 
The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent 
change of legal parenthood and parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth and with the child’s best



interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.* 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6
weeks after childbirth are recognised as the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy human life. In a
normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering
from major abdominal surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered decision of such huge and
life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is
received before the expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

20  Consultation Question 13:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth
unless the birth mother objects.

The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent
change of legal parenthood and parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth and with the child’s best
interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.*

The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6
weeks after childbirth are recognised as the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy human life. In a
normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering
from major abdominal surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered decision of such huge and
life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is
received before the expiry of the deadline.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

21  Consultation Question 14:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendation* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and
parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth and that the child’s best
interests are the paramount consideration. A welfare assessment is an absolute requirement if an informed decision is to be made about the child’s best
interest. Therefore a welfare assessment MUST be made after the child’s birth.

The pre-conception assessment would typically have been carried out more than a year before the birth of the child. Much can change in that time.

The justification that a welfare assessment after the birth of the child is not necessary because parents of children born through the normal process are
not subject to such checks does not hold. Pregnancy, birth and the post-partum changes are intense physical and existential experiences that change you
and prime you to love and be sensitive to the new-born child and rise to the challenge of the enormous task of raising him or her to adulthood. For
obvious reasons ‘intended parents’ do not have this advantage.

In addition, pregnancy and childbirth are a huge investment of the birth mother’s physical, physiological and emotional resources, which means she has
already made a huge and unquantifiable, nearly year-long, commitment to the child. This means her practical and emotional commitment to the child is
already well-developed, giving her the best chance of surmounting all the difficulties that will inevitably arise over the course of the child’s childhood and
adolescence.

The ‘intended parents’ have had no similar experience. The investment of financial resources does not in any way prepare you for the practical reality of
caring for a new-born child and the long road of nurturing and shepherding him or her to adulthood.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

22  Consultation Question 15:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the ‘new pathway.’ 
 
There is a very real risk that spouses and partners will coerce women into being a ‘surrogate’ for financial gain. This risk is likely to increase if he or she



does not have legal parenthood or parental responsibility for any children born of the arrangement. This is enough reason to reject this proposal. 
 
However, it also represents a significant change in legal parenthood rules and would therefore have an implication for all children, all families because it
would set a precedent. It should not be introduced without a full assessment of all the implications, including on the rights of mothers and children. There
is no evidence that the law commissioners have carried out any such assessment.

Yes

Please share your views below:

The normal legal parenthood rules should apply. This will reduce the risk of spouses and partners coercing women into surrogacy for financial gain.

23  Consultation Question 16:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth
unless the birth mother objects. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should not change if the child is stillborn.

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the birth parents in this situation. The birth mother should always be the legal
parent of the child at birth and this should not change if the child is stillborn and the registration should accurately reflect this.

24  Consultation Question 17: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, where the child dies
before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents
before the expiry of the period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a declaration to the
effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the birth.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in this situation. The birth mother should always be the legal
parent of the child at birth and if the child dies before the parental order, the registration of birth should accurately reflect that the birth mother was the
legal parent.

25  Consultation Question 18: For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether, where the surrogate
dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during which she can exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the
new pathway and the intended parents should be required to make an application for a parental order.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and would wish to see surrogacy in all its forms banned within the UK, as it is across many
other countries in the world (eg Denmark, Italy, France, Spain, Sweden, Germany, Nepal, Cambodia) The harm of setting up a system that commodifies
children, exploits the bodies of women as mothers and egg donors, and produces an increased rate of high risk pregnancies with real consequences to
both mothers and children, including increased maternal and neonatal morbidity and mortality is entirely unethical and the UK as a society should reject
this.

26  Consultation Question 19:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with the deceased ‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in
this situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and the registration of birth should accurately reflect this

Please provide your views below:

The intended parents should NOT be registered as the child’s parents if they are already deceased – so option (2) is preferable.

27  Consultation Question 20:

Yes

Please provide your views below:



28  Consultation Question 21: We invite consultees’ views as to: (1) a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases;
and (2) how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this model.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly oppose a three-parent model of legal parenthood, even if it is temporary. The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth and all
decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority
AFTER the birth of the child with the best interests of the child being the paramount consideration, as recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.*

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

29  Consultation Question 22:

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should be the legal parent and have parental responsibility at birth and
all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority
AFTER the birth of the child based on the best interests of the child, as recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.*

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

30  Consultation Question 23:

Please provide your views below:

The child’s best interests should drive all decisions about the child in the event of a dispute about a surrogacy arrangement. The welfare checklist
provides a comprehensive summary of the issues to be considered and is adequate as it is, and conforms to the UN Special Rapporteur’s
recommendation* that the child’s best interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not believe any other factors should be added.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

31  Consultation Question 24:

Please provide your views below:

The child’s best interests should drive all decisions when considering whether to make a parental order. The welfare checklist provides a comprehensive
summary of the issues to be considered and is adequate as it is, and it conforms to UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendation* that the child’s best
interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not believe any other factors should be added.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

32  Consultation Question 25: We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be amended to add the
intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section 8 order without leave.

Please provide your views below:

There are real risks of the sale and trafficking of children and of exploitation of the birth mother and her reproductive capacities in all surrogacy
arrangements. The court should therefore always have oversight of the arrangements. I am also concerned that there should be no liberalisation of the
law on surrogacy because of the potential human rights abuses involved. I do not believe that ‘intended parents’ should be added to the list of those who
can apply for a section 8 order without leave.

33  Consultation Question 26:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with this proposal. The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental
responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, as recommended by the
UN Special Rapporteur* in order to reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities.

I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility is based on (or justified by) the wishes expressed by
some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify measures that contravene recommendations of the UN Special
Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children.

Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system that would require women to give birth with the
expectation that they would have no legal responsibility for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must be prioritised
regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx



34  Consultation Question 27:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended parents’ should acquire parentage or parental
responsibility automatically. The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility
in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, with the child’s best interest the
paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of
children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities.

I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility is based on (or justified by) the wishes expressed by
some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify a measure that contravenes recommendations of the UN Special
Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children.

Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system that would require women to give birth with the
expectation that they would have no responsibility for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must be prioritised
regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

35  Consultation Question 28: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the surrogate should retain
parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right
to object, assuming that she does not exercise her right to object.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I agree that the birth mother should have parental responsibility for the child but NOT that the ‘intended parents’ should get automatic legal parenthood
and parental responsibility.

All decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority
AFTER the birth of the child, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and
has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their women’s reproductive capacities.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

36  Consultation Question 29:

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should have legal parenthood and parental responsibility at and after
the birth and all subsequent decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility should be taken by a court or other competent authority,
with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the
risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

Chapter 9: The Regulation of Surrogacy Arrangements

37  Consultation Question 30: We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the scope of the new
pathway.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

38  Consultation Question 31: We invite the views of independent surrogates, and intended parents who have used independent surrogacy
arrangements, to tell us about their experience. In particular, we would be interested to hear about any health screening, counselling and
legal advice that took place.

Please provide your views below:

39  Consultation Question 32:

Please provide your views below:



I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first
optional protocol.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first
optional protocol.

40  Consultation Question 33:

No

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its
prevalence. I consider surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children

Other

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its
prevalence. I consider surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children

Other

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its
prevalence. I consider surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children

41  Consultation Question 34:

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its
prevalence. I consider surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its
prevalence. I consider surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its
prevalence. I consider surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

42  Consultation Question 35: We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit making bodies. Do
consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human
rights of both women and children, and would drive an increase in surrogacy. Even if surrogacy organisations are non-profit making, they will inevitably
be driven by commercial imperatives (for example, to cover costs, salaries, etc.) and will need to continuously seek new business and to convince or
coerce more women to act as ‘surrogates.’

Deriving income from surrogacy is abhorrent and, given the parallels between surrogacy and prostitution, is a potential violation of Article 6 of CEDAW,
which prohibits third-parties profiting or otherwise benefiting from the prostitution of women

43  Consultation Question 36: We invite consultees’ views as to what should be included in the definition of matching and facilitation services.

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with organisations being able to provide matching and facilitation services, because that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy,
which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

44  Consultation Question 37: We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer matching and
facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. Do consultees agree?



Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated surrogacy organisations or any other organisations being able to
provide matching and facilitation services for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I consider a
violation of the human rights of both women and children.

45  Consultation Question 37: We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer
matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated surrogacy organisations or any other organisations being able to
provide matching and facilitation services for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I consider a
violation of the human rights of both women and children.

46  Consultation Question 38: We invite consultees’ views as to the sanctions that should be available against organisations that offer
matching and facilitation services without being regulated to do so, and whether these should be criminal, civil or regulatory.

Please provide your views below:

I do not accept that matching and facilitation services should be allowed – regardless who they are provided by – because they would inevitably lead to an
increase in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. Offering such services should be a criminal offence.

47  Consultation Question 39: We provisionally propose that the remit of the Human Fertilisation and Embryology Authority be expanded to
include the regulation of regulated surrogacy organisations, and oversight of compliance with the proposed legal requirements for the new
pathway to legal parenthood. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human
rights of both women and children, and would drive an increase in surrogacy.

Please provide your views below:

48  Consultation Question 40: We provisionally propose that surrogacy agreements should remain unenforceable (subject to the exception we
provisionally propose in Consultation Question 88 in relation to financial terms). Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

49  Consultation Question 41: We provisionally propose that there should be no prohibition against charging for negotiating, facilitating and
advising on surrogacy arrangements. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

I VEHEMENTLY disagree with this proposal and the opening up of surrogacy in this country, because I consider it a violation of the human rights of both
women and the child. The idea of organisations charging to facilitate it is utterly abhorrent and violates the spirit, if not the letter, of Article 6 of CEDAW,
given the parallels between surrogacy and prostitution. Article 6 prohibits the exploitation of the prostitution of women – which includes deriving any
form of benefit from women’s prostitution.

50  Consultation Question 42: We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy should be removed, with
the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything that can lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. Do
consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

I VEHEMENTLY disagree with removing the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy. Surrogacy is a violation of the human rights of both women 
and children, and enabling advertising sites (and other ‘service’ organisations) to financially benefit from it is abhorrent.At this time of increasing poverty 
and inequality, it would be unethical to promote the idea that being a ‘surrogate’ mother would be a solution to an impoverished woman’s financial 
problems. If this proposal is implemented, Facebook and Google are likely present surrogacy ads to female students and young women suggesting that 
becoming a ‘surrogate’ would provide the solution to their financial worries. The most disadvantaged young women would be the most vulnerable to this 
idea and it is doubtful it would ever truly be in her best interest.



 
Just as we protect disadvantaged people from the temptation of selling their kidneys for money, we need to protect disadvantaged women from the
temptation of renting their wombs. This means that advertising of surrogacy MUST remain banned.

Chapter 10: Children's Access to Information About Surrogacy Arrangements

51  Consultation Question 43: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, where the making of a parental order in respect of a child
born of a surrogacy arrangement has been recorded in the Parental Order Register, the child should be able to access his or her original birth
certificate at the age of 18. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

52  Consultation Question 44: We provisionally propose that where children are born of surrogacy arrangements that result in the intended
parents being recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of that certificate should make clear that the birth was the result of a
surrogacy arrangement. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended parents’ should be recorded as parents on the original
birth certificate. The birth mother should be recorded as the birth mother on the birth certificate and all decisions involving legal parenthood and
parental responsibility should be taken after the birth by a court or other competent authority, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration.
This is the recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation
of women and their reproductive capacities.

However, if the ‘intended parents’ are recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of the certificate should make clear that the birth was the
result of a surrogacy arrangement.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

53  Consultation Question 45: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the birth registration system in England and Wales requires reform
and, if so, which reforms they would like to see.

Please provide your views below:

I do not consider the birth registration system to be in need for reform. I am particularly opposed to changes to allow for the registration of three parents
or for anyone other than the birth mother to be recorded as the mother on the original birth certificate. Such proposals could lead to the facilitation of
the sale of children and an erosion of mothers’ rights and a diluting of the understanding that the relationship between the birth mother and the child is
unique.

54  Consultation Question 46: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has been the subject of a
parental order should be able to access all the documents contained in the court’s file for those parental order proceedings.Do consultees
agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

55  Consultation Question 47:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy organisations. However, should surrogacy take place, it is
important that the children have access to information about their origins and these proposals seem generally sound, except that the information held
on gamete donors should also include identifying information – because otherwise it trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the right to
know her or his genetic parentage.

56  Consultation Question 48: We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate and the intended
parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy
arrangement.



Please provide your views below:

I agree but with the proviso that all the information should be identifying – because otherwise it trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the
right to know her or his genetic parentage.

57  Consultation Question 49:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

I agree with (1) and (2) and believe there might be other circumstances where this is reasonable.

58  Consultation Question 50: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any provision for those born of a surrogacy
arrangement to make a request for information to disclose whether a person whom he or she is intending to marry, or with whom he or she
intends to enter into a civil partnership or intimate physical relationship, was carried by the same surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

YES, this should be possible.

59  Consultation Question 51:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

YES, I agree.

60  Consultation Question 52:

Please provide your views below:

YES

Please provide your views below:

YES

61  Consultation Question 53: For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether details of an
intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded in the register.

Please provide your views below:

The intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded in the register.

Chapter 11: Eligibility Criteria for a Parental Order

62  Consultation Question 54: We provisionally propose that the six month time limits in sections 54 and 54A of the HFEA 2008 for making a
parental order application should be abolished. Do consultees agree?

Please provide your views below:

No. The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain circumstances when this is in the best interests of the
child.

63  Consultation Question 55:

No

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s
wombs. An adoption order can be considered as an option when a parental order is not possible.

No

Please provide your views below:



I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s
wombs. An adoption order can be considered as an option when a parental order is not possible.

Chapter 12: Eligibility Criteria for Both a Parental Order and for the New Pathway

64  Consultation Question 56:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The ‘intended parents’ should be domiciled (and not simply habitually resident) in the UK
in order to avoid surrogacy tourism.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with opening up parental orders to ‘intended parents’ who are habitual residents but not domiciled in the UK – because of the risk
of surrogacy tourism.

65  Consultation Question 57:

Please provide your views below:

The qualifying categories of relationship should not be reformed or removed.

66  Consultation Question 58: We provisionally propose that to use the new pathway, intended parents should be required to make a
declaration in the surrogacy agreement that they intend for the child’s home to be with them. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

67  Consultation Question 59:

No

Please provide views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic link should be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical
necessity.’

Please provide views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and all other proposals that are likely to result in an increase in surrogacy. I therefore do
not believe that double donation should be permitted under the parental order pathway in domestic surrogacy arrangements.
Any normalisation or promotion of a system which increases the chance of high risk pregnancies and adverse neonatal outcomes with potential lifelong
consequences to oocyte donors, gestational mothers and the children borne of double donor pregnancies, not to mention the general cost to our health
service and society is fundamentally unethical.

Yes

Please provide views below:

68  Consultation Question 60: We provisionally propose that if the requirement for a genetic link is retained for domestic cases outside the
new pathway, the requirement should not apply, subject to medical necessity, if the court determines that the intended parents in good faith
began the surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway but were required to apply for a parental order. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

I fundamentally disagree with proposals to introduce the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic link should be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a
‘medical necessity.’

69  Consultation Question 61: We provisionally propose that if double donation is permitted only in cases of medical necessity, an exception
should be made to allow a parental order to be granted to a single parent without a genetic link where the intended parent’s former partner
provides gametes but the intended parents’ relationship breaks down before the grant of a parental order. Do consultees agree?

No



Please provide views below:

I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity. Any normalisation or promotion of a system which increases the chance of high risk pregnancies and
adverse neonatal outcomes with potential lifelong consequences to oocyte donors, gestational mothers and the children borne of double donor
pregnancies, not to mention the general cost to our health service and society is fundamentally unethical.

70  Consultation Question 62:

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy and believe that it is a fundamental violation of women’s and children’s rights and that it should therefore be banned. I dispute that
surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’

Please provide your views below:

I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’

71  Consultation Question 63:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly oppose the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. However, I support the requirement in any surrogacy arrangements for the recording of the
identity of all genetic parents and the birth mother.

Please provide your views below:

While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, I support this condition for a parental order in the circumstances described in both (1) and (2).

Yes

Please provide your views below:

While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, if it happens, I support this provision.

72  Consultation Question 64:

No

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to surrogacy and would like to see it banned, because it is a violation of both women’s and children’s human rights.

Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good
health until the child reaches adulthood. Surrogacy is therefore particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. If surrogacy is to be opened up,
a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is imperative. This will make it clear that society does not condone older people entering a surrogacy
arrangement and will make it less likely that older people will go ahead with such an arrangement and present the court with a fait accompli.

Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement
up to that age but not beyond. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to surrogacy and would like to see it banned, because it is a violation of both women’s and children’s human rights.

Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good
health until the child reaches adulthood. Surrogacy is therefore particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. If surrogacy is to be opened up,
a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is imperative. This will make it clear that society does not condone older people entering a surrogacy
arrangement and will make it less likely that older people will go ahead with such an arrangement and present the court with a fait accompli.

Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement
up to that age but not beyond. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully.

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be allowed, there should be a minimum age for ‘intended 
parents’ and it should be much older than 18. I suggest that 25 would be more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement



at that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. What kind of society would want 18-year olds to believe that it would be
reasonable for them to become ‘parents’ through a surrogacy arrangement – before they have taken even their first steps into independence and
adulthood?

73  Consultation Question 65:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to surrogacy per se and would like to see it banned, because I consider it a violation of both women’s and children’s human rights.

At 18 a woman is barely out of childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish herself as an adult. This means that she is particularly
vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There should be a significantly older minimum age for entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I suggest that
25 years would be more appropriate.
Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that
age limits are set very carefully. What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy arrangement is a reasonable thing
for them to be doing before they have taken even their first steps into independence and adulthood?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for a ‘new pathway’. At 18 a woman is barely out of childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish
herself as an adult. This means that she is particularly vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There should be a significantly older minimum age for
entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I suggest that 25 years would be more appropriate.

Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that
age limits are set very carefully. What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy arrangement is a reasonable thing
for them to be doing before they have taken even their first steps into independence and adulthood?

Chapter 13: Eligibility Criteria for the New Pathway

74  Consultation Question 66:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

Please provide your views below:

75  Consultation Question 67:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

76  Consultation Question 68: We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that the surrogate and the
intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect of the law and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is
signed. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

77  Consultation Question 69:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.



78  Consultation Question 70: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the surrogate has previously given
birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’.

Society should not condone women who have never had a child of their own entering an arrangement to undergo pregnancy and childbirth for someone
else. It is impossible to understand what pregnancy and childbirth are like and how they will change you until or unless you have had that experience
yourself.

79  Consultation Question 71: We provisionally propose that there should not be a maximum number of surrogate pregnancies that a woman
can undertake as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’.

Society should not condone women undergoing multiple ‘surrogate’ pregnancies and childbirths. Even the Kennel Club recognises that female dogs
should not be allowed to undertake more than four pregnancies. It is abhorrent that female dogs have better protections than women would have under
this proposal.

Chapter 15: Payments to the Surrogate: Options for Reform

80  Consultation Question 72:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

81  Consultation Question 73:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

82  Consultation Question 74:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above the actual essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, and travel to medical
appointments – backed up by receipts.

83  Consultation Question 75:



Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

84  Consultation Question 76: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay their
surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or self-employed).

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost earnings.

85  Consultation Question 77:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost earnings.

86  Consultation Question 78:

Please provide your views below:

87  Consultation Question 79:

Please provide your views below:

It is absurd to propose that one could place a monetary value on the pain of adverse pregnancy outcomes. In putting a price tag on perineal tear for 
example, some mothers report little pain or symptoms, others have profound ongoing fear of vaginal penetration, which can result in very significant 
emotional and relationship difficulties. Infection may complicate healing, and some women report long term sequelae from this, such as impaired wound 
healing. 
 
Haematology conditions should also be considered. Blood loss, for example due to placental haemorrhage can be very significant, and potentially result 
in emergency hysterectomy and blood transfusion to save the life of the mother. It is a fact that although blood is thoroughly screened in the UK there 
still remains the potential for blood borne illnesses to be transmitted, and the fact that some of these may not have been identified yet by researchers is 
also a real risk to a mother receiving transfusion. Persons who have had a blood transfusion are currently unable to donate blood themselves in the UK, 
due to the risk of (vCJD) transmission. This is an indication of the gravity of receiving blood products. 
 
No medical intervention is EVER risk free. Receiving multiple blood products in the context of Massive Transfusion Protocol (eg platelets, Fresh Frozen 
Plasma, cryoprecipitate) only heighten those risks. 
 
Conditions such as HELLP (Haemolysis, Elevated Liver enzymes, Low Platelets) can be fatal, and although the maternal mortality rate is low, it can have 
significant sequelae, including renal failure potentially requiring dialysis, placental abruption (potentially fatal for mother and baby) permanent liver 
damage and retinal detachment resulting in visual impairment. 
 
Each of these conditions have long term consequences for a woman, psychologically, physically and emotionally, and may also affect her ability to return 
to work or care for other children.



 
Also, the late complications of childbirth have been disregarded. Late consequences of childbirth can include vaginal or rectal prolapse, urinary and faecal
incontinence. Women who have had a C section may experience ongoing pain around the scar. Some sources quote this as affecting between 6 and 18
percent of women. These symptoms can be profoundly distressing, and may take years to present (conversely, may present immediately). 
 
How could we ensure that women suffering these complications are compensated? They are multifactorial, and risk increases with instrumented delivery
and parity. How would it be proposed to unpick the role of a surrogate pregnancy in causing these symptoms in relation to other risk factors, for example
parity, smoking history, personal medical history? 
 
Psychiatric conditions are also absent from this list. Complications including depression and anxiety may be worsened by pregnancy. Other mental health
conditions such as post natal depression and post partum psychosis can be fatal, and impact on a woman’s health for many years to come. I’m quite
shocked that none of these conditions have been explicitly mentioned and it does make me wonder how the list of complications was created. I’d also like
to know what level of haemorrhage would be considered “excessive”. 
 
The wording of the question “should” be able to pay compensation is not the same as being mandated to do so. This potentially creates a situation where
some “luckier” women would receive compensation others would not. 
 
All of the above illustrates the risks of surrogacy and confirms my support for a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain and many other
countries worldwide.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.

88  Consultation Question 80: We invite consultees' views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay compensation to the
surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for
the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

This question illustrates the risks of surrogacy and why I oppose it.

89  Consultation Question 81:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against 
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor 
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the



birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to give the birth mother gifts.

90  Consultation Question 82:

It should not be possible for the intended parents to agree to pay a woman for the service of undertaking a surrogacy.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her ‘services’.

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her ‘services’.

Please provide any views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to make any type of fee or payment to the birth mother for her ‘services’.

91  Consultation Question 83:

Please provide views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their ‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of
surrogacy.

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against 
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.



 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their ‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of
surrogacy.

92  Consultation Question 84: We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to surrogates should be the
same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. Do consultees
agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I am opposed to the ‘new pathway’ but consider that regardless of the surrogacy arrangement being used, the only payments that should ever be made
are essential and basic expenses for which receipts are provided.

93  Consultation Question 85: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have not discussed which
they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

94  Consultation Question 86: We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that intended parents should
be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

95  Consultation Question 87:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against 
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor 
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests. 
 
The only payments that should be made are essential and basic expenses and for which receipts are provided. The judge or other competent authority 
should closely monitor all financial aspects of the arrangement (in line with the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations*) and refuse the parental 
order when payments have exceeded basic expenses. If it is not a judge overseeing the arrangements, the competent authority should be totally 
independent and not, for example, an agency (or ‘regulated surrogacy organisation’) that has been involved in the arrangements in any way. 



* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

96  Consultation Question 88:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The idea that a ‘surrogacy agreement’ could place restrictions on the birth mother’s
lifestyle is utterly abhorrent.

Chapter 16: International Surrogacy Arrangements

97  Consultation Question 89: We invite overseas surrogates (or bodies representing or advocating for surrogates) to share with us their
experiences of international surrogacy arrangements.

Please provide your views below:

98  Consultation Question 90: We invite organisations focused on children’s rights and welfare in the international context to share with us
their views on our proposed reforms and consultation questions in this chapter.

Please provide your views below:

99  Consultation Question 91: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of their experience of applying to register a child born through
an international surrogacy arrangement as a British citizen and obtaining a passport for the child. In particular, we would be interested to hear
how long the application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have about causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

100  Consultation Question 92: We provisionally propose that it should be possible for a file to be opened, and the application process for
obtaining registration of a child born from an international surrogacy arrangement and obtaining a passport to begin, prior to the birth of the
child.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a passport in international surrogacy arrangements appears
to contradict the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling and trafficking of children and the
protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly disagree with this proposal.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

101  Consultation Question 93: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of applying for a visa for a
child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In particular, we would be interested to hear how long the application took after
the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

102  Consultation Question 94:

No

Please provide your views below:

Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a passport before the child is born in international surrogacy
arrangements appears to contradict the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling and trafficking of
children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly disagree with this proposal.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

No

Please provide your views below:



Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child.

103  Consultation Question 95:We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process for applying for a EU
Uniform Format Form in respect of a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement, before the child is born. The application will
need to be completed after the birth of the child.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for an EU Uniform Format Form for the child before she or he is born in international
surrogacy arrangements appears to contradict the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling and
trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly disagree with this proposal.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

104  Consultation Question 96: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of applying for a EU Uniform
Format Form for a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In particular we would be interested to hear how long the
application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

105  Consultation Question 97: We provisionally propose that the UK Government should provide a single, comprehensive guide for intended
parents explaining the nationality and immigration consequences of having a child through an international surrogacy arrangement. Do
consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I agree with such a guide, but would like to see it explaining the reasons why surrogacy is a violation of the human rights of women and children and all
the other ways in which it is possible for people to enjoy children in their lives.

106  Consultation Question 98: We provisionally propose that international surrogacy arrangements should not be eligible for the new
pathway to parenthood.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

107  Consultation Question 99:

No

Please provide your views below:

I do not see how this proposal for such a blanket power would align with the UN Special Rapporteur’s key recommendations* and the Hague Convention
on the Protection of Children and Cooperation in respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. The latter requires the birth mother to have legal parenthood
and parental responsibility when the child is born and that her consent to giving up the child must be given AFTER the child's birth and that the transfer of
‘parenthood’ should be overseen by the courts or a competent authority on an individual case by case basis, with the best interests of the child being the
paramount consideration. This is an important safeguard against the sale of children and for the protection of the birth mother and I believe it should
apply equally to international surrogacy arrangements. I therefore strongly disagree with this proposal.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

108  Consultation Question 100:

Please provide your views below:



Please provide your views below:

Restrictions and checks MUST be in place to protect the child and the birth mother from trafficking and exploitation. The process should include the same
checks as would be used in an international adoption.

Chapter 17: Miscellaneous Issues

109  Consultation Question 101: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current application of the law on statutory paternity leave, and
statutory paternity pay, to the situation of the surrogate’s spouse, civil partner or partner requires reform.

Please provide your views below:

110  Consultation Question 102: We provisionally propose that provision for maternity allowance should be made in respect of intended
parents, and that any such provision should be limited so that only one intended parent qualifies. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

111  Consultation Question 103:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a human rights abuse of both women and children.

112  Consultation Question 104: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the duty of employers to provide suitable facilities for any person at
work who is a pregnant woman or nursing mother to rest under Regulation 25 of the Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations 1992
is sufficient to include intended parents in a surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a human rights abuse of both women and children.

113  Consultation Question 105: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are further issues in relation to employment rights and
surrogacy arrangements and, if so, any suggestions for reform.

Please provude your views below:

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a human rights abuse of both women and children.

114  Consultation Question 106: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they believe any reforms in relation to surrogacy and succession
law are required.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a human rights abuse of both women and children.

115  Consultation Question 107:

Please provide your views below:

It is important that all health and care professionals are aware that surrogacy agreements are not legally binding and that ‘intended parents’ have no legal 
right to override the birth mother’s wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or medical and health care, including during pregnancy, labour and 
childbirth. Even if she has previously agreed to them sharing decisions and being informed on these matters, she can withdraw her consent at any time 
for any or no reason. All professionals involved in her care are duty-bound to comply with her wishes. 
 
All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or 
more persons, including her spouse or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be present in so-called 
altruistic surrogacy arrangements. 
 
Surrogacy arrangements place additional and complicated pressures on healthcare staff and this could reduce the standard of impartial care given to 
birth mothers and new-borns – especially when the ‘intended parents’ are entitled, rich or of high status. This itself is a valid reason to be extremely 
cautious about making changes that will increase the numbers of surrogacy births. 
 
It is generally recognised that egg donation and IVF pregnancies carry additional health risks. As most surrogacy pregnancies involve IVF, any increase in 
surrogacy is likely to lead to additional pressure on the NHS. 
 
Adoption research suggests that the separation of the new-born and the birth mother has long-term negative effects on the well-being of both of them. 
This is likely to be the same for birth mothers and babies in surrogacy arrangements and so can be expected to place additional long-term pressures on 
the NHS and society as a whole. This has not been considered and there are no questions about this.



 
An increase in surrogacy will require an increase in egg donation, which is a risky procedure that can have a long-term negative impact on the woman’s
health, including premature death. Ethical issues abound. Young women might be coerced by financial pressures to donate eggs when this isn’t in their
best interests and there are worries about eugenics – where egg donors are selected on the basis of blonde hair, blue eyes and stereotypical measures of
‘attractiveness’ for example. 
 
The law commissioners do not appear to have considered the likely impact of any of these issues. There is no question about people’s thoughts about the
NHS picking up the tab for the extra costs involved in surrogacy and whether this affects their opinions on surrogacy itself. There appears to have been
no evaluation of the size of the additional costs to the NHS and society. 
 
At a time when the NHS is under severe strain, and life changing therapies (for cancer, cystic fibrosis etc) are not funded due to financial constraints it is a
slap in the face to provide money for prospective parents to indulge their parenting fantasies while denying patients access to drugs which are standard
of care in other counties.

Please provide your views below:

The guidance should be revised to clarify that surrogacy agreements are not legally binding and that the birth mother has the right to change her mind at
any time, for any or no reason. Healthcare professionals must accept that her wishes are paramount and that the ‘intended parents’ have no legal right to
override her wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or medical and health care, including during pregnancy, labour, childbirth and the postpartum
period.

All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or
more persons, including her spouse or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be present in so-called
altruistic surrogacy arrangements.

The guidance should make it clear that healthcare professionals should be even more alert than normal to the possibility that she is being coerced and to
ensure that they can speak to her alone, including during labour, and that if she changes her mind about who is present in consultations, and the labour
ward/delivery suite, they must respect her wishes.

Please provide your views below:

It is important that midwifery practice always prioritises the wishes of the birth mother and the wellbeing of herself and the child.

116  Consultation Question 108: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other legal issues in relation to surrogacy, not
covered in this Consultation Paper, that merit examination.

Please provide your views below:

It is of considerable concern that the law commissioners appear to have given no consideration to the significant risk that women will be coerced into
agreeing to participate in surrogacy arrangements for someone else’s benefit. This can be true in ‘altruistic’ surrogacy but is even more likely if substantial
payments are involved.
It is well-known that women and girls are groomed and/or coerced into prostitution by partners and ‘boyfriends’ who act as their pimp and take all or
much of their earnings. This is a major route by which many women enter prostitution and is a major factor in preventing their exit. There is no reason to
expect that the same dynamics will not occur in relation to surrogacy if it is opened up and provides opportunities to make significant amounts of money.

If the law commissioners’ proposals are enacted, there must therefore also be legislation that prohibits coercing a woman into a surrogacy arrangement.
This should be a criminal offence and carry a hefty penalty – in recognition that it is a human rights violation and so that it acts as a deterrent. That such a
law would be difficult to enforce just adds to the arguments for why paid surrogacy is a bad idea – and especially for women.

It would be far better to simply ban all surrogacy arrangements – or at the very least any payments beyond basic and essential expenses backed by
receipts and overseen by a judge

Chapter 18: Impact

117  Consultation Question 109:

Please insert the year of birth here:

Not Answered

If international, in which country did the arrangement take place?:

Not Answered

Not Answered

118  Consultation Question 110:

Not Answered

Not Answered



Not Answered

Please provide the cost of any legal advice or representation below:

119  Consultation Question 111: We invite consultees’ views as to the impact (social, emotional, financial or otherwise) of the current law
where the intended parents are not the legal parents from birth of the child born of the surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

120  Consultation Question 112:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

121  Consultation Question 113:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

122  Consultation Question 114:

Please provide your views below:

123  Consultation Question 115:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

124  Consultation Question 116:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

125  Consultation Question 117: We invite consultees’ views as to the specific impact of our proposals in Northern Ireland.

Please provide your views below:

126  Consultation Question 118: We invite consultees’ views as to any other impact that we have not specifically addressed in this chapter, or
the preceding chapters, of this Consultation Paper.

Please provide your views below:

It seems that before the law commissioners designed this consultation, they had already decided that surrogacy is a positive thing and so legislation 
should enable it. This may be explained by a limited ‘pre-consultation’ mainly focusing on people who already had a vested interest in surrogacy – 
‘intended parents,’ women who claim to have had a positive experience of surrogacy, and lawyers and other organisations who stand to make money 
from commercial surrogacy if it is given the green light. 
 
It seems that the law commissioners did not consider women as a group to be key stakeholders in this endeavour. This is a major error, because just as 
all women are affected by the institution of prostitution, so all women will be affected by any opening up of commercial surrogacy in this country. 
 
There also appears to be a complete lack of considerations for the health of donors of oocytes, mothers bearing surrogate pregnancies, the children born 
of such pregnancies and the effects of a system of commercial surrogacy more broadly on our health service, resources and society. This consultation 
should at a minimum give consideration to the health risks and care needs for egg donors (in terms of their immediate health care, potential of ovarian 
hyperstimulation syndrome and other problems, but also in the potential long term effects of their exposure to hormonal treatment during the donation 
process eg cancer risks and changes to their own hormones and fertility. As well as this, there is good evidence that pregnancy with donated eggs carries 
a higher risk of many pregnancy related problems and conditions both for the parturient gestating the child (eg maternal gestational diabetes, 
hypertension, and placenta previa) compared with the live births conceived spontaneously and carried by the same woman. There are also recognised 
adverse perinatal outcomes, including preterm birth, low birth weight, NICU stay which are observed at a higher rate in these pregnancies. 
 
The American Journal of Obstetrics and Gynecology published in Feb 2019 a study of 1,477,522 pregnancies and births. The paper “Risk of Severe 
Maternal Morbidity by Maternal Fertility Status: a U.S. Study in Eight States.” examined a variety of subgroups of women, their pregnancies and outcomes



for both mothers and children. Children conceived by IVF from donors’ eggs had the highest rates of admission to the NICU, and their birth mothers had
the highest rates of admission to ICU (the general intensive care unit) It is entirely unethical to promote any system which knowingly increases the chance
of high risk pregnancies and adverse neonatal outcomes with potential lifelong consequences to both gestational mothers and the children they bear, not
to mention the general cost to our health service and society in dealing with the consequences of a commercial surrogacy industry that promotes and
normalises the use of donated gametes. 
 
It could even be argued that one of the key drivers of commercial surrogacy is a desire by men to break the legal and cultural recognition of the unique
bond between birth mother and child – and indeed the proposals to make the ‘intended parents’ the legal parents from the moment of birth are a major
step in this direction, and are likely to have a significant impact down the line – potentially affecting the status of all women. 
 
Paid surrogacy opens up enormous potential for abuse and risks spouses, partners and other family members coercing a woman into engaging in
commercial surrogacy for their (and not her) financial benefit. This will be a potential risk for thousands of women, which appears to have been
completely overlooked by the law commissioners. 
 
UK and Scottish Law Commissions are obliged to comply with the Public Sector Equality Duty (PSED) when carrying out public functions, such as this
consultation. There doesn’t appear to be any evidence they have done so, because they have not provided their equality considerations and impact
assessments. As surrogacy has a very different impact on women and children than on adult males, we believe the law commissioners are in breach of
equality legislation. 
 
The Equality and Human Rights Commission describes the obligations under the PSED to have due regard to the need to: 
 
• Eliminate unlawful discrimination, harassment and victimisation and other conduct prohibited by the Act. 
• Advance equality of opportunity between people who share a protected characteristic and those who do not. 
• Foster good relations between people who share a protected characteristic and those who do not. 
 
There are many ways in which opening up surrogacy in the UK is likely to worsen women’s position relative to men’s, and the relationship between the
sexes. Any loosening of the laws around surrogacy could therefore be considered discriminatory. Surrogacy is also likely to have an impact on the
relations between the different generations. Imagine the rage that young people may feel when they discover that their ‘parents’ not only bought them
but took advantage of their birth mothers. 
 
It is of major concern that the law commissioners’ ethical arguments hinge on ideas that are not based on any recognised human rights instruments –
such as the idea that ‘procreative liberty’ confers some kind of human right to surrogacy and the idea that a woman has a human right to be a ‘surrogate.’
These arguments do not hold up to scrutiny and have been clearly rejected by the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
It is shocking that the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ violate many of the recommendations of the UN Special Rapporteur that are designed to guard
against the sale of children and the exploitation of birth mothers, including: 
 
 The birth mother must be accorded the status of legal mother at birth, and must be under no contractual or legal obligation to participate in the legal or
physical transfer of the child. 
 All payments to the birth mother must be made before the legal and physical transfer of the child and must be non-reimbursable – even if she decides
not to relinquish the child. 
 The birth mother’s choice to transfer the child “must be a gratuitous act, based on her own post-birth intentions, rather than on any legal or contractual
obligation.” 
 Pre-conception checks, while encouraged, cannot take the place of appropriate welfare checks after the birth of the child. 
 Decisions about parentage and parental responsibility must be made by a court or other competent authority on an individual basis after the birth with
the best interests of the child being paramount. 
 
The consultation is confusing and it does not conform to the government’s consultation guidelines. There are too many questions, they are too detailed
and do not ask the important high-level questions – such as whether you think surrogacy can ever be ethical, etc. 
 
For all these reasons, the law commissioners should go back to the drawing board and start again from the position of women’s and children’s human
rights. If it is found that there is no way to liberalise surrogacy law that is compliant with obligations under international treaties such as CEDAW and the
UNCRC and its first optional protocol, then the law must not be liberalised. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx
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Surrogacy Consultation Questions 

Email the completed document to surrogacy@lawcommission.gov.uk before the deadline 
of 11 October 2019. 

ABOUT YOU 

1. What is your name? 
  

 
2. If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a 
university), what is the name of your organisation? 
 
 
3. Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your 
organisation? 
(Required – Choose one response) 

• This is a personal response × 
• This is a response on behalf of an organisation 
• Other 

If other, please provide details: 

 
 
4. If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best 
describes you? 
(Choose one response) 

• Surrogate 
• Intended parent 
• Person born of a surrogacy arrangement 
• Family member of a surrogate 
• Family member of an intended parent 
• Legal practitioner 
• Medical practitioner or counsellor 
• Social worker 
• Academic 
• Other individual X 

5. What is your email address? 
  

 



2 
 

If you enter your email address then you will automatically receive an acknowledgement email 
when you submit your response. 

6. What is your telephone number? 
Telephone number:  

 
 
7. If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be 
treated as confidential, please explain to us why you regard the information as confidential. 
As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your explanation but cannot 
give an assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances. 
 
 
 

 

 

Consultation Question 1. 
1.1 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in England and Wales:  

(1) all international surrogacy arrangements should continue to be automatically 
allocated to a judge of the High Court; and 

YES 
 
International surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale, abuse and trafficking of 
children and the exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights issues of the utmost 
seriousness and so the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. 
For this reason these cases should continue to be heard by a judge of the High Court.  

 
(2) if international surrogacy arrangements are not automatically allocated to a judge of 

the High Court, circuit judges should be ticketed to hear such cases. 

Paragraph 6.42 

 

Consultation Question 2. 
1.2 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in respect of England and Wales  



3 
 

(1) domestic surrogacy cases which continue to require a post-birth parental order 
should continue to be heard by lay justices, or whether they should be allocated to another 
level of the judiciary; and 

(2) If consultees consider that such cases should be allocated to another level of the 
judiciary, which level of the judiciary would be appropriate. 

All surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale and trafficking of children and the 
exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights issues of the utmost seriousness and so 
the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. For this reason these 
cases should NOT be heard by a lay judge but rather by a senior judge, e.g. ticketed to circuit 
judges or higher. 

Paragraph 6.51 

 

Consultation Question 3. 
1.3 We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the 

current allocation rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation 
Questions 1 and 2. 

 
Paragraph 6.53 

 

Consultation Question 4. 
1.4 We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, the court should be placed under a 

duty to consider whether to make an order awarding the intended parents parental 
responsibility at the first directions hearing in the proceedings. 

Do consultees agree? 

(Note that this provisional proposal would be necessary only if our provisional proposal in 
Chapter 8 that all intended parents (whether in the new pathway or not) automatically 
acquire parental responsibility if the child is living with or being cared for by them is not 
supported by consultees). 

NO 
 
The UN Special Rapporteur recommends* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent 
authority AFTER the birth and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration. 
Nothing about the transfer of parental responsibility should be automatic and all options should 
be open. 
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* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 6.58 

 

Consultation Question 5. 
1.5 We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the FPR 2010 

should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the 
proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise.  

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 6.72 

 

Consultation Question 6. 
1.6 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they are of the view that, in Scotland:  

(1) there is a need for greater consistency and clarity in provisions relating to the 
expenses of curators ad litem and reporting officers and, if so, how this should be 
addressed;   

(2) it should be provided by statute that, at the initial hearing or any subsequent hearing 
for a parental order, the court may make any such interim order or orders for 
parental responsibilities and parental rights as it sees fit; and/or 

(3) further procedural reform is needed and, if so, what that reform should be. 

 
Paragraph 6.110 

 

Consultation Question 7. 
1.7 In respect of a domestic surrogacy arrangement, we provisionally propose that, before the 

child is conceived, where the intended parents and surrogate have: 

(1) entered into an agreement including the prescribed information, which will include a 
statement as to legal parenthood on birth, 

(2) complied with procedural safeguards for the agreement, and 
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(3) met eligibility requirements, 

on the birth of the child the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child, 
subject to the surrogate’s right to object. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I vehemently disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s key 
recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the Protection of Children and Cooperation in 
respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. These require the birth mother to have legal 
parenthood and parental responsibility when the child is born and that her consent to giving up 
the child must be freely given AFTER the child's birth. I believe that this important safeguard 
against the sale of children and the exploitation of birth mothers should apply equally to 
surrogacy arrangements, in both an international and a domestic context. 
 
This proposal would set a very dangerous precedent for all women, all mothers, all children and 
all of the implications need to be fully understood. There is no evidence in the consultation paper 
that the law commissioners have considered these more general implications fully, if at all. 
 
I understand that the proposal to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ legal parenthood at 
birth is based on (or justif ied by) in part at least the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ 
mothers prior to the consultation. I do not agree that these claimed wishes alone justify 
measures that contravene the recommendations of the UN Special Rapporteur and the 
provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to reduce the risk of the sale and 
trafficking of children and to protect birth mothers. 
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to encourage or 
condone a system that would require women to deliberately conceive and subsequently give 
birth with the expectation that they would have little or no legal responsibility for the child. The 
rights of the child must be prioritised regardless whether that is what some ‘surrogate’ mothers 
say they want or not. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.13 

 

Consultation Question 8. 
1.8 We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations and licensed clinics 

should be under a duty to keep a record of surrogacy arrangements under the new 
pathway to which they are a party, with such records being retained for a specified 
minimum period. 

Do consultees agree? 
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OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy 
organisations. 

 
1.9 We invite consultees’ views as to what the length of that period should be: whether 100 

years or another period. 

Paragraph 8.14 

 

Consultation Question 9. 
1.10 We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes 

should apply to traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated surrogacy 
organisation is involved. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations, because they 
would inevitably lead to a normalising of surrogacy and an increase in its prevalence. 

Paragraph 8.21 

 

Consultation Question 10. 
1.11 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a 

traditional, domestic surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from 
entering into the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway.’  
Paragraph 8.22 

 

Consultation Question 11. 
1.12 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the surrogate should have the right to object to the acquisition of legal parenthood 
by the intended parents, for a fixed period after the birth of the child;  
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(2) this right to object should operate by the surrogate making her objection in writing 
within a defined period, with the objection being sent to both the intended parents 
and the body responsible for the regulation of surrogacy; and 

(3) the defined period should be the applicable period for birth registration less one 
week. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposal that the ‘intended parents’ should automatically acquire 
legal parenthood at birth and that the birth mother has only a limited time to object. This 
contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations,* including that the birth mother is the 
legal parent at birth and that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility 
in surrogacy arrangements are taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth, 
with the child’s best interests being the paramount consideration. 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to 
give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as 
the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before 
the expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.35 

 

Consultation Question 12. 
1.13 We provisionally propose that, where the surrogate objects to the intended parents 

acquiring legal parenthood within the period fixed after birth, the surrogacy arrangement 
should no longer be able to proceed in the new pathway, with the result that: 

(1) the surrogate will be the legal parent of the child;  

(2) if one of the intended parents would, under the current law, be a legal parent of the 
child, then he or she will continue to be a legal parent in these circumstances; and 

(3) the intended parents would be able to make an application for a parental order to 
obtain legal parenthood. 



8 
 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly with the ‘intended 
parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects.  
 
The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil 
partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent change of legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth 
and with the child’s best interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN 
Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.* 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to 
give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as 
the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before 
the expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.36 

 

Consultation Question 13. 
1.14 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway: 

(1) the intended parents should be required to make a declaration on registering the 
birth of the child that they have no reason to believe that the surrogate has lacked 
capacity at any time during the period in which she had the right to object to the 
intended parents acquiring legal parenthood; 

(2) if the intended parents cannot provide this declaration then, during the period in 
which she has the right to object to the intended parents acquiring legal parenthood, 
the surrogate should be able to provide a positive consent to such acquisition; and 

(3) if the intended parents are unable to make this declaration and the surrogate is 
unable to provide the positive consent within the relevant period, the surrogacy 
arrangement should exit the new pathway and the intended parents should be able 
to make an application for a parental order. 
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Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended 
parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects.  
 
The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil 
partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent change of legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth 
and with the child’s best interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN 
Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.* 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to 
give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as 
the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before 
the expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.37 

 

Consultation Question 14. 
1.15 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway, the welfare of the child to be born as a 

result of the surrogacy arrangement: 

(1) should be assessed in the way set out in Chapter 8 of the current Code of Practice; 

(2) either the regulated surrogacy organisation or regulated clinic, as appropriate, 
should be responsible for ensuring that this procedure is followed; and 

(3) there should be no requirement for any welfare assessment of the child after his or 
her birth. 

Do consultees agree? 
 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s 
recommendation* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in 
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surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the 
birth and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration. A welfare assessment is 
an absolute requirement if an informed decision is to be made about the child’s best interest. 
Therefore a welfare assessment MUST be made after the child’s birth. 
 
The pre-conception assessment would typically have been carried out more than a year before 
the birth of the child. Much can change in that time.  
 
The justif ication that a welfare assessment after the birth of the child is not necessary because 
parents of children born through the normal process are not subject to such checks does not 
hold. Pregnancy, birth and the post-partum changes are intense physical and existential 
experiences that change you and prime you to love and be sensitive to the new-born child and 
rise to the challenge of the enormous task of raising him or her to adulthood. For obvious 
reasons ‘intended parents’ do not have this advantage.  
 
In addition, pregnancy and childbirth are a huge investment of the birth mother’s physical, 
physiological and emotional resources, which means she has already made a huge and 
unquantif iable, nearly year-long, commitment to the child. This means her practical and 
emotional commitment to the child is already well-developed, giving her the best chance of 
surmounting all the diff iculties that will inevitably arise over the course of the child’s childhood 
and adolescence.  
 
The ‘intended parents’ have had no similar experience. The investment of f inancial resources 
does not in any way prepare you for the practical reality of caring for a new-born child and the 
long road of nurturing and shepherding him or her to adulthood. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.51 

 

Consultation Question 15. 
1.16 We provisionally propose that, for a child born as a result of a surrogacy arrangement 

under the new pathway, where the surrogate has exercised her right to object to the 
intended parents’ acquisition of legal parenthood at birth, the surrogate’s spouse or civil 
partner, if any, should not be a legal parent of the child. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘new pathway.’  
 
There is a very real risk that spouses and partners will coerce women into being a ‘surrogate’ for 
f inancial gain. This risk is likely to increase if he or she does not have legal parenthood or 
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parental responsibility for any children born of the arrangement. This is enough reason to reject 
this proposal. 
 
However, it also represents a significant change in legal parenthood rules and would therefore 
have an implication for all children, all families because it would set a precedent. It should not be 
introduced without a full assessment of all the implications, including on the rights of mothers and 
children. There is no evidence that the law commissioners have carried out any such 
assessment. 
 
1.17 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in the case of a surrogacy arrangement outside 

the new pathway, the surrogate’s spouse or civil partner should continue to be a legal 
parent of the child born as a result of the arrangement. 

YES 
 
The normal legal parenthood rules should apply. This will reduce the risk of spouses and 
partners coercing women into surrogacy for f inancial gain. 

Paragraph 8.57 

 

Consultation Question 16. 
1.18 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway, where a child born of a surrogacy 

arrangement is stillborn: 

(1) the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child unless the surrogate 
exercises her right to object; and 

(2) the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being registered as 
the parents before the expiry of the period of the right to object. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended 
parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects. The 
birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should not change if 
the child is stillborn. 
 
1.19 We provisionally propose that, outside the new pathway, where a child born of a surrogacy 

arrangement is stillborn, the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents 
being registered as the parents before the expiry of the period allowed for the registration 
of the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a declaration to the effect that 
the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the 
stillbirth. 
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Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the birth parents in this 
situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should 
not change if the child is stillborn and the registration should accurately reflect this. 

Paragraph 8.77 

 

Consultation Question 17. 
1.20 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, 

where the child dies before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able 
to consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents before the expiry of the 
period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have 
made a declaration to the effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order 
are satisfied, on registration of the birth. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in this 
situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and if the child 
dies before the parental order, the registration of birth should accurately reflect that the birth 
mother was the legal parent. 

Paragraph 8.79 

 

Consultation Question 18. 
1.21 For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to 

whether, where the surrogate dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during which 
she can exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the new 
pathway and the intended parents should be required to make an application for a 
parental order. 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 8.80 
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Consultation Question 19. 
1.22 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, where 

both intended parents die during the surrogate’s pregnancy, the intended parents should 
be registered as the child’s parents on birth, subject to the surrogate not exercising her 
right to object within the defined period. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with the deceased 
‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in this situation. The birth mother should 
always be the legal parent of the child at birth and the registration of birth should accurately 
reflect this. 
 
1.23 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new 

pathway, where both intended parents die during the surrogate’s pregnancy or before a 
parental order is made: 

(1) it should be competent for an application to be made, by a person who claims an 
interest under section 11(3)(a) of the Children (Scotland) Act 1995, or who would be 
permitted to apply for an order under section 8 of the Children Act 1989: 

(a) for an order for appointment as guardian of the child, and 

(b) for a parental order in the name of the intended parents, subject to the 
surrogate’s consent; or 

(2) the surrogate should be registered as the child’s mother and it should not be 
possible for the intended parents to be registered as the child’s parents, but that 
there should be a procedure for the surrogate to provide details of the intended 
parents, and, if relevant, gamete donors, for entry onto the register of surrogacy 
arrangements. 

The intended parents should NOT be registered as the child’s parents if they are already 
deceased – so option (2) is preferable. 

Paragraph 8.81 

 

Consultation Question 20. 
1.24 We provisionally propose that, where an application is made for a parental order by a sole 

applicant under section 54A: 
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(1) the applicant should have to make a declaration that it was always intended that 
there would only be a single applicant for a parental order in respect of the child 
concerned or to supply the name and contact details of the other intended parent;  

(2) if details of another intended parent are supplied, a provision should be made for 
notice to be given to the potential second intended parent of the application and an 
opportunity given to that party to provide notice of opposition within a brief period 
(of, say, 14 to 21 days); and 

(3) if the second intended parent gives notice of his or her intention to oppose, he or 
she should be required to make his or her own application within a brief period (say 
14 days), otherwise the application of the first intended parent will be determined by 
the court. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 8.86 

 

Consultation Question 21. 
1.25 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases; and 

(2) how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this model. 

I profoundly oppose a three-parent model of legal parenthood, even if it is temporary. The birth 
mother should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent 
authority AFTER the birth of the child with the best interests of the child being the paramount 
consideration, as recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.91 

 

Consultation Question 22. 
1.26 We invite consultees’ views:  

(1) as to whether there should be any additional oversight in the new pathway that we 
have proposed, leading to the acquisition of legal parenthood by the intended 
parents at birth; and 

(2) if so, as to whether should this oversight be: 
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(a) administrative, or 

(b) judicial. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should be the 
legal parent and have parental responsibility at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood 
and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other 
competent authority AFTER the birth of the child based on the best interests of the child, as 
recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.93 

 

Consultation Question 23. 
1.27 In respect of England and Wales, we invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether the welfare checklist, contained in section 1(3) of the Children Act 1989, 
should be amended to provide for the court to have regard to additional specific 
factors in the situation where it is considering the arrangements for a child in the 
context of a dispute about a surrogacy arrangement; and 

(2) if so, as to what those additional factors should be. 

The child’s best interests should drive all decisions about the child in the event of a dispute about 
a surrogacy arrangement. The welfare checklist provides a comprehensive summary of the 
issues to be considered and is adequate as it is, and conforms to the UN Special Rapporteur’s 
recommendation* that the child’s best interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not 
believe any other factors should be added. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx  

Paragraph 8.120 

 

Consultation Question 24. 
1.28 In respect of England and Wales, we invite consultees’ views: 

(1) as to whether the checklist, contained in section 1(4) of the ACA 2002 (as applied 
and modified by regulation 2 and paragraph 1 of Schedule 1 of the 2018 
Regulations) should be further amended to provide for the court to have regard to 
additional specific factors in the situation where it is considering whether to make a 
parental order; and 

(2) what those additional factors should be. 
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The child’s best interests should drive all decisions when considering whether to make a parental 
order. The welfare checklist provides a comprehensive summary of the issues to be considered 
and is adequate as it is, and it conforms to UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendation* that the 
child’s best interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not believe any other factors 
should be added. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.121 

 

Consultation Question 25. 
1.29 We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be 

amended to add the intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section 
8 order without leave. 

NO 
 
There are real risks of the sale and trafficking of children and of exploitation of the birth mother 
and her reproductive capacities in all surrogacy arrangements. The court should therefore 
always have oversight of the arrangements. I am also concerned that there should be no 
liberalisation of the law on surrogacy because of the potential human rights abuses involved. I do 
not believe that ‘intended parents’ should be added to the list of those who can apply for a 
section 8 order without leave. 

Paragraph 8.123 

 

Consultation Question 26. 
1.30 We provisionally propose that, where a child is born as a result of a surrogacy 

arrangement outside the new pathway, the intended parents should acquire parental 
responsibility automatically where: 

(1) the child is living with them or being cared for by them; and  

(2) they intend to apply for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with this proposal. The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth and 
all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements 
should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, as 
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recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur* in order to reduce the risk of the sale and 
trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility 
is based on (or justif ied by) the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the 
consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify measures that contravene recommendations of 
the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to 
reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children.  
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system 
that would require women to give birth with the expectation that they would have no legal 
responsibility for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must 
be prioritised regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.132 

 

Consultation Question 27. 
1.31 We provisionally propose that, where a child is born as a result of a surrogacy 

arrangement in the new pathway: 

(1) the intended parents should acquire parental responsibility on the birth of the child; 
and 

(2) if the surrogate exercises her right to object, the intended parents should continue to 
have parental responsibility for the child where the child is living with, or being cared 
for by, them, and they intend to apply for a parental order.  

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended 
parents’ should acquire parentage or parental responsibility automatically. The birth mother 
should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental 
responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority 
AFTER the birth of the child, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is 
the recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the 
sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility 
is based on (or justif ied by) the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the 
consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify a measure that contravenes recommendations of 
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the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to 
reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children.  
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system 
that would require women to give birth with the expectation that they would have no responsibility 
for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must be prioritised 
regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.134 

 

Consultation Question 28. 
1.32 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the 

surrogate should retain parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the 
arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right to 
object, assuming that she does not exercise her right to object. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I agree that the birth mother should have parental responsibility for the child but NOT that the 
‘intended parents’ should get automatic legal parenthood and parental responsibility. 
 
All decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements 
should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, with the 
child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN Special 
Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the 
exploitation of women and their women’s reproductive capacities. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.139 

 

Consultation Question 29. 
1.33 For all surrogacy arrangements, we invite consultees’ views as to:  

(1) whether there is a need for any restriction to be placed on the exercise of parental 
responsibility by either the surrogate (or other legal parent), or the intended parents, 
during the period in which parental responsibility is shared; and 
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(2) whether it should operate to restrict the exercise of parental responsibility by the 
party not caring for the child or with whom the child is not living. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should have 
legal parenthood and parental responsibility at and after the birth and all subsequent decisions 
involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility should be taken by a court or other 
competent authority, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the 
recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale 
and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.140 

 

Consultation Question 30. 
1.34 We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the 

scope of the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 9.29 

 

Consultation Question 31. 
1.35 We invite the views of independent surrogates, and intended parents who have used 

independent surrogacy arrangements, to tell us about their experience. In particular, we 
would be interested to hear about any health screening, counselling and legal advice that 
took place. 

N/A 
Paragraph 9.35 
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Consultation Question 32. 
1.36 We invite consultees’ views as to whether independent surrogacy arrangements should be 

brought within the scope of the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts 
binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first optional protocol. 
 
1.37 We invite consultees’ views as to how independent surrogacy arrangements might be 

brought within the scope of the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts 
binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first optional protocol. 

Paragraph 9.36 

 

Consultation Question 33. 
1.38 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) there should be regulated surrogacy organisations;  

NO 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 

(2) there should be no requirement for a regulated surrogacy organisation to take a 
particular form; and 

OTHER 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 

(3) each surrogacy organisation should be required to appoint an individual responsible 
for ensuring that the organisation complies with regulation. 

Do consultees agree?  

OTHER 
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I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.61 

 

Consultation Question 34. 
1.39 We provisionally propose that the person responsible must be responsible for: 

(1) representing the organisation to, and liaising with, the regulator; 

(2) managing the regulated surrogacy organisation with sufficient care, competence 
and skill; 

(3) ensuring the compliance of the organisation with relevant law and regulation, 
including the creation, maintenance and operation of necessary policies and 
procedures; 

(4) training any staff, including that of the person responsible; and 

(5) providing data to the regulator and to such other person as required by law. 

Do consultees agree? 

LEAVE ALL CHECK BOXES BLANK (i.e. none of the above) 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
1.40 We invite consultees to identify any other responsibilities which a responsible individual 

should have. 

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
1.41 We invite consultees’ views as to what experience, skills and qualif ications a person 

responsible for a surrogacy organisation should have. 

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.62 
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Consultation Question 35. 
1.42 We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit 

making bodies. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction 
surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and 
would drive an increase in surrogacy. Even if surrogacy organisations are non-profit making, they 
will inevitably be driven by commercial imperatives (for example, to cover costs, salaries, etc.) 
and will need to continuously seek new business and to convince or coerce more women to act 
as ‘surrogates.’ 
 
Deriving income from surrogacy is abhorrent and, given the parallels between surrogacy and 
prostitution, is a potential violation of Article 6 of CEDAW, which prohibits third-parties profiting or 
otherwise benefiting from the prostitution of women. 

Paragraph 9.84 

 

Consultation Question 36. 
1.43 We invite consultees’ views as to what should be included in the definition of matching and 

facilitation services. 

I disagree with organisations being able to provide matching and facilitation services, because 
that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human 
rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.94 

 

Consultation Question 37. 
1.44 We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to 

offer matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new 
pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated 
surrogacy organisations or any other organisations being able to provide matching and 
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facilitation services for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase 
in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
  
1.45 We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should 

be able to offer matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements 
outside the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated 
surrogacy organisations or any other organisations being able to provide matching and 
facilitation services for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase 
in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.95 

 

Consultation Question 38. 
1.46 We invite consultees’ views as to the sanctions that should be available against 

organisations that offer matching and facilitation services without being regulated to do so, 
and whether these should be criminal, civil or regulatory. 

I do not accept that matching and facilitation services should be allowed – regardless who they 
are provided by – because they would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I 
consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. Offering such services 
should be a criminal offence. 

Paragraph 9.97 

 

Consultation Question 39. 
1.47 We provisionally propose that the remit of the Human Fertilisation and Embryology 

Authority be expanded to include the regulation of regulated surrogacy organisations, and 
oversight of compliance with the proposed legal requirements for the new pathway to legal 
parenthood. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction 
surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and 
would drive an increase in surrogacy.  
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1.48 If consultees agree, we invite their views as to how the Authority’s Code of Practice should 
apply to regulated surrogacy organisations, including which additional or new areas of 
regulation should be applied. 

Paragraph 9.117 

 

Consultation Question 40. 
1.49 We provisionally propose that surrogacy agreements should remain unenforceable 

(subject to the exception we provisionally propose in Consultation Question 88 in relation 
to financial terms).  

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 9.129 

 

Consultation Question 41. 
1.50 We provisionally propose that there should be no prohibition against charging for 

negotiating, facilitating and advising on surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I VEHEMENTLY disagree with this proposal and the opening up of surrogacy in this country, 
because I consider it a violation of the human rights of both women and the child. The idea of 
organisations charging to facilitate it is utterly abhorrent and violates the spirit, if not the letter, of 
Article 6 of CEDAW, given the parallels between surrogacy and prostitution. Article 6 prohibits 
the exploitation of the prostitution of women – which includes deriving any form of benefit from 
women’s prostitution. 

Paragraph 9.135 

 

Consultation Question 42. 
1.51 We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy 

should be removed, with the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything 
that can lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
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I VEHEMENTLY disagree with removing the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy. 
Surrogacy is a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and enabling 
advertising sites (and other ‘service’ organisations) to financially benefit from it is abhorrent. 
 
At this time of increasing poverty and inequality, it would be unethical to promote the idea that 
being a ‘surrogate’ mother would be a solution to an impoverished woman’s financial problems. If 
this proposal is implemented, Facebook and Google are likely present surrogacy ads to female 
students and young women suggesting that becoming a ‘surrogate’ would provide the solution to 
their f inancial worries. The most disadvantaged young women would be the most vulnerable to 
this idea and it is doubtful it would ever truly be in her best interest. 
 
Just as we protect disadvantaged people from the temptation of selling their kidneys for money, 
we need to protect disadvantaged women from the temptation of renting their wombs. This 
means that advertising of surrogacy MUST remain banned. 

Paragraph 9.145 

 

Consultation Question 43. 
1.52 We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, where the making of a parental 

order in respect of a child born of a surrogacy arrangement has been recorded in the 
Parental Order Register, the child should be able to access his or her original birth 
certif icate at the age of 18. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 10.80 

 

Consultation Question 44. 
1.53 We provisionally propose that where children are born of surrogacy arrangements that 

result in the intended parents being recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full 
form of that certif icate should make clear that the birth was the result of a surrogacy 
arrangement. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended 
parents’ should be recorded as parents on the original birth certif icate. The birth mother should 
be recorded as the birth mother on the birth certificate and all decisions involving legal 
parenthood and parental responsibility should be taken after the birth by a court or other 
competent authority, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the 
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recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale 
and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
However, if the ‘intended parents’ are recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of 
the certif icate should make clear that the birth was the result of a surrogacy arrangement. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 10.85 

 

Consultation Question 45. 
1.54 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the birth registration system in England and 

Wales requires reform and, if so, which reforms they would like to see. 

I do not consider the birth registration system to be in need for reform. I am particularly opposed 
to changes to allow for the registration of three parents or for anyone other than the birth mother 
to be recorded as the mother on the original birth certif icate. Such proposals could lead to the 
facilitation of the sale of children and an erosion of mothers’ rights and a diluting of the 
understanding that the relationship between the birth mother and the child is unique. 

Paragraph 10.87 

 

Consultation Question 46. 
1.55 We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has 

been the subject of a parental order should be able to access all the documents contained 
in the court’s file for those parental order proceedings. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 10.89 

 

Consultation Question 47. 
1.56 We provisionally propose that a national register of surrogacy arrangements should be 

created to record the identity of the intended parents, the surrogate and the gamete 
donors. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
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1.57 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the register should be maintained by the Authority; 

(2) the register should record information for all surrogacy arrangements, whether in or 
outside the new pathway, provided that the information about who has contributed 
gametes for the conception of the child has been medically verif ied, and that the 
information should include: 

(a) identifying information about all the parties to the surrogacy arrangement, and 

(b) non-identifying information about those who have contributed gametes to the 
conception of the child; and 

(3) to facilitate the record of this information, the application form/petition for a parental 
order should record full information about a child’s genetic heritage where available 
and established by DNA or medical evidence, recording the use of an anonymous 
gamete donor if that applies. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy 
organisations. However, should surrogacy take place, it is important that the children have 
access to information about their origins and these proposals seem generally sound, except that 
the information held on gamete donors should also include identifying information – because 
otherwise it trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the right to know her or his 
genetic parentage. 

Paragraph 10.102 

 

Consultation Question 48. 
1.58 We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate 

and the intended parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy 
arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy arrangement. 

I agree but with the proviso that all the information should be identifying – because otherwise it 
trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the right to know her or his genetic 
parentage. 

Paragraph 10.104 
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Consultation Question 49. 
1.59 We provisionally propose that a child born of a surrogacy arrangement should be able to 

access the information recorded in the register from the age of 18 for identifying 
information, and 16 for non-identifying information (if such information is included on the 
register), provided that he or she has been given a suitable opportunity to receive 
counselling about the implications of compliance with this request. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
1.60 We invite consultees’ views as to whether a child under the age of 18 or 16 (depending on 

whether the information is identifying or non-identifying respectively) should be able to 
access the information in the register and, if so, in which circumstances: 

(1) where his or her legal parents have consented; 

(2) if he or she has received counselling and the counsellor judges that he or she is 
sufficiently mature to receive this information; and/or 

(3) in any other circumstances. 

I agree with (1) and (2) and believe there might be other circumstances where this is reasonable. 
Paragraph 10.110 

 

Consultation Question 50. 
1.61 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any provision for those born of 

a surrogacy arrangement to make a request for information to disclose whether a person 
whom he or she is intending to marry, or with whom he or she intends to enter into a civil 
partnership or intimate physical relationship, was carried by the same surrogate. 

YES, this should be possible. 
Paragraph 10.114 

 

Consultation Question 51. 
1.62 We provisionally propose that where two people are born to, and genetically related 

through, the same surrogate, they should be able to access the register to identify each 
other, if they both wish to do so. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
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1.63 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be provision to allow people born 

to the same surrogate – but who are not genetically related – to access the register to 
identify each other, if they both wish to do so. 

YES, I agree. 
Paragraph 10.121 

 

Consultation Question 52. 
1.64 We invite consultees’ views as to whether provision should be made to allow a person 

carried by a surrogate, and the surrogate’s own child, to access the register to identify 
each other, if they both wish to do so: 

(1) if they are genetically related through the surrogate; and/or 

(2) if they are not genetically related through the surrogate. 

YES to both (1) and (2) 
Paragraph 10.123 

 

Consultation Question 53. 
1.65 For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to 

whether details of an intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental 
order should be recorded in the register. 

The intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded 
in the register. 

Paragraph 10.128 
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Consultation Question 54. 
1.66 We provisionally propose that the six month time limits in sections 54 and 54A of the 

HFEA 2008 for making a parental order application should be abolished. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain 
circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child. 

Paragraph 11.20 

 

Consultation Question 55. 
1.67 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the current circumstances in which the consent of the surrogate (and any other legal 
parent) is not required, namely where a person cannot be found or is incapable of 
giving agreement, should continue to be available; 

NO  
 
I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child 
trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s wombs. An adoption order can be considered 
as an option when a parental order is not possible. 
 

(2) the court should have the power to dispense with the consent of the surrogate, and 
any other legal parent of the child, in the following circumstances: 

(a) where the child is living with the intended parents, with the consent of the 
surrogate and any other legal parent, or 

(b) following a determination by the court that the child should live with the 
intended parents; and 

(3) the court’s power to dispense with consent should be subject to the paramount 
consideration of the child’s welfare throughout his or her life guided by the factors 
set out in section 1 of the Adoption and Children Act 2002 and, in Scotland, in line 
with the section 14(3) of the Adoption and Children (Scotland) Act 2007. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
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I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child 
trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s wombs. An adoption order can be considered 
as an option when a parental order is not possible. 

Paragraph 11.58 

 

Consultation Question 56. 
1.68 We provisionally propose that, both for a parental order and in the new pathway, the 

intended parents or one of the intended parents must be domiciled or habitually resident in 
the UK, Channel Islands or Isle of Man. 

Do consultees agree?  

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The ‘intended parents’ should be 
domiciled (and not simply habitually resident) in the UK in order to avoid surrogacy tourism. 
 
1.69 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any additional conditions 

imposed on the test of habitual residence, for example, a qualifying period of habitual 
residence required to satisfy the test. 

I profoundly disagree with opening up parental orders to ‘intended parents’ who are habitual 
residents but not domiciled in the UK – because of the risk of surrogacy tourism. 

Paragraph 12.15 

 

Consultation Question 57. 
1.70 We invite consultees’ views on whether: 

(1) the qualifying categories of relationship in section 54(2) of the HFEA 2008 should be 
reformed and, if so, how; or 

(2) the requirement should be removed, subject to two persons who are within the 
prohibited degrees of relationship being prevented from applying. 

The qualifying categories of relationship should not be reformed or removed. 
Paragraph 12.29 
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Consultation Question 58. 
1.71 We provisionally propose that to use the new pathway, intended parents should be 

required to make a declaration in the surrogacy agreement that they intend for the child’s 
home to be with them. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.  

Paragraph 12.34 

 

Consultation Question 59. 
1.72 We provisionally propose that the new pathway –  

(1) should not impose a requirement that the intended parent, or one of the intended 
parents, provide gametes for the conception of the child, so that double donation of 
gametes is permitted, but 

(2) that double donation should only be permitted in cases of medical necessity, 
meaning that there is not an intended parent who is able to provide a gamete due to 
infertility. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic link should 
be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 
 
1.73 We invite consultees’ views as to whether double donation should be permitted under the 

parental order pathway (to the same extent that it may be permitted in the new pathway) in 
domestic surrogacy arrangements.  

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and all other proposals that are 
likely to result in an increase in surrogacy. I therefore do not believe that double donation should 
be permitted under the parental order pathway in domestic surrogacy arrangements.  
 
1.74 We provisionally propose that the requirement that the intended parent or one of the 

intended parents contribute gametes to the conception of the child in the parental order 
pathway should be retained in international surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
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Paragraph 12.64 

 

Consultation Question 60. 
1.75 We provisionally propose that if the requirement for a genetic link is retained for domestic 

cases outside the new pathway, the requirement should not apply, subject to medical 
necessity, if the court determines that the intended parents in good faith began the 
surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway but were required to apply for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I fundamentally disagree with proposals to introduce the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic 
link should be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 

Paragraph 12.71 

 

Consultation Question 61. 
1.76 We provisionally propose that if double donation is permitted only in cases of medical 

necessity, an exception should be made to allow a parental order to be granted to a single 
parent without a genetic link where the intended parent’s former partner provides gametes 
but the intended parents’ relationship breaks down before the grant of a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 

Paragraph 12.76 
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Consultation Question 62. 
1.77 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that a surrogacy 

arrangement has been used because of medical necessity: 

(1) for cases under the new pathway to parenthood; and/or 

(2) for cases where a post-birth parental order application is made. 

I oppose surrogacy and believe that it is a fundamental violation of women’s and children’s rights 
and that it should therefore be banned. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’  
 
1.78 We invite consultees’ views as to how a test of medical necessity for surrogacy, if it is 

introduced, should be defined and assessed. 

I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 
Paragraph 12.94 

 

Consultation Question 63. 
1.79 We provisionally propose that in order to use the new pathway to parenthood, information 

identifying the child’s genetic parents and the surrogate must be provided for entry on the 
national register of surrogacy agreements prior to registration of the child’s birth. 

Do consultees agree?  

OTHER 
 
I profoundly oppose the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. However, I support the requirement in 
any surrogacy arrangements for the recording of the identity of all genetic parents and the birth 
mother. 
 
1.80 We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be a condition for an application for a 

parental order that: 

(1) those who contributed gametes are entered on the national register of surrogacy 
agreements; and/or 

(2) if it remains a requirement that one of the intended parents provided gametes in the 
conception of the child, that the genetic link is demonstrated to the court with 
medical or DNA evidence. 

While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, I support this condition for a parental order 
in the circumstances described in both (1) and (2). 
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1.81 We provisionally propose that it should be a condition for the application of a parental 
order that the identity of the surrogate is entered on the national register of surrogacy 
agreements. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, if it happens, I support this provision. 

Paragraph 12.115 

 

Consultation Question 64. 
1.82 We provisionally propose that there should be no maximum age limit for the grant of a 

parental order. The age of the intended parents should continue to be taken into account 
in the assessment of the welfare of the child in applications to grant a parental order.  

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I am opposed to surrogacy and would like to see it banned, because it is a violation of both 
women’s and children’s human rights.  
 
Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society 
and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good health until the child reaches adulthood. 
Surrogacy is therefore particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. If surrogacy is 
to be opened up, a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is imperative. This will make it clear 
that society does not condone older people entering a surrogacy arrangement and will make it 
less likely that older people will go ahead with such an arrangement and present the court with a 
fait accompli. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement up to that age but not beyond. It is 
therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
 
1.83 We invite consultees’ views as to whether under the new pathway there should be a 

maximum age limit for intended parents, and if so, what it should be. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be 
allowed, there should be a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ and it should be 45. 
 
Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society 
and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good health until the child reaches adulthood. 
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I am opposed to surrogacy per se, because it is a violation of both women’s and children’s 
human rights. However, it is particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. I therefore 
consider that a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is important. This will make it clear that 
society does not consider it acceptable for older people to enter into a surrogacy arrangement 
and will make it less likely that they will. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement up to that age. It is therefore imperative 
that age limits are set very carefully.  
 
1.84 We provisionally propose that intended parents should be required to be at least 18 years 

old at the time that they enter into a surrogacy agreement under the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be 
allowed, there should be a minimum age for ‘intended parents’ and it should be much older than 
18. I suggest that 25 would be more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement at that age. It is therefore imperative that 
age limits are set very carefully. What kind of society would want 18-year olds to believe that it 
would be reasonable for them to become ‘parents’ through a surrogacy arrangement – before 
they have taken even their f irst steps into independence and adulthood? 

Paragraph 12.133 

 

Consultation Question 65. 
1.85 We provisionally propose that surrogates should be required to be at least 18 years of age 

(at the time of conception), in order for the court to have the power to make a parental 
order. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I am opposed to surrogacy per se and would like to see it banned, because I consider it a 
violation of both women’s and children’s human rights.  
 
At 18 a woman is barely out of childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish herself 
as an adult. This means that she is particularly vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There 
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should be a significantly older minimum age for entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I 
suggest that 25 years would be more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society 
sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy 
arrangement is a reasonable thing for them to be doing before they have taken even their f irst 
steps into independence and adulthood?  
 
1.86 We provisionally propose that surrogates should be required to be at least 18 years old at 

the time of entering into the surrogacy agreement within the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for a ‘new pathway’. At 18 a woman is barely out of 
childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish herself as an adult. This means that 
she is particularly vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There should be a significantly older 
minimum age for entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I suggest that 25 years would be 
more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society 
sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy 
arrangement is a reasonable thing for them to be doing before they have taken even their f irst 
steps into independence and adulthood?  

Paragraph 12.144 

 

Consultation Question 66. 
1.87 We provisionally propose that medical testing of the surrogate, any partner of the 

surrogate, and any intended parent providing gametes should be required for the new 
pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
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1.88 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the types of testing set out in the Code of 
Practice are feasible for traditional surrogacy arrangements outside a licensed clinic, and if 
not, which types of testing should be required for such arrangements. 

 
Paragraph 13.16 

 

Consultation Question 67. 
1.89 We provisionally propose that, as a condition of being eligible for entry into the new 

pathway: 

(1) the surrogate, her spouse, civil partner or partner (if any) and the intended parents 
intending to enter into a surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway should be 
required to attend counselling with regard to the implications of entering into that 
arrangement; and 

(2) the implications counselling should be provided by a counsellor who meets the 
requirements set out in the Code of Practice at paragraphs 2.14 to 2.15. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.44 

 

Consultation Question 68. 
1.90 We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that 

the surrogate and the intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect 
of the law and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is signed. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.65 
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Consultation Question 69. 
1.91 We provisionally propose that, as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway: 

(1) an enhanced criminal record certificate should be obtained for intended parents, 
surrogates and any spouses, civil partners or partners of surrogates;  

(2) the body overseeing the surrogate arrangement should not enable a surrogate 
arrangement to be proceed under the new pathway where a person screened is unsuitable 
for having being convicted of, or received a police caution for, any offence appearing on a 
prescribed list of offences; and  

(3) the body overseeing the surrogacy arrangement may also determine that a 
person is unsuitable based on the information provided in the enhanced record certificate.  

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
 
1.92 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the list of offences that applies in the case of 

adoption is appropriate in the case of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.73 

 

Consultation Question 70. 
1.93 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the 

surrogate has previously given birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway. 

OTHER 
 
I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. 
 
Society should not condone women who have never had a child of their own entering an 
arrangement to undergo pregnancy and childbirth for someone else. It is impossible to 
understand what pregnancy and childbirth are like and how they will change you until or unless 
you have had that experience yourself. 

Paragraph 13.95 
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Consultation Question 71. 
1.94 We provisionally propose that there should not be a maximum number of surrogate 

pregnancies that a woman can undertake as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. 
 
Society should not condone women undergoing multiple ‘surrogate’ pregnancies and childbirths. 
Even the Kennel Club recognises that female dogs should not be allowed to undertake more 
than four pregnancies. It is abhorrent that female dogs have better protections than women 
would have under this proposal. 

Paragraph 13.99 

 

Consultation Question 72. 
1.95 We invite consultees’ views as to whether payment of costs by the intended parents to the 

surrogate should be able to be: 

(1) based on an allowance;  

(2) based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, but without the need for 
production of receipts; or 

(3) based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, and only on production of 
receipts. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.16 
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Consultation Question 73. 
1.96 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate essential costs 
relating to the pregnancy; and 

(2) the types of expenditure which should be considered “essential”.   

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above the actual 
essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, 
and travel to medical appointments – backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.22 
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Consultation Question 74. 
1.97 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate 
additional costs relating to the pregnancy; and 

(2) the types of expenditure which should be considered additional, rather than 
essential.   

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above the actual 
essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, 
and travel to medical appointments – backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.26 

 

Consultation Question 75. 
1.98 We invite consultees’ views as to:  

(1) whether intended parents should be permitted to pay all costs that arise from 
entering into a surrogacy arrangement, and those unique to a surrogate pregnancy; 
and 

(2) the types of cost which should be included within this category. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
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Paragraph 15.29 

 

Consultation Question 76. 
1.99 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be 

able to pay their surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or 
self-employed). 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost 
earnings. 

Paragraph 15.37 

 

Consultation Question 77. 
1.100 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be 

able to pay their surrogate either or both of the following lost potential earnings: 

(1) her lost employment-related potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 15.35 
above); and/or 

(2) other lost potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 15.36 above). 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
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I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost 
earnings. 

Paragraph 15.38 

 

Consultation Question 78. 
1.101 We invite consultees to share their experiences:  

(1) of the impact that payments received by a surrogate from the intended parents has 
had on the surrogate’s entitlement to means-tested social welfare benefits; and 

(2) where a surrogacy arrangement has had an impact on the surrogate’s entitlement to 
means-tested social welfare benefits, how that has been addressed in their 
surrogacy arrangement. 

N/A 
Paragraph 15.47 
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Consultation Question 79. 
1.102 We invite consultees’ views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay 

compensation to the surrogate for the following: 

(1) pain and inconvenience arising from the pregnancy and childbirth; 

(2) medical treatments relating to the surrogacy, including payments for each 
insemination or embryo transfer; and/or 

(3)  specified complications, including hyperemesis gravidarum, pre-eclampsia, an 
ectopic pregnancy, miscarriage, termination, caesarean birth, excessive 
haemorrhaging, perineal tearing, removal of fallopian tubes or ovaries or a 
hysterectomy. 

It is absurd to propose that one could place a monetary value on the pain of adverse pregnancy 
outcomes. In putting a price tag on perineal tear for example, some mothers report little pain or 
symptoms, others have profound ongoing fear of vaginal penetration, which can result in very 
significant emotional and relationship diff iculties. Infection may complicate healing, and some 
women report long term sequelae from this, such as impaired wound healing.  
 
Haematology conditions should also be considered. Blood loss, for example due to placental 
haemorrhage can be very significant, and potentially result in emergency hysterectomy and 
blood transfusion to save the life of the mother. It is a fact that although blood is thoroughly 
screened in the UK there still remains the potential for blood borne illnesses to be transmitted, 
and the fact that some of these may not have been identif ied yet by researchers is also a real 
risk to a mother receiving transfusion. Persons who have had a blood transfusion are currently 
unable to donate blood themselves in the UK, due to the risk of (vCJD) transmission. This is an 
indication of the gravity of receiving blood products.  
 
No medical intervention is EVER risk free. Receiving multiple blood products in the context of 
Massive Transfusion Protocol (eg platelets, Fresh Frozen Plasma, cryoprecipitate) only heighten 
those risks.  
 
Conditions such as HELLP (Haemolysis, Elevated Liver enzymes, Low Platelets) can be fatal, 
and although the maternal mortality rate is low, it can have significant sequelae, including renal 
failure potentially requiring dialysis, placental abruption (potentially fatal for mother and baby) 
permanent liver damage and retinal detachment resulting in visual impairment.  
 
Each of these conditions have long term consequences for a woman, psychologically, physically 
and emotionally, and may also affect her ability to return to work or care for other children.  
 
Also, the late complications of childbirth have been disregarded. Late consequences of childbirth 
can include vaginal or rectal prolapse, urinary and faecal incontinence. Women who have had a 
C section may experience ongoing pain around the scar. Some sources quote this as affecting 
between 6 and 18 percent of women. These symptoms can be profoundly distressing, and may 
take years to present (conversely, may present immediately). 
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How could we ensure that women suffering these complications are compensated? They are 
multifactorial, and risk increases with instrumented delivery and parity. How would it be proposed 
to unpick the role of a surrogate pregnancy in causing these symptoms in relation to other risk 
factors, for example parity, smoking history, personal medical history? 
 
Psychiatric conditions are also absent from this list. Complications including depression and 
anxiety may be worsened by pregnancy. Other mental health conditions such as post natal 
depression and post partum psychosis can be fatal, and impact on a woman’s health for many 
years to come. I’m quite shocked that none of these conditions have been explicitly mentioned 
and it does make me wonder how the list of complications was created. I’d also like to know what 
level of haemorrhage would be considered “excessive”. 
 
The wording of the question “should” be able to pay compensation is not the same as being 
mandated to do so. This potentially creates a situation where some “luckier” women would 
receive compensation others would not. 
 
All of the above illustrates the risks of surrogacy and confirms my support for a total ban on 
surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.  
 
1.103 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other matters in respect of which 

intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate compensation. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.  
 
1.104 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the level of compensation payable should be: 

(1) a fixed fee set by the regulator (operating as a cap on the maximum payable), or  

(2) left to the parties to negotiate.   

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
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There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. 

Paragraph 15.53 

 

Consultation Question 80. 
1.105 We invite consultees views’ as to whether intended parents should be able to pay 

compensation to the surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the 
surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for the 
surrogate. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question illustrates the risks of surrogacy and why I oppose it.  

Paragraph 15.56 

 

Consultation Question 81. 
1.106 We invite consultees’ views as to whether:  

(1) intended parents should be able to buy gifts for the surrogate; and 

(2) if so, specific provision should be made for these gifts to be modest or reasonable in 
nature. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
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There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to give the birth mother gifts. 

Paragraph 15.60 

 

Consultation Question 82. 
1.107 We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be possible for the intended parents to 

agree to pay a woman for the service of undertaking a surrogacy. 

It should not be possible for the intended parents to agree to pay a woman for the service 
of undertaking a surrogacy. (check box) 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her 
‘services’. 
 
1.108 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay 

a woman for the service of undertaking surrogacy, whether that the fee should be: 

(1) any sum agreed between the parties to the surrogacy; or 

(2) a fixed fee set by the regulator. 

Leave both check boxes blank. 
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I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her 
‘services’. 
 
1.109 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay 

a woman a fixed fee for the service of undertaking surrogacy, what, if any, other payments 
the law should permit, in addition to that f ixed fee: 

(1) no other payments; 

(2) essential costs relating to the pregnancy; 

(3) additional costs relating to the pregnancy; 

(4) lost earnings; 

(5) compensation for pain and inconvenience, medical treatment and complications, 
and the death of the surrogate; and/or 

(6) gifts. 

Leave all check boxes blank. 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
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I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to make any type of fee or payment to 
the birth mother for her ‘services’. 

Paragraph 15.69 

 

Consultation Question 83. 
1.110 We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be possible for any payment the law 

permits the intended parents to pay the surrogate for her services to be reduced in the 
event of a miscarriage or termination of the pregnancy. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their 
‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of surrogacy. 
 

1.111 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if the law permits a fee payable to the surrogate 
to be able to be reduced in the event of a miscarriage or termination, whether such 
provision should apply: 

(1) in the first trimester of pregnancy only; 

(2) to any miscarriage or termination; or 

(3) some other period of time (please specify).   

Leave all check boxes blank. 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
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I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their 
‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of surrogacy. 

Paragraph 15.72 

 

Consultation Question 84. 
1.112 We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to 

surrogates should be the same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to 
parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I am opposed to the ‘new pathway’ but consider that regardless of the surrogacy arrangement 
being used, the only payments that should ever be made are essential and basic expenses for 
which receipts are provided. 

Paragraph 15.74 

 

Consultation Question 85. 
1.113 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have 

not discussed which they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the 
surrogate. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
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There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.75 

 

Consultation Question 86. 
1.114 We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that 

intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.76 
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Consultation Question 87. 
1.115 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are specific methods of enforcing 

limitations that are placed on payments to surrogates that we should consider as part of 
our review: 

(1) for cases within the new pathway to parenthood; and  

(2) for cases where a parental order is made after the birth of the baby. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
The only payments that should be made are essential and basic expenses and for which receipts 
are provided. The judge or other competent authority should closely monitor all f inancial aspects 
of the arrangement (in line with the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations*) and refuse the 
parental order when payments have exceeded basic expenses. If it is not a judge overseeing the 
arrangements, the competent authority should be totally independent and not, for example, an 
agency (or ‘regulated surrogacy organisation’) that has been involved in the arrangements in any 
way. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 15.89 

 

Consultation Question 88. 
1.116 We provisionally propose that financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into under 

the new pathway to parenthood should be enforceable by the surrogate. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
 
1.117 We provisionally propose that if the financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into 

under the new pathway become enforceable, the ability to do so should not be dependent 
on the surrogate complying with any terms of the agreement relating to her lifestyle. 
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Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The idea that a ‘surrogacy 
agreement’ could place restrictions on the birth mother’s lifestyle is utterly abhorrent. 

Paragraph 15.99 

 

Consultation Question 89. 
1.118 We invite overseas surrogates (or bodies representing or advocating for surrogates) to 

share with us their experiences f international surrogacy arrangements. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.10 

 

Consultation Question 90. 
1.119 We invite organisations focused on children’s rights and welfare in the international 

context to share with us their views on our proposed reforms and consultation questions in 
this chapter. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.12 

 

Consultation Question 91. 
1.120 We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of their experience of applying to register 

a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement as a British citizen and 
obtaining a passport for the child. In particular, we would be interested to hear how long 
the application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have about 
causes of delays in the process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.52 
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Consultation Question 92. 
1.121 We provisionally propose that it should be possible for a file to be opened, and the 

application process for obtaining registration of a child born from an international 
surrogacy arrangement and obtaining a passport to begin, prior to the birth of the child. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a 
passport in international surrogacy arrangements appears to contradict the UN Special 
Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling and trafficking of 
children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly disagree with this 
proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.53 

 

Consultation Question 93. 
1.122 We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of 

applying for a visa for a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In 
particular, we would be interested to hear how long the application took after the birth of 
the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.68 

 

Consultation Question 94. 
1.123 We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process 

for applying for a visa in respect of a child born through an international surrogacy 
arrangement, before the child is born. The application will need to be completed after the 
birth of the child, and the issue of a passport in the child’s country of birth. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a 
passport before the child is born in international surrogacy arrangements appears to contradict 
the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling 
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and trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly 
disagree with this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

 

1.124 We provisionally propose that the current provision made for the grant of a visa outside of 
the Immigration Rules where the intended parents are not the legal parents of the child 
under nationality law should be brought within the Rules. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
1.125 We provisionally propose that:  

(1) the grant of a visa should not be dependent on the child breaking links with the 
surrogate; or  

(2) that this condition should be clarif ied to ensure that it does not prevent the child 
having contact, and an on-going relationship, with the surrogate. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
1.126 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current requirement for the grant of a visa 

outside the Rules that the intended parents must apply for a parental order within six 
months of the child’s birth should be removed (regardless of whether the availability of the 
visa is brought within the Rules), if our provisional proposal to remove the time limit on 
applications for parental orders is accepted. 

NO 
 
The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain 
circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child. 

Paragraph 16.69 

 

Consultation Question 95. 
1.127 We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process 

for applying for a EU Uniform Format Form in respect of a child born through an 
international surrogacy arrangement, before the child is born. The application will need to 
be completed after the birth of the child. 
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Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for an EU Uniform Format Form 
for the child before she or he is born in international surrogacy arrangements appears to 
contradict the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against 
the selling and trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I 
therefore strongly disagree with this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.76 

 

Consultation Question 96. 
1.128 We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of 

applying for a EU Uniform Format Form for a child born through an international 
surrogacy arrangement. In particular we would be interested to hear how long the 
application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of 
causes of delays in the process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.77 

 

Consultation Question 97. 
1.129 We provisionally propose that the UK Government should provide a single, 

comprehensive guide for intended parents explaining the nationality and immigration 
consequences of having a child through an international surrogacy arrangement.  

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I agree with such a guide, but would like to see it explaining the reasons why surrogacy is a 
violation of the human rights of women and children and all the other ways in which it is 
possible for people to enjoy children in their lives. 

Paragraph 16.82 
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Consultation Question 98. 
1.130 We provisionally propose that international surrogacy arrangements should not be 

eligible for the new pathway to parenthood. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 16.93 

 

Consultation Question 99. 
1.131 We provisionally propose that:  

1.132 the Secretary of State should have the power to provide that the intended parents of 
children born through international surrogacy arrangements, who are recognised as the 
legal parents of the child in the country of the child’s birth, should also be recognised as 
the child’s legal parents in the UK, without it being necessary for the intended parents to 
apply for a parental order, but 

1.133 before exercising the power, the Secretary of State should be required to be satisfied that 
the domestic law and practice in the country in question provides protection against the 
exploitation of surrogates, and for the welfare of the child, that is at least equivalent to 
that provided in UK law. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I do not see how this proposal for such a blanket power would align with the UN Special 
Rapporteur’s key recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the Protection of Children 
and Cooperation in respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. The latter requires the birth 
mother to have legal parenthood and parental responsibility when the child is born and that her 
consent to giving up the child must be given AFTER the child's birth and that the transfer of 
‘parenthood’ should be overseen by the courts or a competent authority on an individual case 
by case basis, with the best interests of the child being the paramount consideration. This is an 
important safeguard against the sale of children and for the protection of the birth mother and I 
believe it should apply equally to international surrogacy arrangements. I therefore strongly 
disagree with this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.94 
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Consultation Question 100. 
1.134 We invite consultees to tell us of their experience of surrogacy arrangements in the UK 

involving foreign intended parents. 

N/A 
 
1.135 We invite consultees’ views as to whether: 

(1) any restriction is necessary on the removal of a child from the UK for the purpose 
of the child becoming the subject of a parental order, or its equivalent, in another 
jurisdiction; and 

(2) if such a restriction is necessary, there should be a process allowing foreign 
intended parents to remove the child from the jurisdiction of the UK for this 
purpose and with the approval of the court and, if so, what form should that 
process take. 

Restrictions and checks MUST be in place to protect the child and the birth mother from 
trafficking and exploitation. The process should include the same checks as would be used in 
an international adoption. 

Paragraph 16.120 

 

Consultation Question 101. 
1.136 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current application of the law on statutory 

paternity leave, and statutory paternity pay, to the situation of the surrogate’s spouse, 
civil partner or partner requires reform. 

I do not believe this needs changing. 
Paragraph 17.18 

 

Consultation Question 102. 
1.137 We provisionally propose that provision for maternity allowance should be made in 

respect of intended parents, and that any such provision should be limited so that only 
one intended parent qualif ies.  

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
Paragraph 17.32 
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Consultation Question 103. 
1.138 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether there is a need for reform in respect of the right of intended parents to 
take time off work before the birth of the child, whether for the purpose of induced 
lactation, ante-natal appointments or any other reason; and  

(2) if reform is needed, suggestions on reform. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children.  

Paragraph 17.36 

 

Consultation Question 104. 
1.139 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the duty of employers to provide suitable 

facilities for any person at work who is a pregnant woman or nursing mother to rest under 
Regulation 25 of the Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations 1992 is 
sufficient to include intended parents in a surrogacy arrangement. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children. 

Paragraph 17.40 

 

Consultation Question 105. 
1.140 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are further issues in relation to 

employment rights and surrogacy arrangements and, if so, any suggestions for reform. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children 

Paragraph 17.43 

 

Consultation Question 106. 
1.141 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they believe any reforms in relation to 

surrogacy and succession law are required. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children 

Paragraph 17.56 
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Consultation Question 107. 
1.142 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any issues in how surrogacy 

arrangements are dealt with by the health services, and whether there are reforms to law 
or practice that consultees would like to see in this area. 

It is important that all health and care professionals are aware that surrogacy agreements are 
not legally binding and that ‘intended parents’ have no legal right to override the birth mother’s 
wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or medical and health care, including during 
pregnancy, labour and childbirth. Even if she has previously agreed to them sharing decisions 
and being informed on these matters, she can withdraw her consent at any time for any or no 
reason. All professionals involved in her care are duty-bound to comply with her wishes. 
 
All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being 
coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or more persons, including her spouse 
or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be 
present in so-called altruistic surrogacy arrangements. 
 
Surrogacy arrangements place additional and complicated pressures on healthcare staff and 
this could reduce the standard of impartial care given to birth mothers and new-borns – 
especially when the ‘intended parents’ are entitled, rich or of high status. This itself is a valid 
reason to be extremely cautious about making changes that will increase the numbers of 
surrogacy births. 
 
It is generally recognised that egg donation and IVF pregnancies carry additional health risks. 
As most surrogacy pregnancies involve IVF, any increase in surrogacy is likely to lead to 
additional pressure on the NHS.  
 
Adoption research suggests that the separation of the new-born and the birth mother has long-
term negative effects on the well-being of both of them. This is likely to be the same for birth 
mothers and babies in surrogacy arrangements and so can be expected to place additional 
long-term pressures on the NHS and society as a whole. This has not been considered and 
there are no questions about this. 
 
An increase in surrogacy will require an increase in egg donation, which is a risky procedure 
that can have a long-term negative impact on the woman’s health, including premature death. 
Ethical issues abound. Young women might be coerced by financial pressures to donate eggs 
when this isn’t in their best interests and there are worries about eugenics – where egg donors 
are selected on the basis of blonde hair, blue eyes and stereotypical measures of 
‘attractiveness’ for example. 
 
The law commissioners do not appear to have considered the likely impact of any of these 
issues. There is no question about people’s thoughts about the NHS picking up the tab for the 
extra costs involved in surrogacy and whether this affects their opinions on surrogacy itself. 
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There appears to have been no evaluation of the size of the additional costs to the NHS and 
society. 
 
At a time when the NHS is under severe strain, and life changing therapies (for cancer, cystic 
fibrosis etc) are not funded due to financial constraints it is a slap in the face to provide money 
for prospective parents to indulge their parenting fantasies while denying patients access to 
drugs which are standard of care in other counties. 
 
1.143 We invite consultees’ views as to any additions or revisions that they would like to see 

made to the guidance published by the Department for Health and Social Care for 
England and Wales. 

The guidance should be revised to clarify that surrogacy agreements are not legally binding and 
that the birth mother has the right to change her mind at any time, for any or no reason. 
Healthcare professionals must accept that her wishes are paramount and that the ‘intended 
parents’ have no legal right to override her wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or 
medical and health care, including during pregnancy, labour, childbirth and the postpartum 
period. 
 
All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being 
coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or more persons, including her spouse 
or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be 
present in so-called altruistic surrogacy arrangements. 
 
The guidance should make it clear that healthcare professionals should be even more alert 
than normal to the possibility that she is being coerced and to ensure that they can speak to her 
alone, including during labour, and that if she changes her mind about who is present in 
consultations, and the labour ward/delivery suite, they must respect her wishes. 
 
1.144 We invite consultees’ views as to how midwifery practice may better accommodate 

surrogacy arrangements, in particular with regard to safeguarding issues. 

It is important that midwifery practice always prioritises the wishes of the birth mother and the 
wellbeing of herself and the child. 

Paragraph 17.76 

 

Consultation Question 108. 
1.145 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other legal issues in relation to 

surrogacy, not covered in this Consultation Paper, that merit examination. 

It is of considerable concern that the law commissioners appear to have given no consideration 
to the significant risk that women will be coerced into agreeing to participate in surrogacy 
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arrangements for someone else’s benefit. This can be true in ‘altruistic’ surrogacy but is even 
more likely if substantial payments are involved. 
 
It is well-known that women and girls are groomed and/or coerced into prostitution by partners 
and ‘boyfriends’ who act as their pimp and take all or much of their earnings. This is a major 
route by which many women enter prostitution and is a major factor in preventing their exit. 
There is no reason to expect that the same dynamics will not occur in relation to surrogacy if it 
is opened up and provides opportunities to make significant amounts of money. 
 
If the law commissioners’ proposals are enacted, there must therefore also be legislation that 
prohibits coercing a woman into a surrogacy arrangement. This should be a criminal offence 
and carry a hefty penalty – in recognition that it is a human rights violation and so that it acts as 
a deterrent. That such a law would be diff icult to enforce just adds to the arguments for why 
paid surrogacy is a bad idea – and especially for women. 
 
It would be far better to simply ban all surrogacy arrangements – or at the very least any 
payments beyond basic and essential expenses backed by receipts and overseen by a judge. 

Paragraph 17.80 

 

Consultation Question 109. 
1.146 We invite consultees who are intended parents, live in the UK, and have entered into a 

surrogacy arrangement that led to the birth of a child to tell us: 

(1) when the child was born; 

(2) whether the arrangement was domestic or international and, if international, in 
which country the arrangement took place; 

(3) whether the arrangement led to the making of a parental order in the UK; and 

(4) whether they are a: 

(a) opposite-sex couple; 

(b) male same-sex couple; 

(c) female same-sex couple; 

(d) single woman; or 

(e) single man. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.2 
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Consultation Question 110. 
1.147 We invite consultees who have experience of applying for a parental order in the UK to 

tell us: 

(1) whether the surrogacy arrangement was domestic or international; 

(2) whether they had legal advice before the making of the parental order; 

(3) whether they were represented by a lawyer in court; and 

(4) the cost of any legal advice or representation. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.4 

 

Consultation Question 111. 
1.148 We invite consultees’ views as to the impact (social, emotional, f inancial or otherwise) of 

the current law where the intended parents are not the legal parents from birth of the 
child born of the surrogacy arrangement. 

Paragraph 18.6 

 

Consultation Question 112. 
1.149 We invite consultees to tell us what they have paid for, or to provide evidence about the 

cost of: 

(1) medical screening; and 

(2) implications counselling 

(where possible separating out the cost of such screening, tests or implications 
counselling from any other costs involved with fertility treatment). 

N/A 
 
1.150 We invite legal consultees, who advise on surrogacy and parental order proceedings, to 

provide evidence of what they would charge: 

(1) to provide advice sufficient to meet the proposed requirement for independent 
legal advice discussed in Chapter 13; and 
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(2) to draft, advise on and negotiate the written surrogacy agreement required for the 
new pathway. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.8 

 

Consultation Question 113. 
1.151 We invite consultees to tell us of the impact of: 

(1) the current requirement of a genetic link; and 

(2) any removal of this requirement in cases of medical necessity: 

(a) in the new pathway; 

(b) in the parental order route for domestic surrogacy arrangements; or 

(c) in both situations. 

 
Paragraph 18.11 

 

Consultation Question 114. 
1.152 We invite consultees who consider that they might be able to fulf il the role of the 

independent professional discussed in Chapter 9 to tell us: 

(1) their profession; and  

(2) what they would charge to provide such a service. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.13 

 

Consultation Question 115. 
1.153 We invite consultees who are intended parents to give us their views on the impact of our 

proposals for reform on their ability to enter into surrogacy arrangements and, in 
particular: 

(1) if particular proposals will increase accessibility, and why; and 
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(2) if particular proposals will restrict accessibility, and why. 

N/A 
1.154 We invite consultees who are surrogates to give us their views on the impact of our 

proposals for reform on their ability to enter into surrogacy arrangements and, in 
particular: 

(1) if particular proposals will increase accessibility, and why; and 

(2) if particular proposals will restrict accessibility, and why. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.15 

 

Consultation Question 116. 
1.155 We ask consultees who are intended parents to tell us: 

(1) whether the surrogacy arrangement was domestic or international; 

(2) what they spent, in total, on the surrogacy arrangement(s) that led to the birth of 
their child(ren), including the cost of fertility treatment, payments to the surrogate 
and payments to any surrogacy agency or organisation; 

(3) how they raised the funds for the surrogacy arrangement(s); 

(4) what they spent on any fertility treatment prior to entering into a surrogacy 
arrangement (where that treatment did not lead to the birth of a child); and 

(5) how they raised the funds for the fertility treatment. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.18 

 

Consultation Question 117. 
1.156 We invite consultees’ views as to the specific impact of our proposals in Northern Ireland. 

 
Paragraph 18.20 
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Consultation Question 118. 
1.157 We invite consultees’ views as to any other impact that we have not specifically 

addressed in this chapter, or the preceding chapters, of this paper. 

It seems that before the law commissioners designed this consultation, they had already 
decided that surrogacy is a positive thing and so legislation should enable it. This may be 
explained by a limited ‘pre-consultation’ mainly focusing on people who already had a vested 
interest in surrogacy – ‘intended parents,’ women who claim to have had a positive experience 
of surrogacy, and lawyers and other organisations who stand to make money from commercial 
surrogacy if it is given the green light. 
 
It seems that the law commissioners did not consider women as a group to be key stakeholders 
in this endeavour. This is a major error, because just as all women are affected by the 
institution of prostitution, so all women will be affected by any opening up of commercial 
surrogacy in this country. 
 
It could even be argued that one of the key drivers of commercial surrogacy is a desire by men 
to break the legal and cultural recognition of the unique bond between birth mother and child – 
and indeed the proposals to make the ‘intended parents’ the legal parents from the moment of 
birth are a major step in this direction, and are likely to have a significant impact down the line – 
potentially affecting the status of all women.  
 
Paid surrogacy opens up enormous potential for abuse and risks spouses, partners and other 
family members coercing a woman into engaging in commercial surrogacy for their (and not 
her) f inancial benefit. This will be a potential risk for thousands of women, which appears to 
have been completely overlooked by the law commissioners. 
 
UK and Scottish Law Commissions are obliged to comply with the Public Sector Equality Duty 
(PSED) when carrying out public functions, such as this consultation. There doesn’t appear to 
be any evidence they have done so, because they have not provided their equality 
considerations and impact assessments. As surrogacy has a very different impact on women 
and children than on adult males, we believe the law commissioners are in breach of equality 
legislation. 
 
The Equality and Human Rights Commission describes the obligations under the PSED to have 
due regard to the need to: 
 

• Eliminate unlawful discrimination, harassment and victimisation and other conduct 
prohibited by the Act. 

• Advance equality of opportunity between people who share a protected characteristic 
and those who do not. 

• Foster good relations between people who share a protected characteristic and those 
who do not. 
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There are many ways in which opening up surrogacy in the UK is likely to worsen women’s 
position relative to men’s, and the relationship between the sexes. Any loosening of the laws 
around surrogacy could therefore be considered discriminatory. Surrogacy is also likely to have 
an impact on the relations between the different generations. Imagine the rage that young 
people may feel when they discover that their ‘parents’ not only bought them but took 
advantage of their birth mothers. 
 
It is of major concern that the law commissioners’ ethical arguments hinge on ideas that are not 
based on any recognised human rights instruments – such as the idea that ‘procreative liberty’ 
confers some kind of human right to surrogacy and the idea that a woman has a human right to 
be a ‘surrogate.’ These arguments do not hold up to scrutiny and have been clearly rejected by 
the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
It is shocking that the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ violate many of the recommendations of 
the UN Special Rapporteur that are designed to guard against the sale of children and the 
exploitation of birth mothers, including: 
 
 The birth mother must be accorded the status of legal mother at birth, and must be under no 

contractual or legal obligation to participate in the legal or physical transfer of the child. 
 All payments to the birth mother must be made before the legal and physical transfer of the 

child and must be non-reimbursable – even if she decides not to relinquish the child. 
 The birth mother’s choice to transfer the child “must be a gratuitous act, based on her own 

post-birth intentions, rather than on any legal or contractual obligation.” 
 Pre-conception checks, while encouraged, cannot take the place of appropriate welfare 

checks after the birth of the child. 
 Decisions about parentage and parental responsibility must be made by a court or other 

competent authority on an individual basis after the birth with the best interests of the child 
being paramount. 

 
The consultation is confusing and it does not conform to the government’s consultation 
guidelines. There are too many questions, they are too detailed and do not ask the important 
high-level questions – such as whether you think surrogacy can ever be ethical, etc.  
 
For all these reasons, the law commissioners should go back to the drawing board and start 
again from the position of women’s and children’s human rights. If it is found that there is no 
way to liberalise surrogacy law that is compliant with obligations under international treaties 
such as CEDAW and the UNCRC and its first optional protocol, then the law must not be 
liberalised.  
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 
 

Paragraph 18.22 
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About you

1  What is your name?

Name:

2  If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a university), what is the name of your organisation?

Enter the name of your organisation:

3  Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your organisation?

This is a personal response

If other, please provide details:

4  If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best describes you?

Other individual

5  What is your email address?

Email address:

6  What is your telephone number?

Telephone number:

7  If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be treated as confidential, please explain to us why you
regard the information as confidential. As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your explanation but cannot give an
assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances.

Please explain why you wish the information that you will provide to us to be treated as confidential:

Chapter 6: The parental order procedure

8  Consultation Question 1:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

9  Consultation Question 2:

Please provide your views below:

10  Consultation Question 3: We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the current allocation
rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation Questions 1 and 2.

Please provide your views below:

11  Consultation Question 4:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

12  Consultation Question 5: We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the Family Procedure Rules 2010
should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise.
Do consultees agree?



Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

13  Consultation Question 6:

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 8: Legal Parenthood: Proposals for Reform - A New Pathway

14  Consultation Question 7:

No

Please provide your views below:

I do not believe surrogacy should be encouraged. If it is to take place at all, it should be the (surrogate) mother's absolute right to become the legal parent
after the birth of her child. Any consent to give up her child should be freely given after the birth of her child, not before. The proposal in the 'new
pathway' that the 'intended parents' should become the legal parents on the birth of the child contradicts the recommendations of the UN Special
Rapporteur.

15  Consultation Question 8:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

16  Consultation Question 9: We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes should apply to
traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated surrogacy organisation is involved.Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

17  Consultation Question 10: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a traditional, domestic
surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from entering into the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

18  Consultation Question 11:

No

Please provide your views below:

This is all the wrong way round. The (surrogate) mother should not have to object, she should have the initial right to legal parenthood.

19  Consultation Question 12:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

20  Consultation Question 13:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

21  Consultation Question 14:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

22  Consultation Question 15:

Not Answered



Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please share your views below:

23  Consultation Question 16:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

24  Consultation Question 17: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, where the child dies
before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents
before the expiry of the period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a declaration to the
effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the birth.Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

25  Consultation Question 18: For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether, where the surrogate
dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during which she can exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the
new pathway and the intended parents should be required to make an application for a parental order.

Please provide your views below:

26  Consultation Question 19:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

27  Consultation Question 20:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

28  Consultation Question 21: We invite consultees’ views as to: (1) a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases;
and (2) how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this model.

Please provide your views below:

The (surrogate) mother should be the legal parent at birth.

29  Consultation Question 22:

Please provide your views below:

30  Consultation Question 23:

Please provide your views below:

31  Consultation Question 24:

Please provide your views below:

32  Consultation Question 25: We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be amended to add the
intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section 8 order without leave.

Please provide your views below:

33  Consultation Question 26:



Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

34  Consultation Question 27:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

35  Consultation Question 28: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the surrogate should retain
parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right
to object, assuming that she does not exercise her right to object.Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

36  Consultation Question 29:

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 9: The Regulation of Surrogacy Arrangements

37  Consultation Question 30: We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the scope of the new
pathway.Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

38  Consultation Question 31: We invite the views of independent surrogates, and intended parents who have used independent surrogacy
arrangements, to tell us about their experience. In particular, we would be interested to hear about any health screening, counselling and
legal advice that took place.

Please provide your views below:

39  Consultation Question 32:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

40  Consultation Question 33:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

41  Consultation Question 34:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

42  Consultation Question 35: We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit making bodies. Do
consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:



43  Consultation Question 36: We invite consultees’ views as to what should be included in the definition of matching and facilitation services.

Please provide your views below:

44  Consultation Question 37: We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer matching and
facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

45  Consultation Question 37: We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer
matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

46  Consultation Question 38: We invite consultees’ views as to the sanctions that should be available against organisations that offer
matching and facilitation services without being regulated to do so, and whether these should be criminal, civil or regulatory.

Please provide your views below:

47  Consultation Question 39: We provisionally propose that the remit of the Human Fertilisation and Embryology Authority be expanded to
include the regulation of regulated surrogacy organisations, and oversight of compliance with the proposed legal requirements for the new
pathway to legal parenthood. Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

48  Consultation Question 40: We provisionally propose that surrogacy agreements should remain unenforceable (subject to the exception we
provisionally propose in Consultation Question 88 in relation to financial terms). Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

49  Consultation Question 41: We provisionally propose that there should be no prohibition against charging for negotiating, facilitating and
advising on surrogacy arrangements. Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

50  Consultation Question 42: We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy should be removed, with
the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything that can lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. Do
consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

Allowing advertising of surrogacy would be totally unethical. The idea that anyone should be able to profit financially from surrogacy goes against the
concerns expressed in the consultation paper about the dangers of 'commodification'. More importantly, it would normalise the idea that any adult is
entitled to hire a woman to give them a child. It would also normalise the idea that surrogacy might be an appropriate solution to the financial problems
of already disadvantaged women.

Chapter 12: Eligibility Criteria for Both a Parental Order and for the New Pathway

64  Consultation Question 56:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

65  Consultation Question 57:

Please provide your views below:



66  Consultation Question 58: We provisionally propose that to use the new pathway, intended parents should be required to make a
declaration in the surrogacy agreement that they intend for the child’s home to be with them. Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide views below:

67  Consultation Question 59:

Not Answered

Please provide views below:

Please provide views below:

Not Answered

Please provide views below:

68  Consultation Question 60: We provisionally propose that if the requirement for a genetic link is retained for domestic cases outside the
new pathway, the requirement should not apply, subject to medical necessity, if the court determines that the intended parents in good faith
began the surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway but were required to apply for a parental order. Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

69  Consultation Question 61: We provisionally propose that if double donation is permitted only in cases of medical necessity, an exception
should be made to allow a parental order to be granted to a single parent without a genetic link where the intended parent’s former partner
provides gametes but the intended parents’ relationship breaks down before the grant of a parental order. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide views below:

Surrogacy can never be a 'medical necessity'.

70  Consultation Question 62:

Please provide your views below:

Surrogacy can never be a 'medical necessity'.

Please provide your views below:

Surrogacy can never be a 'medical necessity.'

71  Consultation Question 63:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

72  Consultation Question 64:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

73  Consultation Question 65:



Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 13: Eligibility Criteria for the New Pathway

74  Consultation Question 66:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

75  Consultation Question 67:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

76  Consultation Question 68: We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that the surrogate and the
intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect of the law and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is
signed. Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

77  Consultation Question 69:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

78  Consultation Question 70: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the surrogate has previously given
birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

79  Consultation Question 71: We provisionally propose that there should not be a maximum number of surrogate pregnancies that a woman
can undertake as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 15: Payments to the Surrogate: Options for Reform

80  Consultation Question 72:

based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, and only on production of receipts.

Please provide your views below:

Any payment over and above actual costs would violate the human rights of both women and children, by making the bringing forth of new life open to
commercial exploitation, and risking the sale and trafficking of children.

81  Consultation Question 73:

Please provide your views below:

82  Consultation Question 74:

Please provide your views below:



83  Consultation Question 75:

Please provide your views below:

84  Consultation Question 76: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay their
surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or self-employed).

Please provide your views below:

85  Consultation Question 77:

Please provide your views below:

86  Consultation Question 78:

Please provide your views below:

87  Consultation Question 79:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

88  Consultation Question 80: We invite consultees' views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay compensation to the
surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for
the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

89  Consultation Question 81:

Please provide your views below:

90  Consultation Question 82:

It should not be possible for the intended parents to agree to pay a woman for the service of undertaking a surrogacy.

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide any views below:

91  Consultation Question 83:

Please provide views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

92  Consultation Question 84: We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to surrogates should be the
same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. Do consultees
agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

93  Consultation Question 85: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have not discussed which
they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:



94  Consultation Question 86: We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that intended parents should
be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

95  Consultation Question 87:

Please provide your views below:

96  Consultation Question 88:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 16: International Surrogacy Arrangements

97  Consultation Question 89: We invite overseas surrogates (or bodies representing or advocating for surrogates) to share with us their
experiences of international surrogacy arrangements.

Please provide your views below:

98  Consultation Question 90: We invite organisations focused on children’s rights and welfare in the international context to share with us
their views on our proposed reforms and consultation questions in this chapter.

Please provide your views below:

99  Consultation Question 91: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of their experience of applying to register a child born through
an international surrogacy arrangement as a British citizen and obtaining a passport for the child. In particular, we would be interested to hear
how long the application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have about causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

100  Consultation Question 92: We provisionally propose that it should be possible for a file to be opened, and the application process for
obtaining registration of a child born from an international surrogacy arrangement and obtaining a passport to begin, prior to the birth of the
child.Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

101  Consultation Question 93: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of applying for a visa for a
child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In particular, we would be interested to hear how long the application took after
the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

102  Consultation Question 94:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:



103  Consultation Question 95:We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process for applying for a EU
Uniform Format Form in respect of a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement, before the child is born. The application will
need to be completed after the birth of the child.Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

104  Consultation Question 96: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of applying for a EU Uniform
Format Form for a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In particular we would be interested to hear how long the
application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

105  Consultation Question 97: We provisionally propose that the UK Government should provide a single, comprehensive guide for intended
parents explaining the nationality and immigration consequences of having a child through an international surrogacy arrangement. Do
consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

106  Consultation Question 98: We provisionally propose that international surrogacy arrangements should not be eligible for the new
pathway to parenthood.Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

107  Consultation Question 99:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

108  Consultation Question 100:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 17: Miscellaneous Issues

109  Consultation Question 101: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current application of the law on statutory paternity leave, and
statutory paternity pay, to the situation of the surrogate’s spouse, civil partner or partner requires reform.

Please provide your views below:

110  Consultation Question 102: We provisionally propose that provision for maternity allowance should be made in respect of intended
parents, and that any such provision should be limited so that only one intended parent qualifies. Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

111  Consultation Question 103:

Please provide your views below:

112  Consultation Question 104: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the duty of employers to provide suitable facilities for any person at
work who is a pregnant woman or nursing mother to rest under Regulation 25 of the Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations 1992
is sufficient to include intended parents in a surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

113  Consultation Question 105: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are further issues in relation to employment rights and
surrogacy arrangements and, if so, any suggestions for reform.

Please provude your views below:



114  Consultation Question 106: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they believe any reforms in relation to surrogacy and succession
law are required.

Please provide your views below:

115  Consultation Question 107:

Please provide your views below:

Health and care professionals involved in childbirth should always act in the best interests of the woman giving birth. They should not be influenced in
any way by the wishes of 'intended parents'.

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

116  Consultation Question 108: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other legal issues in relation to surrogacy, not
covered in this Consultation Paper, that merit examination.

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 18: Impact

117  Consultation Question 109:

Please insert the year of birth here:

Not Answered

If international, in which country did the arrangement take place?:

Not Answered

Not Answered

118  Consultation Question 110:

Not Answered

Not Answered

Not Answered

Please provide the cost of any legal advice or representation below:

119  Consultation Question 111: We invite consultees’ views as to the impact (social, emotional, financial or otherwise) of the current law
where the intended parents are not the legal parents from birth of the child born of the surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

120  Consultation Question 112:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

121  Consultation Question 113:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

122  Consultation Question 114:

Please provide your views below:

123  Consultation Question 115:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:



124  Consultation Question 116:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

125  Consultation Question 117: We invite consultees’ views as to the specific impact of our proposals in Northern Ireland.

Please provide your views below:

126  Consultation Question 118: We invite consultees’ views as to any other impact that we have not specifically addressed in this chapter, or
the preceding chapters, of this Consultation Paper.

Please provide your views below:

None of the consultation questions address the ethical considerations posed in chapter 2 of the consultation paper. The chapter starts by discussing the
idea of 'procreative liberty", or 'the right to reproduce'. This, it suggests, "is far more prominent in USA jurisprudence than in the UK." Yet similar
principles have become all too common in different, but closely related, areas of law in the UK.

To take a recent example (A Local Authority v JB, 15 July 2019), the England and Wales Court of Protection has argued that a man with impaired cognition,
who cannot understand consent, has "a fundamental and basic right to participate in sexual relations", because sex is "an essential part of our DNA as
reproductive human beings" and "sexual relations form a fundamental part of our humanity". As a result, the judge concluded, the care plan introduced
by the man's local authority to protect vulnerable women from his unwanted sexual advances was unlawful. The implication, that men are entitled to
have sex, even if they do not understand the need for consent, should ring alarm bells about this whole direction of travel.

We have seen in recent years many examples of how uncritical promotion of the rights of fathers has been detrimental to women. Current law gives
fathers, regardless of circumstances, rights to be involved in decisions about childcare. Whether this results in the father being granted access depends
on professional judgement about possible risks to the child. But there is no legal protection for the mother, even where the child was conceived by rape.
And professional judgements are swayed by how the law frames the respective rights of parents. In 2018, to take just one example, a woman who had
given birth as a child after being repeatedly raped by a member of the Rotherham grooming gang was informed by her local authority that they had
contacted her rapist in jail to find out if he wanted to participate in the care of her son.

The Law Commissions appear to have accepted uncritically the 'procreative liberty' argument, albeit with limited regulation to limit the obvious risks of
'exploitation and commodification'. Yet accepting an underlying 'right to reproduce' can be just as detrimental to women as accepting a 'right to sex' or a
'right to access'. No-one should be encouraged to feel entitled to have a child that is genetically related to them, and using a woman for this purpose -
whether through an 'altruistic' agreement, through financial payment, or through coercion - is exploiting her. Basing law on 'procreative liberty' would be
a direct attack on the rights of women. Yet, disturbingly, none of the consultation questions addresses impacts on women's rights.

There is no need for surrogacy law to be 'liberalised'. The proposed 'new pathway', giving initial legal parenthood in the case of surrogacy to the 'intended
parents' rather than to the actual mother, is a step too far. But tighter regulation to limit opportunities for exploitation and commodification is not
sufficient. Instead, the Law Commissions should give serious consideration to making surrogacy illegal.
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Surrogacy Consultation Questions 

Email the completed document to surrogacy@lawcommission.gov.uk before the deadline 
of 11 October 2019. 

ABOUT YOU 

1. What is your name? 
Name (Required) 

 
 
2. If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a 
university), what is the name of your organisation? 
N/A 
 
3. Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your 
organisation? 
(Required – Choose one response) 

• This is a personal response 
• This is a response on behalf of an organisation 
• Other 

If other, please provide details: 

 
 
4. If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best 
describes you? 
(Choose one response) 

• Surrogate 
• Intended parent 
• Person born of a surrogacy arrangement 
• Family member of a surrogate 
• Family member of an intended parent 
• Legal practitioner 
• Medical practitioner or counsellor 
• Social worker 
• Academic 
• Other individual 



2 
 

5. What is your email address? 
Email address:  

 
 
If you enter your email address then you will automatically receive an acknowledgement email 
when you submit your response. 

6. What is your telephone number? 
Telephone number:  

 
 
7. If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be 
treated as confidential, please explain to us why you regard the information as confidential. 
As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your explanation but cannot 
give an assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances. 
 
 
 

 

 

Consultation Question 1. 
1.1 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in England and Wales:  

(1) all international surrogacy arrangements should continue to be automatically 
allocated to a judge of the High Court; and 

YES 
 
International surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale, abuse and trafficking of 
children and the exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights issues of the utmost 
seriousness and so the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. 
For this reason these cases should continue to be heard by a judge of the High Court.  

 
(2) if international surrogacy arrangements are not automatically allocated to a judge of 

the High Court, circuit judges should be ticketed to hear such cases. 

Paragraph 6.42 

 



3 
 

Consultation Question 2. 
1.2 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in respect of England and Wales  

(1) domestic surrogacy cases which continue to require a post-birth parental order 
should continue to be heard by lay justices, or whether they should be allocated to another 
level of the judiciary; and 

(2) If consultees consider that such cases should be allocated to another level of the 
judiciary, which level of the judiciary would be appropriate. 

All surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale and trafficking of children and the 
exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights issues of the utmost seriousness and so 
the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. For this reason these 
cases should NOT be heard by a lay judge but rather by a senior judge, e.g. ticketed to circuit 
judges or higher. 

Paragraph 6.51 

 

Consultation Question 3. 
1.3 We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the 

current allocation rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation 
Questions 1 and 2. 

 
Paragraph 6.53 

 

Consultation Question 4. 
1.4 We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, the court should be placed under a 

duty to consider whether to make an order awarding the intended parents parental 
responsibility at the first directions hearing in the proceedings. 

Do consultees agree? 

(Note that this provisional proposal would be necessary only if our provisional proposal in 
Chapter 8 that all intended parents (whether in the new pathway or not) automatically 
acquire parental responsibility if the child is living with or being cared for by them is not 
supported by consultees). 

NO 
 
The UN Special Rapporteur recommends* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent 
authority AFTER the birth and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration. 
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Nothing about the transfer of parental responsibility should be automatic and all options should 
be open. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 6.58 

 

Consultation Question 5. 
1.5 We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the FPR 2010 

should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the 
proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise.  

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 6.72 

 

Consultation Question 6. 
1.6 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they are of the view that, in Scotland:  

(1) there is a need for greater consistency and clarity in provisions relating to the 
expenses of curators ad litem and reporting officers and, if so, how this should be 
addressed;   

(2) it should be provided by statute that, at the initial hearing or any subsequent hearing 
for a parental order, the court may make any such interim order or orders for 
parental responsibilities and parental rights as it sees fit; and/or 

(3) further procedural reform is needed and, if so, what that reform should be. 

 
Paragraph 6.110 

 

Consultation Question 7. 
1.7 In respect of a domestic surrogacy arrangement, we provisionally propose that, before the 

child is conceived, where the intended parents and surrogate have: 

(1) entered into an agreement including the prescribed information, which will include a 
statement as to legal parenthood on birth, 
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(2) complied with procedural safeguards for the agreement, and 

(3) met eligibility requirements, 

on the birth of the child the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child, 
subject to the surrogate’s right to object. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I strongly disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s key 
recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the Protection of Children and Cooperation in 
respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. These require the birth mother to have legal 
parenthood and parental responsibility when the child is born and that her consent to giving up 
the child must be freely given AFTER the child's birth. I believe that this important safeguard 
against the sale of children and the exploitation of birth mothers should apply equally to 
surrogacy arrangements, in both an international and a domestic context. 
 
This proposal would set a very dangerous precedent for all women, all mothers, all children and 
all of the implications need to be fully understood. There is no evidence in the consultation paper 
that the law commissioners have considered these more general implications fully, if at all. 
 
I understand that the proposal to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ legal parenthood at 
birth is based on (or justif ied by) in part at least the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ 
mothers prior to the consultation. I do not agree that these claimed wishes alone justify 
measures that contravene the recommendations of the UN Special Rapporteur and the 
provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to reduce the risk of the sale and 
trafficking of children and to protect birth mothers. 
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to encourage or 
condone a system that would require women to deliberately conceive and subsequently give 
birth with the expectation that they would have little or no legal responsibility for the child. The 
rights of the child must be prioritised regardless whether that is what some ‘surrogate’ mothers 
say they want or not. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.13 

 

Consultation Question 8. 
1.8 We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations and licensed clinics 

should be under a duty to keep a record of surrogacy arrangements under the new 
pathway to which they are a party, with such records being retained for a specified 
minimum period. 
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Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy 
organisations. 

 
1.9 We invite consultees’ views as to what the length of that period should be: whether 100 

years or another period. 

Paragraph 8.14 

 

Consultation Question 9. 
1.10 We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes 

should apply to traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated surrogacy 
organisation is involved. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations, because they 
would inevitably lead to a normalising of surrogacy and an increase in its prevalence. 

Paragraph 8.21 

 

Consultation Question 10. 
1.11 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a 

traditional, domestic surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from 
entering into the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway.’  
Paragraph 8.22 

 

Consultation Question 11. 
1.12 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the surrogate should have the right to object to the acquisition of legal parenthood 
by the intended parents, for a fixed period after the birth of the child;  
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(2) this right to object should operate by the surrogate making her objection in writing 
within a defined period, with the objection being sent to both the intended parents 
and the body responsible for the regulation of surrogacy; and 

(3) the defined period should be the applicable period for birth registration less one 
week. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposal that the ‘intended parents’ should automatically acquire 
legal parenthood at birth and that the birth mother has only a limited time to object. This 
contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations,* including that the birth mother is the 
legal parent at birth and that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility 
in surrogacy arrangements are taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth, 
with the child’s best interests being the paramount consideration. 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to 
give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as 
the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before 
the expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.35 

 

Consultation Question 12. 
1.13 We provisionally propose that, where the surrogate objects to the intended parents 

acquiring legal parenthood within the period fixed after birth, the surrogacy arrangement 
should no longer be able to proceed in the new pathway, with the result that: 

(1) the surrogate will be the legal parent of the child;  

(2) if one of the intended parents would, under the current law, be a legal parent of the 
child, then he or she will continue to be a legal parent in these circumstances; and 

(3) the intended parents would be able to make an application for a parental order to 
obtain legal parenthood. 
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Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly with the ‘intended 
parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects.  
 
The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil 
partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent change of legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth 
and with the child’s best interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN 
Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.* 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to 
give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as 
the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before 
the expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.36 

 

Consultation Question 13. 
1.14 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway: 

(1) the intended parents should be required to make a declaration on registering the 
birth of the child that they have no reason to believe that the surrogate has lacked 
capacity at any time during the period in which she had the right to object to the 
intended parents acquiring legal parenthood; 

(2) if the intended parents cannot provide this declaration then, during the period in 
which she has the right to object to the intended parents acquiring legal parenthood, 
the surrogate should be able to provide a positive consent to such acquisition; and 

(3) if the intended parents are unable to make this declaration and the surrogate is 
unable to provide the positive consent within the relevant period, the surrogacy 
arrangement should exit the new pathway and the intended parents should be able 
to make an application for a parental order. 
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Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended 
parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects.  
 
The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil 
partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent change of legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth 
and with the child’s best interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN 
Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.* 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to 
give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as 
the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before 
the expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.37 

 

Consultation Question 14. 
1.15 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway, the welfare of the child to be born as a 

result of the surrogacy arrangement: 

(1) should be assessed in the way set out in Chapter 8 of the current Code of Practice; 

(2) either the regulated surrogacy organisation or regulated clinic, as appropriate, 
should be responsible for ensuring that this procedure is followed; and 

(3) there should be no requirement for any welfare assessment of the child after his or 
her birth. 

Do consultees agree? 
 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s 
recommendation* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in 



10 
 

surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the 
birth and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration. A welfare assessment is 
an absolute requirement if an informed decision is to be made about the child’s best interest. 
Therefore a welfare assessment MUST be made after the child’s birth. 
 
The pre-conception assessment would typically have been carried out more than a year before 
the birth of the child. Much can change in that time.  
 
The justif ication that a welfare assessment after the birth of the child is not necessary because 
parents of children born through the normal process are not subject to such checks does not 
hold. Pregnancy, birth and the post-partum changes are intense physical and existential 
experiences that change you and prime you to love and be sensitive to the new-born child and 
rise to the challenge of the enormous task of raising him or her to adulthood. For obvious 
reasons ‘intended parents’ do not have this advantage.  
 
In addition, pregnancy and childbirth are a huge investment of the birth mother’s physical, 
physiological and emotional resources, which means she has already made a huge and 
unquantif iable, nearly year-long, commitment to the child. This means her practical and 
emotional commitment to the child is already well-developed, giving her the best chance of 
surmounting all the diff iculties that will inevitably arise over the course of the child’s childhood 
and adolescence.  
 
The ‘intended parents’ have had no similar experience. The investment of f inancial resources 
does not in any way prepare you for the practical reality of caring for a new-born child and the 
long road of nurturing and shepherding him or her to adulthood. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.51 

 

Consultation Question 15. 
1.16 We provisionally propose that, for a child born as a result of a surrogacy arrangement 

under the new pathway, where the surrogate has exercised her right to object to the 
intended parents’ acquisition of legal parenthood at birth, the surrogate’s spouse or civil 
partner, if any, should not be a legal parent of the child. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘new pathway.’  
 
There is a very real risk that spouses and partners will coerce women into being a ‘surrogate’ for 
f inancial gain. This risk is likely to increase if he or she does not have legal parenthood or 
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parental responsibility for any children born of the arrangement. This is enough reason to reject 
this proposal. 
 
However, it also represents a significant change in legal parenthood rules and would therefore 
have an implication for all children, all families because it would set a precedent. It should not be 
introduced without a full assessment of all the implications, including on the rights of mothers and 
children. There is no evidence that the law commissioners have carried out any such 
assessment. 
 
1.17 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in the case of a surrogacy arrangement outside 

the new pathway, the surrogate’s spouse or civil partner should continue to be a legal 
parent of the child born as a result of the arrangement. 

YES 
 
The normal legal parenthood rules should apply. This will reduce the risk of spouses and 
partners coercing women into surrogacy for f inancial gain. 

Paragraph 8.57 

 

Consultation Question 16. 
1.18 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway, where a child born of a surrogacy 

arrangement is stillborn: 

(1) the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child unless the surrogate 
exercises her right to object; and 

(2) the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being registered as 
the parents before the expiry of the period of the right to object. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended 
parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects. The 
birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should not change if 
the child is stillborn. 
 
1.19 We provisionally propose that, outside the new pathway, where a child born of a surrogacy 

arrangement is stillborn, the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents 
being registered as the parents before the expiry of the period allowed for the registration 
of the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a declaration to the effect that 
the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the 
stillbirth. 
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Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the birth parents in this 
situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should 
not change if the child is stillborn and the registration should accurately reflect this. 

Paragraph 8.77 

 

Consultation Question 17. 
1.20 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, 

where the child dies before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able 
to consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents before the expiry of the 
period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have 
made a declaration to the effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order 
are satisfied, on registration of the birth. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in this 
situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and if the child 
dies before the parental order, the registration of birth should accurately reflect that the birth 
mother was the legal parent. 

Paragraph 8.79 

 

Consultation Question 18. 
1.21 For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to 

whether, where the surrogate dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during which 
she can exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the new 
pathway and the intended parents should be required to make an application for a 
parental order. 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 8.80 

 



13 
 

Consultation Question 19. 
1.22 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, where 

both intended parents die during the surrogate’s pregnancy, the intended parents should 
be registered as the child’s parents on birth, subject to the surrogate not exercising her 
right to object within the defined period. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with the deceased 
‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in this situation. The birth mother should 
always be the legal parent of the child at birth and the registration of birth should accurately 
reflect this. 
 
1.23 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new 

pathway, where both intended parents die during the surrogate’s pregnancy or before a 
parental order is made: 

(1) it should be competent for an application to be made, by a person who claims an 
interest under section 11(3)(a) of the Children (Scotland) Act 1995, or who would be 
permitted to apply for an order under section 8 of the Children Act 1989: 

(a) for an order for appointment as guardian of the child, and 

(b) for a parental order in the name of the intended parents, subject to the 
surrogate’s consent; or 

(2) the surrogate should be registered as the child’s mother and it should not be 
possible for the intended parents to be registered as the child’s parents, but that 
there should be a procedure for the surrogate to provide details of the intended 
parents, and, if relevant, gamete donors, for entry onto the register of surrogacy 
arrangements. 

The intended parents should NOT be registered as the child’s parents if they are already 
deceased – so option (2) is preferable. 

Paragraph 8.81 

 

Consultation Question 20. 
1.24 We provisionally propose that, where an application is made for a parental order by a sole 

applicant under section 54A: 
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(1) the applicant should have to make a declaration that it was always intended that 
there would only be a single applicant for a parental order in respect of the child 
concerned or to supply the name and contact details of the other intended parent;  

(2) if details of another intended parent are supplied, a provision should be made for 
notice to be given to the potential second intended parent of the application and an 
opportunity given to that party to provide notice of opposition within a brief period 
(of, say, 14 to 21 days); and 

(3) if the second intended parent gives notice of his or her intention to oppose, he or 
she should be required to make his or her own application within a brief period (say 
14 days), otherwise the application of the first intended parent will be determined by 
the court. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 8.86 

 

Consultation Question 21. 
1.25 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases; and 

(2) how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this model. 

I profoundly oppose a three-parent model of legal parenthood, even if it is temporary. The birth 
mother should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent 
authority AFTER the birth of the child with the best interests of the child being the paramount 
consideration, as recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.91 

 

Consultation Question 22. 
1.26 We invite consultees’ views:  

(1) as to whether there should be any additional oversight in the new pathway that we 
have proposed, leading to the acquisition of legal parenthood by the intended 
parents at birth; and 

(2) if so, as to whether should this oversight be: 



15 
 

(a) administrative, or 

(b) judicial. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should be the 
legal parent and have parental responsibility at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood 
and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other 
competent authority AFTER the birth of the child based on the best interests of the child, as 
recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.93 

 

Consultation Question 23. 
1.27 In respect of England and Wales, we invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether the welfare checklist, contained in section 1(3) of the Children Act 1989, 
should be amended to provide for the court to have regard to additional specific 
factors in the situation where it is considering the arrangements for a child in the 
context of a dispute about a surrogacy arrangement; and 

(2) if so, as to what those additional factors should be. 

The child’s best interests should drive all decisions about the child in the event of a dispute about 
a surrogacy arrangement. The welfare checklist provides a comprehensive summary of the 
issues to be considered and is adequate as it is, and conforms to the UN Special Rapporteur’s 
recommendation* that the child’s best interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not 
believe any other factors should be added. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx  

Paragraph 8.120 

 

Consultation Question 24. 
1.28 In respect of England and Wales, we invite consultees’ views: 

(1) as to whether the checklist, contained in section 1(4) of the ACA 2002 (as applied 
and modified by regulation 2 and paragraph 1 of Schedule 1 of the 2018 
Regulations) should be further amended to provide for the court to have regard to 
additional specific factors in the situation where it is considering whether to make a 
parental order; and 

(2) what those additional factors should be. 
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The child’s best interests should drive all decisions when considering whether to make a parental 
order. The welfare checklist provides a comprehensive summary of the issues to be considered 
and is adequate as it is, and it conforms to UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendation* that the 
child’s best interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not believe any other factors 
should be added. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.121 

 

Consultation Question 25. 
1.29 We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be 

amended to add the intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section 
8 order without leave. 

NO 
 
There are real risks of the sale and trafficking of children and of exploitation of the birth mother 
and her reproductive capacities in all surrogacy arrangements. The court should therefore 
always have oversight of the arrangements. I am also concerned that there should be no 
liberalisation of the law on surrogacy because of the potential human rights abuses involved. I do 
not believe that ‘intended parents’ should be added to the list of those who can apply for a 
section 8 order without leave. 

Paragraph 8.123 

 

Consultation Question 26. 
1.30 We provisionally propose that, where a child is born as a result of a surrogacy 

arrangement outside the new pathway, the intended parents should acquire parental 
responsibility automatically where: 

(1) the child is living with them or being cared for by them; and  

(2) they intend to apply for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with this proposal. The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth and 
all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements 
should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, as 
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recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur* in order to reduce the risk of the sale and 
trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility 
is based on (or justif ied by) the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the 
consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify measures that contravene recommendations of 
the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to 
reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children.  
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system 
that would require women to give birth with the expectation that they would have no legal 
responsibility for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must 
be prioritised regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.132 

 

Consultation Question 27. 
1.31 We provisionally propose that, where a child is born as a result of a surrogacy 

arrangement in the new pathway: 

(1) the intended parents should acquire parental responsibility on the birth of the child; 
and 

(2) if the surrogate exercises her right to object, the intended parents should continue to 
have parental responsibility for the child where the child is living with, or being cared 
for by, them, and they intend to apply for a parental order.  

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended 
parents’ should acquire parentage or parental responsibility automatically. The birth mother 
should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental 
responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority 
AFTER the birth of the child, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is 
the recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the 
sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility 
is based on (or justif ied by) the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the 
consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify a measure that contravenes recommendations of 
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the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to 
reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children.  
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system 
that would require women to give birth with the expectation that they would have no responsibility 
for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must be prioritised 
regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.134 

 

Consultation Question 28. 
1.32 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the 

surrogate should retain parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the 
arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right to 
object, assuming that she does not exercise her right to object. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I agree that the birth mother should have parental responsibility for the child but NOT that the 
‘intended parents’ should get automatic legal parenthood and parental responsibility. 
 
All decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements 
should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, with the 
child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN Special 
Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the 
exploitation of women and their women’s reproductive capacities. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.139 

 

Consultation Question 29. 
1.33 For all surrogacy arrangements, we invite consultees’ views as to:  

(1) whether there is a need for any restriction to be placed on the exercise of parental 
responsibility by either the surrogate (or other legal parent), or the intended parents, 
during the period in which parental responsibility is shared; and 
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(2) whether it should operate to restrict the exercise of parental responsibility by the 
party not caring for the child or with whom the child is not living. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should have 
legal parenthood and parental responsibility at and after the birth and all subsequent decisions 
involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility should be taken by a court or other 
competent authority, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the 
recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale 
and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.140 

 

Consultation Question 30. 
1.34 We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the 

scope of the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 9.29 

 

Consultation Question 31. 
1.35 We invite the views of independent surrogates, and intended parents who have used 

independent surrogacy arrangements, to tell us about their experience. In particular, we 
would be interested to hear about any health screening, counselling and legal advice that 
took place. 

N/A 
Paragraph 9.35 
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Consultation Question 32. 
1.36 We invite consultees’ views as to whether independent surrogacy arrangements should be 

brought within the scope of the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts 
binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first optional protocol. 
 
1.37 We invite consultees’ views as to how independent surrogacy arrangements might be 

brought within the scope of the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts 
binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first optional protocol. 

Paragraph 9.36 

 

Consultation Question 33. 
1.38 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) there should be regulated surrogacy organisations;  

NO 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 

(2) there should be no requirement for a regulated surrogacy organisation to take a 
particular form; and 

OTHER 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 

(3) each surrogacy organisation should be required to appoint an individual responsible 
for ensuring that the organisation complies with regulation. 

Do consultees agree?  

OTHER 
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I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.61 

 

Consultation Question 34. 
1.39 We provisionally propose that the person responsible must be responsible for: 

(1) representing the organisation to, and liaising with, the regulator; 

(2) managing the regulated surrogacy organisation with sufficient care, competence 
and skill; 

(3) ensuring the compliance of the organisation with relevant law and regulation, 
including the creation, maintenance and operation of necessary policies and 
procedures; 

(4) training any staff, including that of the person responsible; and 

(5) providing data to the regulator and to such other person as required by law. 

Do consultees agree? 

None of the above 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
1.40 We invite consultees to identify any other responsibilities which a responsible individual 

should have. 

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
1.41 We invite consultees’ views as to what experience, skills and qualif ications a person 

responsible for a surrogacy organisation should have. 

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.62 
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Consultation Question 35. 
1.42 We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit 

making bodies. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction 
surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and 
would drive an increase in surrogacy. Even if surrogacy organisations are non-profit making, they 
will inevitably be driven by commercial imperatives (for example, to cover costs, salaries, etc.) 
and will need to continuously seek new business and to convince or coerce more women to act 
as ‘surrogates.’ 
 
Deriving income from surrogacy is abhorrent and, given the parallels between surrogacy and 
prostitution, is a potential violation of Article 6 of CEDAW, which prohibits third-parties profiting or 
otherwise benefiting from the prostitution of women. 

Paragraph 9.84 

 

Consultation Question 36. 
1.43 We invite consultees’ views as to what should be included in the definition of matching and 

facilitation services. 

I disagree with organisations being able to provide matching and facilitation services, because 
that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human 
rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.94 

 

Consultation Question 37. 
1.44 We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to 

offer matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new 
pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated 
surrogacy organisations or any other organisations being able to provide matching and 
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facilitation services for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase 
in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
  
1.45 We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should 

be able to offer matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements 
outside the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated 
surrogacy organisations or any other organisations being able to provide matching and 
facilitation services for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase 
in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.95 

 

Consultation Question 38. 
1.46 We invite consultees’ views as to the sanctions that should be available against 

organisations that offer matching and facilitation services without being regulated to do so, 
and whether these should be criminal, civil or regulatory. 

I do not accept that matching and facilitation services should be allowed – regardless who they 
are provided by – because they would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I 
consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. Offering such services 
should be a criminal offence. 

Paragraph 9.97 

 

Consultation Question 39. 
1.47 We provisionally propose that the remit of the Human Fertilisation and Embryology 

Authority be expanded to include the regulation of regulated surrogacy organisations, and 
oversight of compliance with the proposed legal requirements for the new pathway to legal 
parenthood. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction 
surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and 
would drive an increase in surrogacy.  
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1.48 If consultees agree, we invite their views as to how the Authority’s Code of Practice should 
apply to regulated surrogacy organisations, including which additional or new areas of 
regulation should be applied. 

Paragraph 9.117 

 

Consultation Question 40. 
1.49 We provisionally propose that surrogacy agreements should remain unenforceable 

(subject to the exception we provisionally propose in Consultation Question 88 in relation 
to financial terms).  

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 9.129 

 

Consultation Question 41. 
1.50 We provisionally propose that there should be no prohibition against charging for 

negotiating, facilitating and advising on surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I strongly disagree with this proposal and the opening up of surrogacy in this country, because I 
consider it a violation of the human rights of both women and the child. The idea of organisations 
charging to facilitate it is utterly abhorrent and violates the spirit, if not the letter, of Article 6 of 
CEDAW, given the parallels between surrogacy and prostitution. Article 6 prohibits the 
exploitation of the prostitution of women – which includes deriving any form of benefit from 
women’s prostitution. 

Paragraph 9.135 

 

Consultation Question 42. 
1.51 We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy 

should be removed, with the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything 
that can lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
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I strongly disagree with removing the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy. 
Surrogacy is a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and enabling 
advertising sites (and other ‘service’ organisations) to financially benefit from it is abhorrent. 
 
At this time of increasing poverty and inequality, it would be unethical to promote the idea that 
being a ‘surrogate’ mother would be a solution to an impoverished woman’s financial problems. If 
this proposal is implemented, Facebook and Google are likely present surrogacy ads to female 
students and young women suggesting that becoming a ‘surrogate’ would provide the solution to 
their f inancial worries. The most disadvantaged young women would be the most vulnerable to 
this idea and it is doubtful it would ever truly be in her best interest. 
 
Just as we protect disadvantaged people from the temptation of selling their kidneys for money, 
we need to protect disadvantaged women from the temptation of renting their wombs. This 
means that advertising of surrogacy MUST remain banned. 

Paragraph 9.145 

 

Consultation Question 43. 
1.52 We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, where the making of a parental 

order in respect of a child born of a surrogacy arrangement has been recorded in the 
Parental Order Register, the child should be able to access his or her original birth 
certif icate at the age of 18. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 10.80 

 

Consultation Question 44. 
1.53 We provisionally propose that where children are born of surrogacy arrangements that 

result in the intended parents being recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full 
form of that certif icate should make clear that the birth was the result of a surrogacy 
arrangement. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended 
parents’ should be recorded as parents on the original birth certif icate. The birth mother should 
be recorded as the birth mother on the birth certificate and all decisions involving legal 
parenthood and parental responsibility should be taken after the birth by a court or other 
competent authority, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the 
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recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale 
and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
However, if the ‘intended parents’ are recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of 
the certif icate should make clear that the birth was the result of a surrogacy arrangement. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 10.85 

 

Consultation Question 45. 
1.54 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the birth registration system in England and 

Wales requires reform and, if so, which reforms they would like to see. 

I do not consider the birth registration system to be in need for reform. I am particularly opposed 
to changes to allow for the registration of three parents or for anyone other than the birth mother 
to be recorded as the mother on the original birth certif icate. Such proposals could lead to the 
facilitation of the sale of children and an erosion of mothers’ rights and a diluting of the 
understanding that the relationship between the birth mother and the child is unique. 

Paragraph 10.87 

 

Consultation Question 46. 
1.55 We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has 

been the subject of a parental order should be able to access all the documents contained 
in the court’s file for those parental order proceedings. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 10.89 

 

Consultation Question 47. 
1.56 We provisionally propose that a national register of surrogacy arrangements should be 

created to record the identity of the intended parents, the surrogate and the gamete 
donors. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
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1.57 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the register should be maintained by the Authority; 

(2) the register should record information for all surrogacy arrangements, whether in or 
outside the new pathway, provided that the information about who has contributed 
gametes for the conception of the child has been medically verif ied, and that the 
information should include: 

(a) identifying information about all the parties to the surrogacy arrangement, and 

(b) non-identifying information about those who have contributed gametes to the 
conception of the child; and 

(3) to facilitate the record of this information, the application form/petition for a parental 
order should record full information about a child’s genetic heritage where available 
and established by DNA or medical evidence, recording the use of an anonymous 
gamete donor if that applies. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy 
organisations. However, should surrogacy take place, it is important that the children have 
access to information about their origins and these proposals seem generally sound, except that 
the information held on gamete donors should also include identifying information – because 
otherwise it trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the right to know her or his 
genetic parentage. 

Paragraph 10.102 

 

Consultation Question 48. 
1.58 We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate 

and the intended parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy 
arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy arrangement. 

I agree but with the proviso that all the information should be identifying – because otherwise it 
trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the right to know her or his genetic 
parentage. 

Paragraph 10.104 
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Consultation Question 49. 
1.59 We provisionally propose that a child born of a surrogacy arrangement should be able to 

access the information recorded in the register from the age of 18 for identifying 
information, and 16 for non-identifying information (if such information is included on the 
register), provided that he or she has been given a suitable opportunity to receive 
counselling about the implications of compliance with this request. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
1.60 We invite consultees’ views as to whether a child under the age of 18 or 16 (depending on 

whether the information is identifying or non-identifying respectively) should be able to 
access the information in the register and, if so, in which circumstances: 

(1) where his or her legal parents have consented; 

(2) if he or she has received counselling and the counsellor judges that he or she is 
sufficiently mature to receive this information; and/or 

(3) in any other circumstances. 

I agree with (1) and (2) and believe there might be other circumstances where this is reasonable. 
Paragraph 10.110 

 

Consultation Question 50. 
1.61 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any provision for those born of 

a surrogacy arrangement to make a request for information to disclose whether a person 
whom he or she is intending to marry, or with whom he or she intends to enter into a civil 
partnership or intimate physical relationship, was carried by the same surrogate. 

YES, this should be possible. 
Paragraph 10.114 

 

Consultation Question 51. 
1.62 We provisionally propose that where two people are born to, and genetically related 

through, the same surrogate, they should be able to access the register to identify each 
other, if they both wish to do so. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
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1.63 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be provision to allow people born 

to the same surrogate – but who are not genetically related – to access the register to 
identify each other, if they both wish to do so. 

YES, I agree. 
Paragraph 10.121 

 

Consultation Question 52. 
1.64 We invite consultees’ views as to whether provision should be made to allow a person 

carried by a surrogate, and the surrogate’s own child, to access the register to identify 
each other, if they both wish to do so: 

(1) if they are genetically related through the surrogate; and/or 

(2) if they are not genetically related through the surrogate. 

YES to both (1) and (2) 
Paragraph 10.123 

 

Consultation Question 53. 
1.65 For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to 

whether details of an intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental 
order should be recorded in the register. 

The intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded 
in the register. 

Paragraph 10.128 
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Consultation Question 54. 
1.66 We provisionally propose that the six month time limits in sections 54 and 54A of the 

HFEA 2008 for making a parental order application should be abolished. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain 
circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child. 

Paragraph 11.20 

 

Consultation Question 55. 
1.67 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the current circumstances in which the consent of the surrogate (and any other legal 
parent) is not required, namely where a person cannot be found or is incapable of 
giving agreement, should continue to be available; 

NO  
 
I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child 
trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s wombs. An adoption order can be considered 
as an option when a parental order is not possible. 
 

(2) the court should have the power to dispense with the consent of the surrogate, and 
any other legal parent of the child, in the following circumstances: 

(a) where the child is living with the intended parents, with the consent of the 
surrogate and any other legal parent, or 

(b) following a determination by the court that the child should live with the 
intended parents; and 

(3) the court’s power to dispense with consent should be subject to the paramount 
consideration of the child’s welfare throughout his or her life guided by the factors 
set out in section 1 of the Adoption and Children Act 2002 and, in Scotland, in line 
with the section 14(3) of the Adoption and Children (Scotland) Act 2007. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
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I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child 
trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s wombs. An adoption order can be considered 
as an option when a parental order is not possible. 

Paragraph 11.58 

 

Consultation Question 56. 
1.68 We provisionally propose that, both for a parental order and in the new pathway, the 

intended parents or one of the intended parents must be domiciled or habitually resident in 
the UK, Channel Islands or Isle of Man. 

Do consultees agree?  

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The ‘intended parents’ should be 
domiciled (and not simply habitually resident) in the UK in order to avoid surrogacy tourism. 
 
1.69 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any additional conditions 

imposed on the test of habitual residence, for example, a qualifying period of habitual 
residence required to satisfy the test. 

I profoundly disagree with opening up parental orders to ‘intended parents’ who are habitual 
residents but not domiciled in the UK – because of the risk of surrogacy tourism. 

Paragraph 12.15 

 

Consultation Question 57. 
1.70 We invite consultees’ views on whether: 

(1) the qualifying categories of relationship in section 54(2) of the HFEA 2008 should be 
reformed and, if so, how; or 

(2) the requirement should be removed, subject to two persons who are within the 
prohibited degrees of relationship being prevented from applying. 

The qualifying categories of relationship should not be reformed or removed. 
Paragraph 12.29 
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Consultation Question 58. 
1.71 We provisionally propose that to use the new pathway, intended parents should be 

required to make a declaration in the surrogacy agreement that they intend for the child’s 
home to be with them. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.  

Paragraph 12.34 

 

Consultation Question 59. 
1.72 We provisionally propose that the new pathway –  

(1) should not impose a requirement that the intended parent, or one of the intended 
parents, provide gametes for the conception of the child, so that double donation of 
gametes is permitted, but 

(2) that double donation should only be permitted in cases of medical necessity, 
meaning that there is not an intended parent who is able to provide a gamete due to 
infertility. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic link should 
be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 
 
1.73 We invite consultees’ views as to whether double donation should be permitted under the 

parental order pathway (to the same extent that it may be permitted in the new pathway) in 
domestic surrogacy arrangements.  

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and all other proposals that are 
likely to result in an increase in surrogacy. I therefore do not believe that double donation should 
be permitted under the parental order pathway in domestic surrogacy arrangements.  
 
1.74 We provisionally propose that the requirement that the intended parent or one of the 

intended parents contribute gametes to the conception of the child in the parental order 
pathway should be retained in international surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
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Paragraph 12.64 

 

Consultation Question 60. 
1.75 We provisionally propose that if the requirement for a genetic link is retained for domestic 

cases outside the new pathway, the requirement should not apply, subject to medical 
necessity, if the court determines that the intended parents in good faith began the 
surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway but were required to apply for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I fundamentally disagree with proposals to introduce the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic 
link should be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 

Paragraph 12.71 

 

Consultation Question 61. 
1.76 We provisionally propose that if double donation is permitted only in cases of medical 

necessity, an exception should be made to allow a parental order to be granted to a single 
parent without a genetic link where the intended parent’s former partner provides gametes 
but the intended parents’ relationship breaks down before the grant of a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 

Paragraph 12.76 
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Consultation Question 62. 
1.77 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that a surrogacy 

arrangement has been used because of medical necessity: 

(1) for cases under the new pathway to parenthood; and/or 

(2) for cases where a post-birth parental order application is made. 

I oppose surrogacy and believe that it is a fundamental violation of women’s and children’s rights 
and that it should therefore be banned. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’  
 
1.78 We invite consultees’ views as to how a test of medical necessity for surrogacy, if it is 

introduced, should be defined and assessed. 

I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 
Paragraph 12.94 

 

Consultation Question 63. 
1.79 We provisionally propose that in order to use the new pathway to parenthood, information 

identifying the child’s genetic parents and the surrogate must be provided for entry on the 
national register of surrogacy agreements prior to registration of the child’s birth. 

Do consultees agree?  

OTHER 
 
I profoundly oppose the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. However, I support the requirement in 
any surrogacy arrangements for the recording of the identity of all genetic parents and the birth 
mother. 
 
1.80 We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be a condition for an application for a 

parental order that: 

(1) those who contributed gametes are entered on the national register of surrogacy 
agreements; and/or 

(2) if it remains a requirement that one of the intended parents provided gametes in the 
conception of the child, that the genetic link is demonstrated to the court with 
medical or DNA evidence. 

While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, I support this condition for a parental order 
in the circumstances described in both (1) and (2). 
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1.81 We provisionally propose that it should be a condition for the application of a parental 
order that the identity of the surrogate is entered on the national register of surrogacy 
agreements. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, if it happens, I support this provision. 

Paragraph 12.115 

 

Consultation Question 64. 
1.82 We provisionally propose that there should be no maximum age limit for the grant of a 

parental order. The age of the intended parents should continue to be taken into account 
in the assessment of the welfare of the child in applications to grant a parental order.  

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I am opposed to surrogacy and would like to see it banned, because it is a violation of both 
women’s and children’s human rights.  
 
Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society 
and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good health until the child reaches adulthood. 
Surrogacy is therefore particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. If surrogacy is 
to be opened up, a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is imperative. This will make it clear 
that society does not condone older people entering a surrogacy arrangement and will make it 
less likely that older people will go ahead with such an arrangement and present the court with a 
fait accompli. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement up to that age but not beyond. It is 
therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
 
1.83 We invite consultees’ views as to whether under the new pathway there should be a 

maximum age limit for intended parents, and if so, what it should be. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be 
allowed, there should be a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ and it should be 45. 
 
Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society 
and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good health until the child reaches adulthood. 
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I am opposed to surrogacy per se, because it is a violation of both women’s and children’s 
human rights. However, it is particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. I therefore 
consider that a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is important. This will make it clear that 
society does not consider it acceptable for older people to enter into a surrogacy arrangement 
and will make it less likely that they will. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement up to that age. It is therefore imperative 
that age limits are set very carefully.  
 
1.84 We provisionally propose that intended parents should be required to be at least 18 years 

old at the time that they enter into a surrogacy agreement under the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be 
allowed, there should be a minimum age for ‘intended parents’ and it should be much older than 
18. I suggest that 25 would be more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement at that age. It is therefore imperative that 
age limits are set very carefully. What kind of society would want 18-year olds to believe that it 
would be reasonable for them to become ‘parents’ through a surrogacy arrangement – before 
they have taken even their f irst steps into independence and adulthood? 

Paragraph 12.133 

 

Consultation Question 65. 
1.85 We provisionally propose that surrogates should be required to be at least 18 years of age 

(at the time of conception), in order for the court to have the power to make a parental 
order. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I am opposed to surrogacy per se and would like to see it banned, because I consider it a 
violation of both women’s and children’s human rights.  
 
At 18 a woman is barely out of childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish herself 
as an adult. This means that she is particularly vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There 
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should be a significantly older minimum age for entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I 
suggest that 25 years would be more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society 
sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy 
arrangement is a reasonable thing for them to be doing before they have taken even their f irst 
steps into independence and adulthood?  
 
1.86 We provisionally propose that surrogates should be required to be at least 18 years old at 

the time of entering into the surrogacy agreement within the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for a ‘new pathway’. At 18 a woman is barely out of 
childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish herself as an adult. This means that 
she is particularly vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There should be a significantly older 
minimum age for entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I suggest that 25 years would be 
more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society 
sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy 
arrangement is a reasonable thing for them to be doing before they have taken even their f irst 
steps into independence and adulthood?  

Paragraph 12.144 

 

Consultation Question 66. 
1.87 We provisionally propose that medical testing of the surrogate, any partner of the 

surrogate, and any intended parent providing gametes should be required for the new 
pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
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1.88 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the types of testing set out in the Code of 
Practice are feasible for traditional surrogacy arrangements outside a licensed clinic, and if 
not, which types of testing should be required for such arrangements. 

 
Paragraph 13.16 

 

Consultation Question 67. 
1.89 We provisionally propose that, as a condition of being eligible for entry into the new 

pathway: 

(1) the surrogate, her spouse, civil partner or partner (if any) and the intended parents 
intending to enter into a surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway should be 
required to attend counselling with regard to the implications of entering into that 
arrangement; and 

(2) the implications counselling should be provided by a counsellor who meets the 
requirements set out in the Code of Practice at paragraphs 2.14 to 2.15. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.44 

 

Consultation Question 68. 
1.90 We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that 

the surrogate and the intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect 
of the law and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is signed. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.65 
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Consultation Question 69. 
1.91 We provisionally propose that, as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway: 

(1) an enhanced criminal record certificate should be obtained for intended parents, 
surrogates and any spouses, civil partners or partners of surrogates;  

(2) the body overseeing the surrogate arrangement should not enable a surrogate 
arrangement to be proceed under the new pathway where a person screened is unsuitable 
for having being convicted of, or received a police caution for, any offence appearing on a 
prescribed list of offences; and  

(3) the body overseeing the surrogacy arrangement may also determine that a 
person is unsuitable based on the information provided in the enhanced record certificate.  

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
 
1.92 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the list of offences that applies in the case of 

adoption is appropriate in the case of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.73 

 

Consultation Question 70. 
1.93 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the 

surrogate has previously given birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway. 

OTHER 
 
I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. 
 
Society should not condone women who have never had a child of their own entering an 
arrangement to undergo pregnancy and childbirth for someone else. It is impossible to 
understand what pregnancy and childbirth are like and how they will change you until or unless 
you have had that experience yourself. 

Paragraph 13.95 
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Consultation Question 71. 
1.94 We provisionally propose that there should not be a maximum number of surrogate 

pregnancies that a woman can undertake as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. 
 
Society should not condone women undergoing multiple ‘surrogate’ pregnancies and childbirths. 
Even the Kennel Club recognises that female dogs should not be allowed to undertake more 
than four pregnancies. It is abhorrent that female dogs have better protections than women 
would have under this proposal. 

Paragraph 13.99 

 

Consultation Question 72. 
1.95 We invite consultees’ views as to whether payment of costs by the intended parents to the 

surrogate should be able to be: 

(1) based on an allowance;  

(2) based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, but without the need for 
production of receipts; or 

(3) based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, and only on production of 
receipts. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.16 
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Consultation Question 73. 
1.96 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate essential costs 
relating to the pregnancy; and 

(2) the types of expenditure which should be considered “essential”.   

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above the actual 
essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, 
and travel to medical appointments – backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.22 
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Consultation Question 74. 
1.97 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate 
additional costs relating to the pregnancy; and 

(2) the types of expenditure which should be considered additional, rather than 
essential.   

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above the actual 
essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, 
and travel to medical appointments – backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.26 

 

Consultation Question 75. 
1.98 We invite consultees’ views as to:  

(1) whether intended parents should be permitted to pay all costs that arise from 
entering into a surrogacy arrangement, and those unique to a surrogate pregnancy; 
and 

(2) the types of cost which should be included within this category. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
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Paragraph 15.29 

 

Consultation Question 76. 
1.99 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be 

able to pay their surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or 
self-employed). 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost 
earnings. 

Paragraph 15.37 

 

Consultation Question 77. 
1.100 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be 

able to pay their surrogate either or both of the following lost potential earnings: 

(1) her lost employment-related potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 15.35 
above); and/or 

(2) other lost potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 15.36 above). 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
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I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost 
earnings. 

Paragraph 15.38 

 

Consultation Question 78. 
1.101 We invite consultees to share their experiences:  

(1) of the impact that payments received by a surrogate from the intended parents has 
had on the surrogate’s entitlement to means-tested social welfare benefits; and 

(2) where a surrogacy arrangement has had an impact on the surrogate’s entitlement to 
means-tested social welfare benefits, how that has been addressed in their 
surrogacy arrangement. 

N/A 
Paragraph 15.47 
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Consultation Question 79. 
1.102 We invite consultees’ views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay 

compensation to the surrogate for the following: 

(1) pain and inconvenience arising from the pregnancy and childbirth; 

(2) medical treatments relating to the surrogacy, including payments for each 
insemination or embryo transfer; and/or 

(3)  specified complications, including hyperemesis gravidarum, pre-eclampsia, an 
ectopic pregnancy, miscarriage, termination, caesarean birth, excessive 
haemorrhaging, perineal tearing, removal of fallopian tubes or ovaries or a 
hysterectomy. 

It is absurd to propose that one could place a monetary value on the pain of adverse pregnancy 
outcomes. In putting a price tag on perineal tear for example, some mothers report little pain or 
symptoms, others have profound ongoing fear of vaginal penetration, which can result in very 
significant emotional and relationship diff iculties. Infection may complicate healing, and some 
women report long term sequelae from this, such as impaired wound healing.  
 
Haematology conditions should also be considered. Blood loss, for example due to placental 
haemorrhage can be very significant, and potentially result in emergency hysterectomy and 
blood transfusion to save the life of the mother. It is a fact that although blood is thoroughly 
screened in the UK there still remains the potential for blood borne illnesses to be transmitted, 
and the fact that some of these may not have been identif ied yet by researchers is also a real 
risk to a mother receiving transfusion. Persons who have had a blood transfusion are currently 
unable to donate blood themselves in the UK, due to the risk of (vCJD) transmission. This is an 
indication of the gravity of receiving blood products.  
 
No medical intervention is EVER risk free. Receiving multiple blood products in the context of 
Massive Transfusion Protocol (eg platelets, Fresh Frozen Plasma, cryoprecipitate) only heighten 
those risks.  
 
Conditions such as HELLP (Haemolysis, Elevated Liver enzymes, Low Platelets) can be fatal, 
and although the maternal mortality rate is low, it can have significant sequelae, including renal 
failure potentially requiring dialysis, placental abruption (potentially fatal for mother and baby) 
permanent liver damage and retinal detachment resulting in visual impairment.  
 
Each of these conditions have long term consequences for a woman, psychologically, physically 
and emotionally, and may also affect her ability to return to work or care for other children.  
 
Also, the late complications of childbirth have been disregarded. Late consequences of childbirth 
can include vaginal or rectal prolapse, urinary and faecal incontinence. Women who have had a 
C section may experience ongoing pain around the scar. Some sources quote this as affecting 
between 6 and 18 percent of women. These symptoms can be profoundly distressing, and may 
take years to present (conversely, may present immediately). 
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How could we ensure that women suffering these complications are compensated? They are 
multifactorial, and risk increases with instrumented delivery and parity. How would it be proposed 
to unpick the role of a surrogate pregnancy in causing these symptoms in relation to other risk 
factors, for example parity, smoking history, personal medical history? 
 
Psychiatric conditions are also absent from this list. Complications including depression and 
anxiety may be worsened by pregnancy. Other mental health conditions such as post natal 
depression and post partum psychosis can be fatal, and impact on a woman’s health for many 
years to come. I’m quite shocked that none of these conditions have been explicitly mentioned 
and it does make me wonder how the list of complications was created. I’d also like to know what 
level of haemorrhage would be considered “excessive”. 
 
The wording of the question “should” be able to pay compensation is not the same as being 
mandated to do so. This potentially creates a situation where some “luckier” women would 
receive compensation others would not. 
 
All of the above illustrates the risks of surrogacy and confirms my support for a total ban on 
surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.  
 
1.103 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other matters in respect of which 

intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate compensation. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.  
 
1.104 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the level of compensation payable should be: 

(1) a fixed fee set by the regulator (operating as a cap on the maximum payable), or  

(2) left to the parties to negotiate.   

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
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There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. 

Paragraph 15.53 

 

Consultation Question 80. 
1.105 We invite consultees views’ as to whether intended parents should be able to pay 

compensation to the surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the 
surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for the 
surrogate. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question illustrates the risks of surrogacy and why I oppose it.  

Paragraph 15.56 

 

Consultation Question 81. 
1.106 We invite consultees’ views as to whether:  

(1) intended parents should be able to buy gifts for the surrogate; and 

(2) if so, specific provision should be made for these gifts to be modest or reasonable in 
nature. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
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There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to give the birth mother gifts. 

Paragraph 15.60 

 

Consultation Question 82. 
1.107 We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be possible for the intended parents to 

agree to pay a woman for the service of undertaking a surrogacy. 

It should not be possible for the intended parents to agree to pay a woman for the service 
of undertaking a surrogacy 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her 
‘services’. 
 
1.108 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay 

a woman for the service of undertaking surrogacy, whether that the fee should be: 

(1) any sum agreed between the parties to the surrogacy; or 

(2) a fixed fee set by the regulator. 

Neither 
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I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her 
‘services’. 
 
1.109 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay 

a woman a fixed fee for the service of undertaking surrogacy, what, if any, other payments 
the law should permit, in addition to that f ixed fee: 

(1) no other payments; 

(2) essential costs relating to the pregnancy; 

(3) additional costs relating to the pregnancy; 

(4) lost earnings; 

(5) compensation for pain and inconvenience, medical treatment and complications, 
and the death of the surrogate; and/or 

(6) gifts. 

None of the above 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
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I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to make any type of fee or payment to 
the birth mother for her ‘services’. 

Paragraph 15.69 

 

Consultation Question 83. 
1.110 We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be possible for any payment the law 

permits the intended parents to pay the surrogate for her services to be reduced in the 
event of a miscarriage or termination of the pregnancy. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their 
‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of surrogacy. 
 

1.111 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if the law permits a fee payable to the surrogate 
to be able to be reduced in the event of a miscarriage or termination, whether such 
provision should apply: 

(1) in the first trimester of pregnancy only; 

(2) to any miscarriage or termination; or 

(3) some other period of time (please specify).   

None of the above 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
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I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their 
‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of surrogacy. 

Paragraph 15.72 

 

Consultation Question 84. 
1.112 We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to 

surrogates should be the same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to 
parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I am opposed to the ‘new pathway’ but consider that regardless of the surrogacy arrangement 
being used, the only payments that should ever be made are essential and basic expenses for 
which receipts are provided. 

Paragraph 15.74 

 

Consultation Question 85. 
1.113 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have 

not discussed which they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the 
surrogate. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
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There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.75 

 

Consultation Question 86. 
1.114 We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that 

intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.76 
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Consultation Question 87. 
1.115 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are specific methods of enforcing 

limitations that are placed on payments to surrogates that we should consider as part of 
our review: 

(1) for cases within the new pathway to parenthood; and  

(2) for cases where a parental order is made after the birth of the baby. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
The only payments that should be made are essential and basic expenses and for which receipts 
are provided. The judge or other competent authority should closely monitor all f inancial aspects 
of the arrangement (in line with the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations*) and refuse the 
parental order when payments have exceeded basic expenses. If it is not a judge overseeing the 
arrangements, the competent authority should be totally independent and not, for example, an 
agency (or ‘regulated surrogacy organisation’) that has been involved in the arrangements in any 
way. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 15.89 

 

Consultation Question 88. 
1.116 We provisionally propose that financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into under 

the new pathway to parenthood should be enforceable by the surrogate. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
 
1.117 We provisionally propose that if the financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into 

under the new pathway become enforceable, the ability to do so should not be dependent 
on the surrogate complying with any terms of the agreement relating to her lifestyle. 
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Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The idea that a ‘surrogacy 
agreement’ could place restrictions on the birth mother’s lifestyle is utterly abhorrent. 

Paragraph 15.99 

 

Consultation Question 89. 
1.118 We invite overseas surrogates (or bodies representing or advocating for surrogates) to 

share with us their experiences f international surrogacy arrangements. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.10 

 

Consultation Question 90. 
1.119 We invite organisations focused on children’s rights and welfare in the international 

context to share with us their views on our proposed reforms and consultation questions in 
this chapter. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.12 

 

Consultation Question 91. 
1.120 We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of their experience of applying to register 

a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement as a British citizen and 
obtaining a passport for the child. In particular, we would be interested to hear how long 
the application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have about 
causes of delays in the process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.52 
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Consultation Question 92. 
1.121 We provisionally propose that it should be possible for a file to be opened, and the 

application process for obtaining registration of a child born from an international 
surrogacy arrangement and obtaining a passport to begin, prior to the birth of the child. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a 
passport in international surrogacy arrangements appears to contradict the UN Special 
Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling and trafficking of 
children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly disagree with this 
proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.53 

 

Consultation Question 93. 
1.122 We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of 

applying for a visa for a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In 
particular, we would be interested to hear how long the application took after the birth of 
the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.68 

 

Consultation Question 94. 
1.123 We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process 

for applying for a visa in respect of a child born through an international surrogacy 
arrangement, before the child is born. The application will need to be completed after the 
birth of the child, and the issue of a passport in the child’s country of birth. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a 
passport before the child is born in international surrogacy arrangements appears to contradict 
the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling 
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and trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly 
disagree with this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

 

1.124 We provisionally propose that the current provision made for the grant of a visa outside of 
the Immigration Rules where the intended parents are not the legal parents of the child 
under nationality law should be brought within the Rules. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
1.125 We provisionally propose that:  

(1) the grant of a visa should not be dependent on the child breaking links with the 
surrogate; or  

(2) that this condition should be clarif ied to ensure that it does not prevent the child 
having contact, and an on-going relationship, with the surrogate. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
1.126 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current requirement for the grant of a visa 

outside the Rules that the intended parents must apply for a parental order within six 
months of the child’s birth should be removed (regardless of whether the availability of the 
visa is brought within the Rules), if our provisional proposal to remove the time limit on 
applications for parental orders is accepted. 

NO 
 
The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain 
circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child. 

Paragraph 16.69 

 

Consultation Question 95. 
1.127 We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process 

for applying for a EU Uniform Format Form in respect of a child born through an 
international surrogacy arrangement, before the child is born. The application will need to 
be completed after the birth of the child. 
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Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for an EU Uniform Format Form 
for the child before she or he is born in international surrogacy arrangements appears to 
contradict the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against 
the selling and trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I 
therefore strongly disagree with this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.76 

 

Consultation Question 96. 
1.128 We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of 

applying for a EU Uniform Format Form for a child born through an international 
surrogacy arrangement. In particular we would be interested to hear how long the 
application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of 
causes of delays in the process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.77 

 

Consultation Question 97. 
1.129 We provisionally propose that the UK Government should provide a single, 

comprehensive guide for intended parents explaining the nationality and immigration 
consequences of having a child through an international surrogacy arrangement.  

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I agree with such a guide, but would like to see it explaining the reasons why surrogacy is a 
violation of the human rights of women and children and all the other ways in which it is 
possible for people to enjoy children in their lives. 

Paragraph 16.82 
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Consultation Question 98. 
1.130 We provisionally propose that international surrogacy arrangements should not be 

eligible for the new pathway to parenthood. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 16.93 

 

Consultation Question 99. 
1.131 We provisionally propose that:  

1.132 the Secretary of State should have the power to provide that the intended parents of 
children born through international surrogacy arrangements, who are recognised as the 
legal parents of the child in the country of the child’s birth, should also be recognised as 
the child’s legal parents in the UK, without it being necessary for the intended parents to 
apply for a parental order, but 

1.133 before exercising the power, the Secretary of State should be required to be satisfied that 
the domestic law and practice in the country in question provides protection against the 
exploitation of surrogates, and for the welfare of the child, that is at least equivalent to 
that provided in UK law. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I do not see how this proposal for such a blanket power would align with the UN Special 
Rapporteur’s key recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the Protection of Children 
and Cooperation in respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. The latter requires the birth 
mother to have legal parenthood and parental responsibility when the child is born and that her 
consent to giving up the child must be given AFTER the child's birth and that the transfer of 
‘parenthood’ should be overseen by the courts or a competent authority on an individual case 
by case basis, with the best interests of the child being the paramount consideration. This is an 
important safeguard against the sale of children and for the protection of the birth mother and I 
believe it should apply equally to international surrogacy arrangements. I therefore strongly 
disagree with this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.94 

 



59 
 

Consultation Question 100. 
1.134 We invite consultees to tell us of their experience of surrogacy arrangements in the UK 

involving foreign intended parents. 

N/A 
 
1.135 We invite consultees’ views as to whether: 

(1) any restriction is necessary on the removal of a child from the UK for the purpose 
of the child becoming the subject of a parental order, or its equivalent, in another 
jurisdiction; and 

(2) if such a restriction is necessary, there should be a process allowing foreign 
intended parents to remove the child from the jurisdiction of the UK for this 
purpose and with the approval of the court and, if so, what form should that 
process take. 

Restrictions and checks MUST be in place to protect the child and the birth mother from 
trafficking and exploitation. The process should include the same checks as would be used in 
an international adoption. 

Paragraph 16.120 

 

Consultation Question 101. 
1.136 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current application of the law on statutory 

paternity leave, and statutory paternity pay, to the situation of the surrogate’s spouse, 
civil partner or partner requires reform. 

I do not believe this needs changing. 
Paragraph 17.18 

 

Consultation Question 102. 
1.137 We provisionally propose that provision for maternity allowance should be made in 

respect of intended parents, and that any such provision should be limited so that only 
one intended parent qualif ies.  

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
Paragraph 17.32 
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Consultation Question 103. 
1.138 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether there is a need for reform in respect of the right of intended parents to 
take time off work before the birth of the child, whether for the purpose of induced 
lactation, ante-natal appointments or any other reason; and  

(2) if reform is needed, suggestions on reform. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children.  

Paragraph 17.36 

 

Consultation Question 104. 
1.139 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the duty of employers to provide suitable 

facilities for any person at work who is a pregnant woman or nursing mother to rest under 
Regulation 25 of the Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations 1992 is 
sufficient to include intended parents in a surrogacy arrangement. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children. 

Paragraph 17.40 

 

Consultation Question 105. 
1.140 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are further issues in relation to 

employment rights and surrogacy arrangements and, if so, any suggestions for reform. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children 

Paragraph 17.43 

 

Consultation Question 106. 
1.141 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they believe any reforms in relation to 

surrogacy and succession law are required. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children 

Paragraph 17.56 
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Consultation Question 107. 
1.142 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any issues in how surrogacy 

arrangements are dealt with by the health services, and whether there are reforms to law 
or practice that consultees would like to see in this area. 

It is important that all health and care professionals are aware that surrogacy agreements are 
not legally binding and that ‘intended parents’ have no legal right to override the birth mother’s 
wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or medical and health care, including during 
pregnancy, labour and childbirth. Even if she has previously agreed to them sharing decisions 
and being informed on these matters, she can withdraw her consent at any time for any or no 
reason. All professionals involved in her care are duty-bound to comply with her wishes. 
 
All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being 
coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or more persons, including her spouse 
or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be 
present in so-called altruistic surrogacy arrangements. 
 
Surrogacy arrangements place additional and complicated pressures on healthcare staff and 
this could reduce the standard of impartial care given to birth mothers and new-borns – 
especially when the ‘intended parents’ are entitled, rich or of high status. This itself is a valid 
reason to be extremely cautious about making changes that will increase the numbers of 
surrogacy births. 
 
It is generally recognised that egg donation and IVF pregnancies carry additional health risks. 
As most surrogacy pregnancies involve IVF, any increase in surrogacy is likely to lead to 
additional pressure on the NHS.  
 
Adoption research suggests that the separation of the new-born and the birth mother has long-
term negative effects on the well-being of both of them. This is likely to be the same for birth 
mothers and babies in surrogacy arrangements and so can be expected to place additional 
long-term pressures on the NHS and society as a whole. This has not been considered and 
there are no questions about this. 
 
An increase in surrogacy will require an increase in egg donation, which is a risky procedure 
that can have a long-term negative impact on the woman’s health, including premature death. 
Ethical issues abound. Young women might be coerced by financial pressures to donate eggs 
when this isn’t in their best interests and there are worries about eugenics – where egg donors 
are selected on the basis of blonde hair, blue eyes and stereotypical measures of 
‘attractiveness’ for example. 
 
The law commissioners do not appear to have considered the likely impact of any of these 
issues. There is no question about people’s thoughts about the NHS picking up the tab for the 
extra costs involved in surrogacy and whether this affects their opinions on surrogacy itself. 
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There appears to have been no evaluation of the size of the additional costs to the NHS and 
society. 
 
At a time when the NHS is under severe strain, and life changing therapies (for cancer, cystic 
fibrosis etc) are not funded due to financial constraints it is a slap in the face to provide money 
for prospective parents to indulge their parenting fantasies while denying patients access to 
drugs which are standard of care in other counties. 
 
1.143 We invite consultees’ views as to any additions or revisions that they would like to see 

made to the guidance published by the Department for Health and Social Care for 
England and Wales. 

The guidance should be revised to clarify that surrogacy agreements are not legally binding and 
that the birth mother has the right to change her mind at any time, for any or no reason. 
Healthcare professionals must accept that her wishes are paramount and that the ‘intended 
parents’ have no legal right to override her wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or 
medical and health care, including during pregnancy, labour, childbirth and the postpartum 
period. 
 
All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being 
coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or more persons, including her spouse 
or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be 
present in so-called altruistic surrogacy arrangements. 
 
The guidance should make it clear that healthcare professionals should be even more alert 
than normal to the possibility that she is being coerced and to ensure that they can speak to her 
alone, including during labour, and that if she changes her mind about who is present in 
consultations, and the labour ward/delivery suite, they must respect her wishes. 
 
1.144 We invite consultees’ views as to how midwifery practice may better accommodate 

surrogacy arrangements, in particular with regard to safeguarding issues. 

It is important that midwifery practice always prioritises the wishes of the birth mother and the 
wellbeing of herself and the child. 

Paragraph 17.76 

 

Consultation Question 108. 
1.145 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other legal issues in relation to 

surrogacy, not covered in this Consultation Paper, that merit examination. 

It is of considerable concern that the law commissioners appear to have given no consideration 
to the significant risk that women will be coerced into agreeing to participate in surrogacy 
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arrangements for someone else’s benefit. This can be true in ‘altruistic’ surrogacy but is even 
more likely if substantial payments are involved. 
 
It is well-known that women and girls are groomed and/or coerced into prostitution by partners 
and ‘boyfriends’ who act as their pimp and take all or much of their earnings. This is a major 
route by which many women enter prostitution and is a major factor in preventing their exit. 
There is no reason to expect that the same dynamics will not occur in relation to surrogacy if it 
is opened up and provides opportunities to make significant amounts of money. 
 
If the law commissioners’ proposals are enacted, there must therefore also be legislation that 
prohibits coercing a woman into a surrogacy arrangement. This should be a criminal offence 
and carry a hefty penalty – in recognition that it is a human rights violation and so that it acts as 
a deterrent. That such a law would be diff icult to enforce just adds to the arguments for why 
paid surrogacy is a bad idea – and especially for women. 
 
It would be far better to simply ban all surrogacy arrangements – or at the very least any 
payments beyond basic and essential expenses backed by receipts and overseen by a judge. 

Paragraph 17.80 

 

Consultation Question 109. 
1.146 We invite consultees who are intended parents, live in the UK, and have entered into a 

surrogacy arrangement that led to the birth of a child to tell us: 

(1) when the child was born; 

(2) whether the arrangement was domestic or international and, if international, in 
which country the arrangement took place; 

(3) whether the arrangement led to the making of a parental order in the UK; and 

(4) whether they are a: 

(a) opposite-sex couple; 

(b) male same-sex couple; 

(c) female same-sex couple; 

(d) single woman; or 

(e) single man. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.2 
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Consultation Question 110. 
1.147 We invite consultees who have experience of applying for a parental order in the UK to 

tell us: 

(1) whether the surrogacy arrangement was domestic or international; 

(2) whether they had legal advice before the making of the parental order; 

(3) whether they were represented by a lawyer in court; and 

(4) the cost of any legal advice or representation. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.4 

 

Consultation Question 111. 
1.148 We invite consultees’ views as to the impact (social, emotional, f inancial or otherwise) of 

the current law where the intended parents are not the legal parents from birth of the 
child born of the surrogacy arrangement. 

Paragraph 18.6 

 

Consultation Question 112. 
1.149 We invite consultees to tell us what they have paid for, or to provide evidence about the 

cost of: 

(1) medical screening; and 

(2) implications counselling 

(where possible separating out the cost of such screening, tests or implications 
counselling from any other costs involved with fertility treatment). 

N/A 
 
1.150 We invite legal consultees, who advise on surrogacy and parental order proceedings, to 

provide evidence of what they would charge: 

(1) to provide advice sufficient to meet the proposed requirement for independent 
legal advice discussed in Chapter 13; and 
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(2) to draft, advise on and negotiate the written surrogacy agreement required for the 
new pathway. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.8 

 

Consultation Question 113. 
1.151 We invite consultees to tell us of the impact of: 

(1) the current requirement of a genetic link; and 

(2) any removal of this requirement in cases of medical necessity: 

(a) in the new pathway; 

(b) in the parental order route for domestic surrogacy arrangements; or 

(c) in both situations. 

 
Paragraph 18.11 

 

Consultation Question 114. 
1.152 We invite consultees who consider that they might be able to fulf il the role of the 

independent professional discussed in Chapter 9 to tell us: 

(1) their profession; and  

(2) what they would charge to provide such a service. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.13 

 

Consultation Question 115. 
1.153 We invite consultees who are intended parents to give us their views on the impact of our 

proposals for reform on their ability to enter into surrogacy arrangements and, in 
particular: 

(1) if particular proposals will increase accessibility, and why; and 
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(2) if particular proposals will restrict accessibility, and why. 

N/A 
1.154 We invite consultees who are surrogates to give us their views on the impact of our 

proposals for reform on their ability to enter into surrogacy arrangements and, in 
particular: 

(1) if particular proposals will increase accessibility, and why; and 

(2) if particular proposals will restrict accessibility, and why. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.15 

 

Consultation Question 116. 
1.155 We ask consultees who are intended parents to tell us: 

(1) whether the surrogacy arrangement was domestic or international; 

(2) what they spent, in total, on the surrogacy arrangement(s) that led to the birth of 
their child(ren), including the cost of fertility treatment, payments to the surrogate 
and payments to any surrogacy agency or organisation; 

(3) how they raised the funds for the surrogacy arrangement(s); 

(4) what they spent on any fertility treatment prior to entering into a surrogacy 
arrangement (where that treatment did not lead to the birth of a child); and 

(5) how they raised the funds for the fertility treatment. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.18 

 

Consultation Question 117. 
1.156 We invite consultees’ views as to the specific impact of our proposals in Northern Ireland. 

 
Paragraph 18.20 
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Consultation Question 118. 
1.157 We invite consultees’ views as to any other impact that we have not specifically 

addressed in this chapter, or the preceding chapters, of this paper. 

It seems that before the law commissioners designed this consultation, they had already 
decided that surrogacy is a positive thing and so legislation should enable it. This may be 
explained by a limited ‘pre-consultation’ mainly focusing on people who already had a vested 
interest in surrogacy – ‘intended parents,’ women who claim to have had a positive experience 
of surrogacy, and lawyers and other organisations who stand to make money from commercial 
surrogacy if it is given the green light. 
 
It seems that the law commissioners did not consider women as a group to be key stakeholders 
in this endeavour. This is a major error, because just as all women are affected by the 
institution of prostitution, so all women will be affected by any opening up of commercial 
surrogacy in this country. 
 
It could even be argued that one of the key drivers of commercial surrogacy is a desire by men 
to break the legal and cultural recognition of the unique bond between birth mother and child – 
and indeed the proposals to make the ‘intended parents’ the legal parents from the moment of 
birth are a major step in this direction, and are likely to have a significant impact down the line – 
potentially affecting the status of all women.  
 
Paid surrogacy opens up enormous potential for abuse and risks spouses, partners and other 
family members coercing a woman into engaging in commercial surrogacy for their (and not 
her) f inancial benefit. This will be a potential risk for thousands of women, which appears to 
have been completely overlooked by the law commissioners. 
 
UK and Scottish Law Commissions are obliged to comply with the Public Sector Equality Duty 
(PSED) when carrying out public functions, such as this consultation. There doesn’t appear to 
be any evidence they have done so, because they have not provided their equality 
considerations and impact assessments. As surrogacy has a very different impact on women 
and children than on adult males, we believe the law commissioners are in breach of equality 
legislation. 
 
The Equality and Human Rights Commission describes the obligations under the PSED to have 
due regard to the need to: 
 

• Eliminate unlawful discrimination, harassment and victimisation and other conduct 
prohibited by the Act. 

• Advance equality of opportunity between people who share a protected characteristic 
and those who do not. 

• Foster good relations between people who share a protected characteristic and those 
who do not. 
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There are many ways in which opening up surrogacy in the UK is likely to worsen women’s 
position relative to men’s, and the relationship between the sexes. Any loosening of the laws 
around surrogacy could therefore be considered discriminatory. Surrogacy is also likely to have 
an impact on the relations between the different generations. Imagine the rage that young 
people may feel when they discover that their ‘parents’ not only bought them but took 
advantage of their birth mothers. 
 
It is of major concern that the law commissioners’ ethical arguments hinge on ideas that are not 
based on any recognised human rights instruments – such as the idea that ‘procreative liberty’ 
confers some kind of human right to surrogacy and the idea that a woman has a human right to 
be a ‘surrogate.’ These arguments do not hold up to scrutiny and have been clearly rejected by 
the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
It is shocking that the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ violate many of the recommendations of 
the UN Special Rapporteur that are designed to guard against the sale of children and the 
exploitation of birth mothers, including: 
 
 The birth mother must be accorded the status of legal mother at birth, and must be under no 

contractual or legal obligation to participate in the legal or physical transfer of the child. 
 All payments to the birth mother must be made before the legal and physical transfer of the 

child and must be non-reimbursable – even if she decides not to relinquish the child. 
 The birth mother’s choice to transfer the child “must be a gratuitous act, based on her own 

post-birth intentions, rather than on any legal or contractual obligation.” 
 Pre-conception checks, while encouraged, cannot take the place of appropriate welfare 

checks after the birth of the child. 
 Decisions about parentage and parental responsibility must be made by a court or other 

competent authority on an individual basis after the birth with the best interests of the child 
being paramount. 

 
The consultation is confusing and it does not conform to the government’s consultation 
guidelines. There are too many questions, they are too detailed and do not ask the important 
high-level questions – such as whether you think surrogacy can ever be ethical, etc.  
 
For all these reasons, the law commissioners should go back to the drawing board and start 
again from the position of women’s and children’s human rights. If it is found that there is no 
way to liberalise surrogacy law that is compliant with obligations under international treaties 
such as CEDAW and the UNCRC and its first optional protocol, then the law must not be 
liberalised.  
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 
 

Paragraph 18.22 
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About you

1  What is your name?

Name:

2  If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a university), what is the name of your organisation?

Enter the name of your organisation:

3  Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your organisation?

This is a personal response

If other, please provide details:

4  If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best describes you?

5  What is your email address?

Email address:

6  What is your telephone number?

Telephone number:

7  If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be treated as confidential, please explain to us why you
regard the information as confidential. As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your explanation but cannot give an
assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances.

Please explain why you wish the information that you will provide to us to be treated as confidential:

Chapter 6: The parental order procedure

8  Consultation Question 1:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

International surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale, abuse and trafficking of children and the exploitation of birth mothers. These are
human rights issues of the utmost seriousness and so the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. For this reason these
cases should continue to be heard by a judge of the High Court.

Please provide your views below:

9  Consultation Question 2:

Please provide your views below:

All surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights
issues of the utmost seriousness and so the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. For this reason these cases should
NOT be heard by a lay judge but rather by a senior judge, e.g. ticketed to circuit judges or higher.

10  Consultation Question 3: We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the current allocation
rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation Questions 1 and 2.

Please provide your views below:

11  Consultation Question 4:

No



Please provide your views below:

The UN Special Rapporteur recommends* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be
taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration. Nothing about the
transfer of parental responsibility should be automatic and all options should be open.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

12  Consultation Question 5: We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the Family Procedure Rules 2010
should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise.
Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

13  Consultation Question 6:

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 8: Legal Parenthood: Proposals for Reform - A New Pathway

14  Consultation Question 7:

No

Please provide your views below:

I vehemently disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s key recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the Protection
of Children and Cooperation in respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. These require the birth mother to have legal parenthood and parental
responsibility when the child is born and that her consent to giving up the child must be freely given AFTER the child's birth. I believe that this important
safeguard against the sale of children and the exploitation of birth mothers should apply equally to surrogacy arrangements, in both an international and
a domestic context.

This proposal would set a very dangerous precedent for all women, all mothers, all children and all of the implications need to be fully understood. There
is no evidence in the consultation paper that the law commissioners have considered these more general implications fully, if at all.

I understand that the proposal to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ legal parenthood at birth is based on (or justified by) in part at least the
wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the consultation. I do not agree that these claimed wishes alone justify measures that contravene
the recommendations of the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to reduce the risk of the sale and
trafficking of children and to protect birth mothers.

Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to encourage or condone a system that would require women to deliberately
conceive and subsequently give birth with the expectation that they would have little or no legal responsibility for the child. The rights of the child must
be prioritised regardless whether that is what some ‘surrogate’ mothers say they want or not.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

15  Consultation Question 8:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy organisations.

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

16  Consultation Question 9: We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes should apply to
traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated surrogacy organisation is involved.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations, because they would inevitably lead to a normalising of surrogacy and an
increase in its prevalence.



17  Consultation Question 10: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a traditional, domestic
surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from entering into the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway.

18  Consultation Question 11:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposal that the ‘intended parents’ should automatically acquire legal parenthood at birth and that the birth mother has
only a limited time to object. This contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations,* including that the birth mother is the legal parent at birth
and that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements are taken by a court or other competent authority
AFTER the birth, with the child’s best interests being the paramount consideration.

The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6
weeks after childbirth are recognised as the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy human life. In a
normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering
from major abdominal surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered decision of such huge and
life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is
received before the expiry of the deadline.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

19  Consultation Question 12:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly with the ‘intended parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth
unless the birth mother objects.

The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent
change of legal parenthood and parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth and with the child’s best
interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.*

The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6
weeks after childbirth are recognised as the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy human life. In a
normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering
from major abdominal surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered decision of such huge and
life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is
received before the expiry of the deadline.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

20  Consultation Question 13:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth
unless the birth mother objects.

The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent
change of legal parenthood and parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth and with the child’s best
interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.*

The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6
weeks after childbirth are recognised as the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy human life. In a
normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering
from major abdominal surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered decision of such huge and
life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is
received before the expiry of the deadline.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx



21  Consultation Question 14:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendation* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and
parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth and that the child’s best
interests are the paramount consideration. A welfare assessment is an absolute requirement if an informed decision is to be made about the child’s best
interest. Therefore a welfare assessment MUST be made after the child’s birth.

The pre-conception assessment would typically have been carried out more than a year before the birth of the child. Much can change in that time.

The justification that a welfare assessment after the birth of the child is not necessary because parents of children born through the normal process are
not subject to such checks does not hold. Pregnancy, birth and the post-partum changes are intense physical and existential experiences that change you
and prime you to love and be sensitive to the new-born child and rise to the challenge of the enormous task of raising him or her to adulthood. For
obvious reasons ‘intended parents’ do not have this advantage.

In addition, pregnancy and childbirth are a huge investment of the birth mother’s physical, physiological and emotional resources, which means she has
already made a huge and unquantifiable, nearly year-long, commitment to the child. This means her practical and emotional commitment to the child is
already well-developed, giving her the best chance of surmounting all the difficulties that will inevitably arise over the course of the child’s childhood and
adolescence.

The ‘intended parents’ have had no similar experience. The investment of financial resources does not in any way prepare you for the practical reality of
caring for a new-born child and the long road of nurturing and shepherding him or her to adulthood.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

22  Consultation Question 15:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the ‘new pathway.’

There is a very real risk that spouses and partners will coerce women into being a ‘surrogate’ for financial gain. This risk is likely to increase if he or she
does not have legal parenthood or parental responsibility for any children born of the arrangement. This is enough reason to reject this proposal.

However, it also represents a significant change in legal parenthood rules and would therefore have an implication for all children, all families because it
would set a precedent. It should not be introduced without a full assessment of all the implications, including on the rights of mothers and children. There
is no evidence that the law commissioners have carried out any such assessment.

Yes

Please share your views below:

The normal legal parenthood rules should apply. This will reduce the risk of spouses and partners coercing women into surrogacy for financial gain.

23  Consultation Question 16:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth
unless the birth mother objects. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should not change if the child is stillborn.

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the birth parents in this situation. The birth mother should always be the legal
parent of the child at birth and this should not change if the child is stillborn and the registration should accurately reflect this.

24  Consultation Question 17: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, where the child dies
before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents
before the expiry of the period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a declaration to the
effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the birth.Do consultees agree?

No



Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in this situation. The birth mother should always be the legal
parent of the child at birth and if the child dies before the parental order, the registration of birth should accurately reflect that the birth mother was the
legal parent.

25  Consultation Question 18: For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether, where the surrogate
dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during which she can exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the
new pathway and the intended parents should be required to make an application for a parental order.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

26  Consultation Question 19:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with the deceased ‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in
this situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and the registration of birth should accurately reflect this.

Please provide your views below:

The intended parents should NOT be registered as the child’s parents if they are already deceased – so option (2) is preferable.

27  Consultation Question 20:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

28  Consultation Question 21: We invite consultees’ views as to: (1) a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases;
and (2) how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this model.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly oppose a three-parent model of legal parenthood, even if it is temporary. The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth and all
decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority
AFTER the birth of the child with the best interests of the child being the paramount consideration, as recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.*

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

29  Consultation Question 22:

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should be the legal parent and have parental responsibility at birth and
all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority
AFTER the birth of the child based on the best interests of the child, as recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.*

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

30  Consultation Question 23:

Please provide your views below:

The child’s best interests should drive all decisions about the child in the event of a dispute about a surrogacy arrangement. The welfare checklist
provides a comprehensive summary of the issues to be considered and is adequate as it is, and conforms to the UN Special Rapporteur’s
recommendation* that the child’s best interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not believe any other factors should be added.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

31  Consultation Question 24:

Please provide your views below:

The child’s best interests should drive all decisions when considering whether to make a parental order. The welfare checklist provides a comprehensive 
summary of the issues to be considered and is adequate as it is, and it conforms to UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendation* that the child’s best 
interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not believe any other factors should be added.



 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

32  Consultation Question 25: We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be amended to add the
intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section 8 order without leave.

Please provide your views below:

There are real risks of the sale and trafficking of children and of exploitation of the birth mother and her reproductive capacities in all surrogacy
arrangements. The court should therefore always have oversight of the arrangements. I am also concerned that there should be no liberalisation of the
law on surrogacy because of the potential human rights abuses involved. I do not believe that ‘intended parents’ should be added to the list of those who
can apply for a section 8 order without leave.

33  Consultation Question 26:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with this proposal. The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental
responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, as recommended by the
UN Special Rapporteur* in order to reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities.

I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility is based on (or justified by) the wishes expressed by
some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify measures that contravene recommendations of the UN Special
Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children.

Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system that would require women to give birth with the
expectation that they would have no legal responsibility for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must be prioritised
regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

34  Consultation Question 27:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended parents’ should acquire parentage or parental
responsibility automatically. The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility
in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, with the child’s best interest the
paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of
children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities.

I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility is based on (or justified by) the wishes expressed by
some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify a measure that contravenes recommendations of the UN Special
Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children.

Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system that would require women to give birth with the
expectation that they would have no responsibility for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must be prioritised
regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

35  Consultation Question 28: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the surrogate should retain
parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right
to object, assuming that she does not exercise her right to object.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I agree that the birth mother should have parental responsibility for the child but NOT that the ‘intended parents’ should get automatic legal parenthood 
and parental responsibility. 
 
All decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority 
AFTER the birth of the child, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and 
has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their women’s reproductive capacities. 



* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

36  Consultation Question 29:

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should have legal parenthood and parental responsibility at and after
the birth and all subsequent decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility should be taken by a court or other competent authority,
with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the
risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

Chapter 9: The Regulation of Surrogacy Arrangements

37  Consultation Question 30: We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the scope of the new
pathway.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

38  Consultation Question 31: We invite the views of independent surrogates, and intended parents who have used independent surrogacy
arrangements, to tell us about their experience. In particular, we would be interested to hear about any health screening, counselling and
legal advice that took place.

Please provide your views below:

39  Consultation Question 32:

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first
optional protocol.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first
optional protocol.

40  Consultation Question 33:

No

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its
prevalence. I consider surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

Other

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its
prevalence. I consider surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

Other

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its
prevalence. I consider surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

41  Consultation Question 34:

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its
prevalence. I consider surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.



Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its
prevalence. I consider surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its
prevalence. I consider surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

42  Consultation Question 35: We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit making bodies. Do
consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human
rights of both women and children, and would drive an increase in surrogacy. Even if surrogacy organisations are non-profit making, they will inevitably
be driven by commercial imperatives (for example, to cover costs, salaries, etc.) and will need to continuously seek new business and to convince or
coerce more women to act as ‘surrogates.’

Deriving income from surrogacy is abhorrent and, given the parallels between surrogacy and prostitution, is a potential violation of Article 6 of CEDAW,
which prohibits third-parties profiting or otherwise benefiting from the prostitution of women.

43  Consultation Question 36: We invite consultees’ views as to what should be included in the definition of matching and facilitation services.

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with organisations being able to provide matching and facilitation services, because that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy,
which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

44  Consultation Question 37: We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer matching and
facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated surrogacy organisations or any other organisations being able to
provide matching and facilitation services for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I consider a
violation of the human rights of both women and children.

45  Consultation Question 37: We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer
matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated surrogacy organisations or any other organisations being able to
provide matching and facilitation services for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I consider a
violation of the human rights of both women and children.

46  Consultation Question 38: We invite consultees’ views as to the sanctions that should be available against organisations that offer
matching and facilitation services without being regulated to do so, and whether these should be criminal, civil or regulatory.

Please provide your views below:

I do not accept that matching and facilitation services should be allowed – regardless who they are provided by – because they would inevitably lead to an
increase in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. Offering such services should be a criminal offence.

47  Consultation Question 39: We provisionally propose that the remit of the Human Fertilisation and Embryology Authority be expanded to
include the regulation of regulated surrogacy organisations, and oversight of compliance with the proposed legal requirements for the new
pathway to legal parenthood. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human
rights of both women and children, and would drive an increase in surrogacy.



Please provide your views below:

48  Consultation Question 40: We provisionally propose that surrogacy agreements should remain unenforceable (subject to the exception we
provisionally propose in Consultation Question 88 in relation to financial terms). Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

49  Consultation Question 41: We provisionally propose that there should be no prohibition against charging for negotiating, facilitating and
advising on surrogacy arrangements. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

I VEHEMENTLY disagree with this proposal and the opening up of surrogacy in this country, because I consider it a violation of the human rights of both
women and the child. The idea of organisations charging to facilitate it is utterly abhorrent and violates the spirit, if not the letter, of Article 6 of CEDAW,
given the parallels between surrogacy and prostitution. Article 6 prohibits the exploitation of the prostitution of women – which includes deriving any
form of benefit from women’s prostitution.

50  Consultation Question 42: We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy should be removed, with
the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything that can lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. Do
consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

I VEHEMENTLY disagree with removing the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy. Surrogacy is a violation of the human rights of both women
and children, and enabling advertising sites (and other ‘service’ organisations) to financially benefit from it is abhorrent.

At this time of increasing poverty and inequality, it would be unethical to promote the idea that being a ‘surrogate’ mother would be a solution to an
impoverished woman’s financial problems. If this proposal is implemented, Facebook and Google are likely present surrogacy ads to female students and
young women suggesting that becoming a ‘surrogate’ would provide the solution to their financial worries. The most disadvantaged young women would
be the most vulnerable to this idea and it is doubtful it would ever truly be in her best interest.

Just as we protect disadvantaged people from the temptation of selling their kidneys for money, we need to protect disadvantaged women from the
temptation of renting their wombs. This means that advertising of surrogacy MUST remain banned.

Chapter 10: Children's Access to Information About Surrogacy Arrangements

51  Consultation Question 43: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, where the making of a parental order in respect of a child
born of a surrogacy arrangement has been recorded in the Parental Order Register, the child should be able to access his or her original birth
certificate at the age of 18. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

52  Consultation Question 44: We provisionally propose that where children are born of surrogacy arrangements that result in the intended
parents being recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of that certificate should make clear that the birth was the result of a
surrogacy arrangement. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended parents’ should be recorded as parents on the original
birth certificate. The birth mother should be recorded as the birth mother on the birth certificate and all decisions involving legal parenthood and
parental responsibility should be taken after the birth by a court or other competent authority, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration.
This is the recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation
of women and their reproductive capacities.

However, if the ‘intended parents’ are recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of the certificate should make clear that the birth was the
result of a surrogacy arrangement.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx



53  Consultation Question 45: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the birth registration system in England and Wales requires reform
and, if so, which reforms they would like to see.

Please provide your views below:

I do not consider the birth registration system to be in need for reform. I am particularly opposed to changes to allow for the registration of three parents
or for anyone other than the birth mother to be recorded as the mother on the original birth certificate. Such proposals could lead to the facilitation of
the sale of children and an erosion of mothers’ rights and a diluting of the understanding that the relationship between the birth mother and the child is
unique.

54  Consultation Question 46: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has been the subject of a
parental order should be able to access all the documents contained in the court’s file for those parental order proceedings.Do consultees
agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

55  Consultation Question 47:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy organisations. However, should surrogacy take place, it is
important that the children have access to information about their origins and these proposals seem generally sound, except that the information held
on gamete donors should also include identifying information – because otherwise it trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the right to
know her or his genetic parentage.

56  Consultation Question 48: We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate and the intended
parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy
arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

I agree but with the proviso that all the information should be identifying – because otherwise it trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the
right to know her or his genetic parentage.

57  Consultation Question 49:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

I agree with (1) and (2) and believe there might be other circumstances where this is reasonable.

58  Consultation Question 50: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any provision for those born of a surrogacy
arrangement to make a request for information to disclose whether a person whom he or she is intending to marry, or with whom he or she
intends to enter into a civil partnership or intimate physical relationship, was carried by the same surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

YES, this should be possible.

59  Consultation Question 51:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

YES, I agree.

60  Consultation Question 52:



Please provide your views below:

YES

Please provide your views below:

YES

61  Consultation Question 53: For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether details of an
intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded in the register.

Please provide your views below:

The intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded in the register.

Chapter 11: Eligibility Criteria for a Parental Order

62  Consultation Question 54: We provisionally propose that the six month time limits in sections 54 and 54A of the HFEA 2008 for making a
parental order application should be abolished. Do consultees agree?

Please provide your views below:

NO

The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child.

63  Consultation Question 55:

No

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s
wombs. An adoption order can be considered as an option when a parental order is not possible.

No

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s
wombs. An adoption order can be considered as an option when a parental order is not possible.

Chapter 12: Eligibility Criteria for Both a Parental Order and for the New Pathway

64  Consultation Question 56:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The ‘intended parents’ should be domiciled (and not simply habitually resident) in the UK
in order to avoid surrogacy tourism.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with opening up parental orders to ‘intended parents’ who are habitual residents but not domiciled in the UK – because of the risk
of surrogacy tourism.

65  Consultation Question 57:

Please provide your views below:

The qualifying categories of relationship should not be reformed or removed.

66  Consultation Question 58: We provisionally propose that to use the new pathway, intended parents should be required to make a
declaration in the surrogacy agreement that they intend for the child’s home to be with them. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.



67  Consultation Question 59:

No

Please provide views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic link should be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical
necessity.’ The use of another living woman's internal organs (at likely detriment to her health and possible risk to her life) is NEVER a medical necessity in
order to produce a child for another person. There is NEVER a medical necessity for any person to become a parent.

Please provide views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and all other proposals that are likely to result in an increase in surrogacy. I therefore do
not believe that double donation should be permitted under the parental order pathway in domestic surrogacy arrangements.

Yes

Please provide views below:

68  Consultation Question 60: We provisionally propose that if the requirement for a genetic link is retained for domestic cases outside the
new pathway, the requirement should not apply, subject to medical necessity, if the court determines that the intended parents in good faith
began the surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway but were required to apply for a parental order. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

I fundamentally disagree with proposals to introduce the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic link should be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a
‘medical necessity.’ The use of another living woman's internal organs (at likely detriment to her health and possible risk to her life) is NEVER a medical
necessity in order to produce a child for another person. There is NEVER a medical necessity for any person to become a parent.

69  Consultation Question 61: We provisionally propose that if double donation is permitted only in cases of medical necessity, an exception
should be made to allow a parental order to be granted to a single parent without a genetic link where the intended parent’s former partner
provides gametes but the intended parents’ relationship breaks down before the grant of a parental order. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide views below:

I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ The use of another living woman's internal organs (at likely detriment to her health and possible risk
to her life) is NEVER a medical necessity in order to produce a child for another person. There is NEVER a medical necessity for any person to become a
parent.

70  Consultation Question 62:

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy and believe that it is a fundamental violation of women’s and children’s rights and that it should therefore be banned. I dispute that
surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ The use of another living woman's internal organs (at likely detriment to her health and possible risk to her life) is
NEVER a medical necessity in order to produce a child for another person. There is NEVER a medical necessity for any person to become a parent.

Please provide your views below:

I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ The use of another living woman's internal organs (at likely detriment to her health and possible risk
to her life) is NEVER a medical necessity in order to produce a child for another person. There is NEVER a medical necessity for any person to become a
parent.

71  Consultation Question 63:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly oppose the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. However, I support the requirement in any surrogacy arrangements for the recording of the
identity of all genetic parents and the birth mother.

Please provide your views below:

While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, I support this condition for a parental order in the circumstances described in both (1) and (2).

Yes



Please provide your views below:

While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, if it happens, I support this provision.

72  Consultation Question 64:

No

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to surrogacy and would like to see it banned, because it is a violation of both women’s and children’s human rights.

Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good
health until the child reaches adulthood. Surrogacy is therefore particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. If surrogacy is to be opened up,
a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is imperative. This will make it clear that society does not condone older people entering a surrogacy
arrangement and will make it less likely that older people will go ahead with such an arrangement and present the court with a fait accompli.

Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement
up to that age but not beyond. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be allowed, there should be a maximum age limit for ‘intended
parents’ and it should be 45.

Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good
health until the child reaches adulthood. I am opposed to surrogacy per se, because it is a violation of both women’s and children’s human rights.
However, it is particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. I therefore consider that a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is important.
This will make it clear that society does not consider it acceptable for older people to enter into a surrogacy arrangement and will make it less likely that
they will.

Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement
up to that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully.

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be allowed, there should be a minimum age for ‘intended
parents’ and it should be much older than 18. I suggest that 25 would be more appropriate.

Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement
at that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. What kind of society would want 18-year olds to believe that it would be
reasonable for them to become ‘parents’ through a surrogacy arrangement – before they have taken even their first steps into independence and
adulthood?

73  Consultation Question 65:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to surrogacy per se and would like to see it banned, because I consider it a violation of both women’s and children’s human rights.

At 18 a woman is barely out of childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish herself as an adult. This means that she is particularly
vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There should be a significantly older minimum age for entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I suggest that
25 years would be more appropriate.

Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that
age limits are set very carefully. What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy arrangement is a reasonable thing
for them to be doing before they have taken even their first steps into independence and adulthood?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for a ‘new pathway’. At 18 a woman is barely out of childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish 
herself as an adult. This means that she is particularly vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There should be a significantly older minimum age for 
entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I suggest that 25 years would be more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that



age limits are set very carefully. What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy arrangement is a reasonable thing
for them to be doing before they have taken even their first steps into independence and adulthood?

Chapter 13: Eligibility Criteria for the New Pathway

74  Consultation Question 66:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

Please provide your views below:

75  Consultation Question 67:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

76  Consultation Question 68: We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that the surrogate and the
intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect of the law and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is
signed. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

77  Consultation Question 69:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

78  Consultation Question 70: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the surrogate has previously given
birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’.

Society should not condone women who have never had a child of their own entering an arrangement to undergo pregnancy and childbirth for someone
else. It is impossible to understand what pregnancy and childbirth are like and how they will change you until or unless you have had that experience
yourself.

79  Consultation Question 71: We provisionally propose that there should not be a maximum number of surrogate pregnancies that a woman
can undertake as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’.

Society should not condone women undergoing multiple ‘surrogate’ pregnancies and childbirths. Even the Kennel Club recognises that female dogs
should not be allowed to undertake more than four pregnancies. It is abhorrent that female dogs have better protections than women would have under
this proposal. Pregnancy and childbirth remain one of the most dangerous times in the life of any woman in the developed world, despite medical
advances. No woman should be expected to place her health and life in danger to produce a child that will be bought by somebody else.

Chapter 15: Payments to the Surrogate: Options for Reform



80  Consultation Question 72:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

81  Consultation Question 73:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above the actual essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, and travel to medical
appointments – backed up by receipts.

82  Consultation Question 74:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above the actual essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, and travel to medical
appointments – backed up by receipts.

83  Consultation Question 75:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

84  Consultation Question 76: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay their
surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or self-employed).

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against 
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor 
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the 
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts. 



I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost earnings.

85  Consultation Question 77:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost earnings.

86  Consultation Question 78:

Please provide your views below:

87  Consultation Question 79:

Please provide your views below:

It is absurd to propose that one could place a monetary value on the pain of adverse pregnancy outcomes. In putting a price tag on perineal tear for
example, some mothers report little pain or symptoms, others have profound ongoing fear of vaginal penetration, which can result in very significant
emotional and relationship difficulties. Infection may complicate healing, and some women report long term sequelae from this, such as impaired wound
healing.

Haematology conditions should also be considered. Blood loss, for example due to placental haemorrhage can be very significant, and potentially result
in emergency hysterectomy and blood transfusion to save the life of the mother. It is a fact that although blood is thoroughly screened in the UK there
still remains the potential for blood borne illnesses to be transmitted, and the fact that some of these may not have been identified yet by researchers is
also a real risk to a mother receiving transfusion. Persons who have had a blood transfusion are currently unable to donate blood themselves in the UK,
due to the risk of (vCJD) transmission. This is an indication of the gravity of receiving blood products.

No medical intervention is EVER risk free. Receiving multiple blood products in the context of Massive Transfusion Protocol (eg platelets, Fresh Frozen
Plasma, cryoprecipitate) only heighten those risks.

Conditions such as HELLP (Haemolysis, Elevated Liver enzymes, Low Platelets) can be fatal, and although the maternal mortality rate is low, it can have
significant sequelae, including renal failure potentially requiring dialysis, placental abruption (potentially fatal for mother and baby) permanent liver
damage and retinal detachment resulting in visual impairment.

Each of these conditions have long term consequences for a woman, psychologically, physically and emotionally, and may also affect her ability to return
to work or care for other children.

Also, the late complications of childbirth have been disregarded. Late consequences of childbirth can include vaginal or rectal prolapse, urinary and faecal
incontinence. Women who have had a C section may experience ongoing pain around the scar. Some sources quote this as affecting between 6 and 18
percent of women. These symptoms can be profoundly distressing, and may take years to present (conversely, may present immediately).

How could we ensure that women suffering these complications are compensated? They are multifactorial, and risk increases with instrumented delivery
and parity. How would it be proposed to unpick the role of a surrogate pregnancy in causing these symptoms in relation to other risk factors, for example
parity, smoking history, personal medical history?

Psychiatric conditions are also absent from this list. Complications including depression and anxiety may be worsened by pregnancy. Other mental health
conditions such as post natal depression and post partum psychosis can be fatal, and impact on a woman’s health for many years to come. I’m quite
shocked that none of these conditions have been explicitly mentioned and it does make me wonder how the list of complications was created. I’d also like
to know what level of haemorrhage would be considered “excessive”.

The wording of the question “should” be able to pay compensation is not the same as being mandated to do so. This potentially creates a situation where
some “luckier” women would receive compensation others would not.

All of the above illustrates the risks of surrogacy and confirms my support for a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.

Given that there is NEVER a situation where it is a medical necessity for any person to become a parent, no woman should be risking her health and life
so that another person can take her child.

Please provide your views below:



I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.

88  Consultation Question 80: We invite consultees' views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay compensation to the
surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for
the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

This question illustrates the risks of surrogacy and why I oppose it.

89  Consultation Question 81:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to give the birth mother gifts.

90  Consultation Question 82:

It should not be possible for the intended parents to agree to pay a woman for the service of undertaking a surrogacy.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her ‘services’.

Not Answered



Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her ‘services’.

Please provide any views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to make any type of fee or payment to the birth mother for her ‘services’.

91  Consultation Question 83:

Please provide views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their ‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of
surrogacy.

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their ‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of
surrogacy.

92  Consultation Question 84: We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to surrogates should be the
same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. Do consultees
agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against 
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor 
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.



 
I am opposed to the ‘new pathway’ but consider that regardless of the surrogacy arrangement being used, the only payments that should ever be made
are essential and basic expenses for which receipts are provided.

93  Consultation Question 85: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have not discussed which
they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

94  Consultation Question 86: We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that intended parents should
be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

95  Consultation Question 87:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

The only payments that should be made are essential and basic expenses and for which receipts are provided. The judge or other competent authority
should closely monitor all financial aspects of the arrangement (in line with the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations*) and refuse the parental
order when payments have exceeded basic expenses. If it is not a judge overseeing the arrangements, the competent authority should be totally
independent and not, for example, an agency (or ‘regulated surrogacy organisation’) that has been involved in the arrangements in any way.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

96  Consultation Question 88:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The idea that a ‘surrogacy agreement’ could place restrictions on the birth mother’s
lifestyle is utterly abhorrent.

Chapter 16: International Surrogacy Arrangements

97  Consultation Question 89: We invite overseas surrogates (or bodies representing or advocating for surrogates) to share with us their
experiences of international surrogacy arrangements.

Please provide your views below:



98  Consultation Question 90: We invite organisations focused on children’s rights and welfare in the international context to share with us
their views on our proposed reforms and consultation questions in this chapter.

Please provide your views below:

99  Consultation Question 91: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of their experience of applying to register a child born through
an international surrogacy arrangement as a British citizen and obtaining a passport for the child. In particular, we would be interested to hear
how long the application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have about causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

100  Consultation Question 92: We provisionally propose that it should be possible for a file to be opened, and the application process for
obtaining registration of a child born from an international surrogacy arrangement and obtaining a passport to begin, prior to the birth of the
child.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a passport in international surrogacy arrangements appears
to contradict the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling and trafficking of children and the
protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly disagree with this proposal.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

101  Consultation Question 93: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of applying for a visa for a
child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In particular, we would be interested to hear how long the application took after
the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

102  Consultation Question 94:

No

Please provide your views below:

Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a passport before the child is born in international surrogacy
arrangements appears to contradict the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling and trafficking of
children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly disagree with this proposal.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

No

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child.

103  Consultation Question 95:We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process for applying for a EU
Uniform Format Form in respect of a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement, before the child is born. The application will
need to be completed after the birth of the child.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for an EU Uniform Format Form for the child before she or he is born in international 
surrogacy arrangements appears to contradict the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling and 
trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly disagree with this proposal. 



* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

104  Consultation Question 96: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of applying for a EU Uniform
Format Form for a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In particular we would be interested to hear how long the
application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

105  Consultation Question 97: We provisionally propose that the UK Government should provide a single, comprehensive guide for intended
parents explaining the nationality and immigration consequences of having a child through an international surrogacy arrangement. Do
consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I agree with such a guide, but would like to see it explaining the reasons why surrogacy is a violation of the human rights of women and children and all
the other ways in which it is possible for people to enjoy children in their lives.

106  Consultation Question 98: We provisionally propose that international surrogacy arrangements should not be eligible for the new
pathway to parenthood.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

107  Consultation Question 99:

No

Please provide your views below:

I do not see how this proposal for such a blanket power would align with the UN Special Rapporteur’s key recommendations* and the Hague Convention
on the Protection of Children and Cooperation in respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. The latter requires the birth mother to have legal parenthood
and parental responsibility when the child is born and that her consent to giving up the child must be given AFTER the child's birth and that the transfer of
‘parenthood’ should be overseen by the courts or a competent authority on an individual case by case basis, with the best interests of the child being the
paramount consideration. This is an important safeguard against the sale of children and for the protection of the birth mother and I believe it should
apply equally to international surrogacy arrangements. I therefore strongly disagree with this proposal.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

108  Consultation Question 100:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Restrictions and checks MUST be in place to protect the child and the birth mother from trafficking and exploitation. The process should include the same
checks as would be used in an international adoption.

Chapter 17: Miscellaneous Issues

109  Consultation Question 101: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current application of the law on statutory paternity leave, and
statutory paternity pay, to the situation of the surrogate’s spouse, civil partner or partner requires reform.

Please provide your views below:

I do not believe this needs changing.

110  Consultation Question 102: We provisionally propose that provision for maternity allowance should be made in respect of intended
parents, and that any such provision should be limited so that only one intended parent qualifies. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

111  Consultation Question 103:

Please provide your views below:



I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a human rights abuse of both women and children.

112  Consultation Question 104: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the duty of employers to provide suitable facilities for any person at
work who is a pregnant woman or nursing mother to rest under Regulation 25 of the Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations 1992
is sufficient to include intended parents in a surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a human rights abuse of both women and children.

113  Consultation Question 105: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are further issues in relation to employment rights and
surrogacy arrangements and, if so, any suggestions for reform.

Please provude your views below:

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a human rights abuse of both women and children

114  Consultation Question 106: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they believe any reforms in relation to surrogacy and succession
law are required.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a human rights abuse of both women and children

115  Consultation Question 107:

Please provide your views below:

It is important that all health and care professionals are aware that surrogacy agreements are not legally binding and that ‘intended parents’ have no legal
right to override the birth mother’s wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or medical and health care, including during pregnancy, labour and
childbirth. Even if she has previously agreed to them sharing decisions and being informed on these matters, she can withdraw her consent at any time
for any or no reason. All professionals involved in her care are duty-bound to comply with her wishes.

All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or
more persons, including her spouse or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be present in so-called
altruistic surrogacy arrangements.

Surrogacy arrangements place additional and complicated pressures on healthcare staff and this could reduce the standard of impartial care given to
birth mothers and new-borns – especially when the ‘intended parents’ are entitled, rich or of high status. This itself is a valid reason to be extremely
cautious about making changes that will increase the numbers of surrogacy births.

It is generally recognised that egg donation and IVF pregnancies carry additional health risks. As most surrogacy pregnancies involve IVF, any increase in
surrogacy is likely to lead to additional pressure on the NHS.

Adoption research suggests that the separation of the new-born and the birth mother has long-term negative effects on the well-being of both of them.
This is likely to be the same for birth mothers and babies in surrogacy arrangements and so can be expected to place additional long-term pressures on
the NHS and society as a whole. This has not been considered and there are no questions about this.

An increase in surrogacy will require an increase in egg donation, which is a risky procedure that can have a long-term negative impact on the woman’s
health, including premature death. Ethical issues abound. Young women might be coerced by financial pressures to donate eggs when this isn’t in their
best interests and there are worries about eugenics – where egg donors are selected on the basis of blonde hair, blue eyes and stereotypical measures of
‘attractiveness’ for example.

The law commissioners do not appear to have considered the likely impact of any of these issues. There is no question about people’s thoughts about the
NHS picking up the tab for the extra costs involved in surrogacy and whether this affects their opinions on surrogacy itself. There appears to have been
no evaluation of the size of the additional costs to the NHS and society.

At a time when the NHS is under severe strain, and life changing therapies (for cancer, cystic fibrosis etc) are not funded due to financial constraints it is a
slap in the face to provide money for prospective parents to indulge their parenting fantasies while denying patients access to drugs which are standard
of care in other counties.

The NHS should not be providing a 'medical treatment' which offers no benefits and only the potential for harm to the patient, for the sole benefit of a
person who is not the patient. There is no medical necessity for any person to become a parent and there is no justification for risking a woman's health
and life in order to produce a child for somebody else.

Please provide your views below:

The guidance should be revised to clarify that surrogacy agreements are not legally binding and that the birth mother has the right to change her mind at 
any time, for any or no reason. Healthcare professionals must accept that her wishes are paramount and that the ‘intended parents’ have no legal right to 
override her wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or medical and health care, including during pregnancy, labour, childbirth and the postpartum



period. 
 
All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or
more persons, including her spouse or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be present in so-called
altruistic surrogacy arrangements. 
 
The guidance should make it clear that healthcare professionals should be even more alert than normal to the possibility that she is being coerced and to
ensure that they can speak to her alone, including during labour, and that if she changes her mind about who is present in consultations, and the labour
ward/delivery suite, they must respect her wishes.

Please provide your views below:

It is important that midwifery practice always prioritises the wishes of the birth mother and the wellbeing of herself and the child.

116  Consultation Question 108: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other legal issues in relation to surrogacy, not
covered in this Consultation Paper, that merit examination.

Please provide your views below:

It is of considerable concern that the law commissioners appear to have given no consideration to the significant risk that women will be coerced into
agreeing to participate in surrogacy arrangements for someone else’s benefit. This can be true in ‘altruistic’ surrogacy but is even more likely if substantial
payments are involved.

It is well-known that women and girls are groomed and/or coerced into prostitution by partners and ‘boyfriends’ who act as their pimp and take all or
much of their earnings. This is a major route by which many women enter prostitution and is a major factor in preventing their exit. There is no reason to
expect that the same dynamics will not occur in relation to surrogacy if it is opened up and provides opportunities to make significant amounts of money.

If the law commissioners’ proposals are enacted, there must therefore also be legislation that prohibits coercing a woman into a surrogacy arrangement.
This should be a criminal offence and carry a hefty penalty – in recognition that it is a human rights violation and so that it acts as a deterrent. That such a
law would be difficult to enforce just adds to the arguments for why paid surrogacy is a bad idea – and especially for women.

It would be far better to simply ban all surrogacy arrangements – or at the very least any payments beyond basic and essential expenses backed by
receipts and overseen by a judge

Chapter 18: Impact

117  Consultation Question 109:

Please insert the year of birth here:

Not Answered

If international, in which country did the arrangement take place?:

Not Answered

Not Answered

118  Consultation Question 110:

Not Answered

Not Answered

Not Answered

Please provide the cost of any legal advice or representation below:

119  Consultation Question 111: We invite consultees’ views as to the impact (social, emotional, financial or otherwise) of the current law
where the intended parents are not the legal parents from birth of the child born of the surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

120  Consultation Question 112:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

121  Consultation Question 113:



Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

122  Consultation Question 114:

Please provide your views below:

123  Consultation Question 115:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

124  Consultation Question 116:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

125  Consultation Question 117: We invite consultees’ views as to the specific impact of our proposals in Northern Ireland.

Please provide your views below:

126  Consultation Question 118: We invite consultees’ views as to any other impact that we have not specifically addressed in this chapter, or
the preceding chapters, of this Consultation Paper.

Please provide your views below:

It seems that before the law commissioners designed this consultation, they had already decided that surrogacy is a positive thing and so legislation 
should enable it. This may be explained by a limited ‘pre-consultation’ mainly focusing on people who already had a vested interest in surrogacy – 
‘intended parents,’ women who claim to have had a positive experience of surrogacy, and lawyers and other organisations who stand to make money 
from commercial surrogacy if it is given the green light. 
 
It seems that the law commissioners did not consider women as a group to be key stakeholders in this endeavour. This is a major error, because just as 
all women are affected by the institution of prostitution, so all women will be affected by any opening up of commercial surrogacy in this country. 
 
It could even be argued that one of the key drivers of commercial surrogacy is a desire by men to break the legal and cultural recognition of the unique 
bond between birth mother and child – and indeed the proposals to make the ‘intended parents’ the legal parents from the moment of birth are a major 
step in this direction, and are likely to have a significant impact down the line – potentially affecting the status of all women. 
 
Paid surrogacy opens up enormous potential for abuse and risks spouses, partners and other family members coercing a woman into engaging in 
commercial surrogacy for their (and not her) financial benefit. This will be a potential risk for thousands of women, which appears to have been 
completely overlooked by the law commissioners. 
 
UK and Scottish Law Commissions are obliged to comply with the Public Sector Equality Duty (PSED) when carrying out public functions, such as this 
consultation. There doesn’t appear to be any evidence they have done so, because they have not provided their equality considerations and impact 
assessments. As surrogacy has a very different impact on women and children than on adult males, we believe the law commissioners are in breach of 
equality legislation. 
 
The Equality and Human Rights Commission describes the obligations under the PSED to have due regard to the need to: 
 
• Eliminate unlawful discrimination, harassment and victimisation and other conduct prohibited by the Act. 
• Advance equality of opportunity between people who share a protected characteristic and those who do not. 
• Foster good relations between people who share a protected characteristic and those who do not. 
 
There are many ways in which opening up surrogacy in the UK is likely to worsen women’s position relative to men’s, and the relationship between the 
sexes. Any loosening of the laws around surrogacy could therefore be considered discriminatory. Surrogacy is also likely to have an impact on the 
relations between the different generations. Imagine the rage that young people may feel when they discover that their ‘parents’ not only bought them 
but took advantage of their birth mothers. 
 
It is of major concern that the law commissioners’ ethical arguments hinge on ideas that are not based on any recognised human rights instruments – 
such as the idea that ‘procreative liberty’ confers some kind of human right to surrogacy and the idea that a woman has a human right to be a ‘surrogate.’ 
These arguments do not hold up to scrutiny and have been clearly rejected by the UN Special Rapporteur.* 



It is shocking that the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ violate many of the recommendations of the UN Special Rapporteur that are designed to guard
against the sale of children and the exploitation of birth mothers, including: 
 
 The birth mother must be accorded the status of legal mother at birth, and must be under no contractual or legal obligation to participate in the legal or
physical transfer of the child. 
 All payments to the birth mother must be made before the legal and physical transfer of the child and must be non-reimbursable – even if she decides
not to relinquish the child. 
 The birth mother’s choice to transfer the child “must be a gratuitous act, based on her own post-birth intentions, rather than on any legal or contractual
obligation.” 
 Pre-conception checks, while encouraged, cannot take the place of appropriate welfare checks after the birth of the child. 
 Decisions about parentage and parental responsibility must be made by a court or other competent authority on an individual basis after the birth with
the best interests of the child being paramount. 
 
The consultation is confusing and it does not conform to the government’s consultation guidelines. There are too many questions, they are too detailed
and do not ask the important high-level questions – such as whether you think surrogacy can ever be ethical, etc. 
 
For all these reasons, the law commissioners should go back to the drawing board and start again from the position of women’s and children’s human
rights. If it is found that there is no way to liberalise surrogacy law that is compliant with obligations under international treaties such as CEDAW and the
UNCRC and its first optional protocol, then the law must not be liberalised. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx
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Surrogacy Consultation Questions 

Email the completed document to surrogacy@lawcommission.gov.uk before the deadline 
of 11 October 2019. 

ABOUT YOU 

1. What is your name? 
 

 
2. If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a 
university), what is the name of your organisation? 
 
 
3. Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your 
organisation? 
(Required – Choose one response) 

• This is a personal response 

If other, please provide details: 

 
 
4. If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best 
describes you? 
(Choose one response) 

• Other individual 

5. What is your email address? 
Email address:  

 
 
If you enter your email address then you will automatically receive an acknowledgement email 
when you submit your response. 

6. What is your telephone number? 
Telephone number:  

 
 
7. If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be 
treated as confidential, please explain to us why you regard the information as confidential. 
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As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your explanation but cannot 
give an assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances. 
 
 
 

 

 

Consultation Question 1. 
1.1 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in England and Wales:  

(1) all international surrogacy arrangements should continue to be automatically 
allocated to a judge of the High Court; and 

YES 
 
International surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale, abuse and trafficking of 
children and the exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights issues of the utmost 
seriousness and so the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. 
For this reason these cases should continue to be heard by a judge of the High Court.  

 
(2) if international surrogacy arrangements are not automatically allocated to a judge of 

the High Court, circuit judges should be ticketed to hear such cases. 

Paragraph 6.42 

 

Consultation Question 2. 
1.2 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in respect of England and Wales  

(1) domestic surrogacy cases which continue to require a post-birth parental order 
should continue to be heard by lay justices, or whether they should be allocated to another 
level of the judiciary; and 

(2) If consultees consider that such cases should be allocated to another level of the 
judiciary, which level of the judiciary would be appropriate. 

All surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale and trafficking of children and the 
exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights issues of the utmost seriousness and so 
the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. For this reason these 
cases should NOT be heard by a lay judge but rather by a senior judge, e.g. ticketed to circuit 
judges or higher. 
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Paragraph 6.51 

 

Consultation Question 3. 
1.3 We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the 

current allocation rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation 
Questions 1 and 2. 

 
Paragraph 6.53 

 

Consultation Question 4. 
1.4 We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, the court should be placed under a 

duty to consider whether to make an order awarding the intended parents parental 
responsibility at the first directions hearing in the proceedings. 

Do consultees agree? 

(Note that this provisional proposal would be necessary only if our provisional proposal in 
Chapter 8 that all intended parents (whether in the new pathway or not) automatically 
acquire parental responsibility if the child is living with or being cared for by them is not 
supported by consultees). 

NO 
 
The UN Special Rapporteur recommends* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent 
authority AFTER the birth and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration. 
Nothing about the transfer of parental responsibility should be automatic and all options should 
be open. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 6.58 
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Consultation Question 5. 
1.5 We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the FPR 2010 

should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the 
proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise.  

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 6.72 

 

Consultation Question 6. 
1.6 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they are of the view that, in Scotland:  

(1) there is a need for greater consistency and clarity in provisions relating to the 
expenses of curators ad litem and reporting officers and, if so, how this should be 
addressed;   

(2) it should be provided by statute that, at the initial hearing or any subsequent hearing 
for a parental order, the court may make any such interim order or orders for 
parental responsibilities and parental rights as it sees fit; and/or 

(3) further procedural reform is needed and, if so, what that reform should be. 

 
Paragraph 6.110 

 

Consultation Question 7. 
1.7 In respect of a domestic surrogacy arrangement, we provisionally propose that, before the 

child is conceived, where the intended parents and surrogate have: 

(1) entered into an agreement including the prescribed information, which will include a 
statement as to legal parenthood on birth, 

(2) complied with procedural safeguards for the agreement, and 

(3) met eligibility requirements, 

on the birth of the child the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child, 
subject to the surrogate’s right to object. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
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I vehemently disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s key 
recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the Protection of Children and Cooperation in 
respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. These require the birth mother to have legal 
parenthood and parental responsibility when the child is born and that her consent to giving up 
the child must be freely given AFTER the child's birth. I believe that this important safeguard 
against the sale of children and the exploitation of birth mothers should apply equally to 
surrogacy arrangements, in both an international and a domestic context. 
 
This proposal would set a very dangerous precedent for all women, all mothers, all children and 
all of the implications need to be fully understood. There is no evidence in the consultation paper 
that the law commissioners have considered these more general implications fully, if at all. 
 
I understand that the proposal to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ legal parenthood at 
birth is based on (or justif ied by) in part at least the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ 
mothers prior to the consultation. I do not agree that these claimed wishes alone justify 
measures that contravene the recommendations of the UN Special Rapporteur and the 
provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to reduce the risk of the sale and 
trafficking of children and to protect birth mothers. 
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to encourage or 
condone a system that would require women to deliberately conceive and subsequently give 
birth with the expectation that they would have little or no legal responsibility for the child. The 
rights of the child must be prioritised regardless whether that is what some ‘surrogate’ mothers 
say they want or not. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.13 

 

Consultation Question 8. 
1.8 We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations and licensed clinics 

should be under a duty to keep a record of surrogacy arrangements under the new 
pathway to which they are a party, with such records being retained for a specified 
minimum period. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy 
organisations. 
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1.9 We invite consultees’ views as to what the length of that period should be: whether 100 
years or another period. 

Paragraph 8.14 

 

Consultation Question 9. 
1.10 We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes 

should apply to traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated surrogacy 
organisation is involved. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations, because they 
would inevitably lead to a normalising of surrogacy and an increase in its prevalence. 

Paragraph 8.21 

 

Consultation Question 10. 
1.11 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a 

traditional, domestic surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from 
entering into the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway.’  
Paragraph 8.22 

 

Consultation Question 11. 
1.12 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the surrogate should have the right to object to the acquisition of legal parenthood 
by the intended parents, for a fixed period after the birth of the child;  

(2) this right to object should operate by the surrogate making her objection in writing 
within a defined period, with the objection being sent to both the intended parents 
and the body responsible for the regulation of surrogacy; and 

(3) the defined period should be the applicable period for birth registration less one 
week. 

Do consultees agree? 
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NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposal that the ‘intended parents’ should automatically acquire 
legal parenthood at birth and that the birth mother has only a limited time to object. This 
contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations,* including that the birth mother is the 
legal parent at birth and that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility 
in surrogacy arrangements are taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth, 
with the child’s best interests being the paramount consideration. 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to 
give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as 
the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before 
the expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.35 

 

Consultation Question 12. 
1.13 We provisionally propose that, where the surrogate objects to the intended parents 

acquiring legal parenthood within the period fixed after birth, the surrogacy arrangement 
should no longer be able to proceed in the new pathway, with the result that: 

(1) the surrogate will be the legal parent of the child;  

(2) if one of the intended parents would, under the current law, be a legal parent of the 
child, then he or she will continue to be a legal parent in these circumstances; and 

(3) the intended parents would be able to make an application for a parental order to 
obtain legal parenthood. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly with the ‘intended 
parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects.  
 
The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil 
partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent change of legal parenthood and 
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parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth 
and with the child’s best interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN 
Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.* 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to 
give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as 
the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before 
the expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.36 

 

Consultation Question 13. 
1.14 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway: 

(1) the intended parents should be required to make a declaration on registering the 
birth of the child that they have no reason to believe that the surrogate has lacked 
capacity at any time during the period in which she had the right to object to the 
intended parents acquiring legal parenthood; 

(2) if the intended parents cannot provide this declaration then, during the period in 
which she has the right to object to the intended parents acquiring legal parenthood, 
the surrogate should be able to provide a positive consent to such acquisition; and 

(3) if the intended parents are unable to make this declaration and the surrogate is 
unable to provide the positive consent within the relevant period, the surrogacy 
arrangement should exit the new pathway and the intended parents should be able 
to make an application for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended 
parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects.  
 
The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil 
partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent change of legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth 
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and with the child’s best interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN 
Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.* 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to 
give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as 
the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before 
the expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.37 

 

Consultation Question 14. 
1.15 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway, the welfare of the child to be born as a 

result of the surrogacy arrangement: 

(1) should be assessed in the way set out in Chapter 8 of the current Code of Practice; 

(2) either the regulated surrogacy organisation or regulated clinic, as appropriate, 
should be responsible for ensuring that this procedure is followed; and 

(3) there should be no requirement for any welfare assessment of the child after his or 
her birth. 

Do consultees agree? 
 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s 
recommendation* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in 
surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the 
birth and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration. A welfare assessment is 
an absolute requirement if an informed decision is to be made about the child’s best interest. 
Therefore a welfare assessment MUST be made after the child’s birth. 
 
The pre-conception assessment would typically have been carried out more than a year before 
the birth of the child. Much can change in that time.  
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The justif ication that a welfare assessment after the birth of the child is not necessary because 
parents of children born through the normal process are not subject to such checks does not 
hold. Pregnancy, birth and the post-partum changes are intense physical and existential 
experiences that change you and prime you to love and be sensitive to the new-born child and 
rise to the challenge of the enormous task of raising him or her to adulthood. For obvious 
reasons ‘intended parents’ do not have this advantage.  
 
In addition, pregnancy and childbirth are a huge investment of the birth mother’s physical, 
physiological and emotional resources, which means she has already made a huge and 
unquantif iable, nearly year-long, commitment to the child. This means her practical and 
emotional commitment to the child is already well-developed, giving her the best chance of 
surmounting all the diff iculties that will inevitably arise over the course of the child’s childhood 
and adolescence.  
 
The ‘intended parents’ have had no similar experience. The investment of f inancial resources 
does not in any way prepare you for the practical reality of caring for a new-born child and the 
long road of nurturing and shepherding him or her to adulthood. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.51 

 

Consultation Question 15. 
1.16 We provisionally propose that, for a child born as a result of a surrogacy arrangement 

under the new pathway, where the surrogate has exercised her right to object to the 
intended parents’ acquisition of legal parenthood at birth, the surrogate’s spouse or civil 
partner, if any, should not be a legal parent of the child. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘new pathway.’  
 
There is a very real risk that spouses and partners will coerce women into being a ‘surrogate’ for 
f inancial gain. This risk is likely to increase if he or she does not have legal parenthood or 
parental responsibility for any children born of the arrangement. This is enough reason to reject 
this proposal. 
 
However, it also represents a significant change in legal parenthood rules and would therefore 
have an implication for all children, all families because it would set a precedent. It should not be 
introduced without a full assessment of all the implications, including on the rights of mothers and 
children. There is no evidence that the law commissioners have carried out any such 
assessment. 
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1.17 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in the case of a surrogacy arrangement outside 

the new pathway, the surrogate’s spouse or civil partner should continue to be a legal 
parent of the child born as a result of the arrangement. 

YES 
 
The normal legal parenthood rules should apply. This will reduce the risk of spouses and 
partners coercing women into surrogacy for f inancial gain. 

Paragraph 8.57 

 

Consultation Question 16. 
1.18 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway, where a child born of a surrogacy 

arrangement is stillborn: 

(1) the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child unless the surrogate 
exercises her right to object; and 

(2) the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being registered as 
the parents before the expiry of the period of the right to object. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended 
parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects. The 
birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should not change if 
the child is stillborn. 
 
1.19 We provisionally propose that, outside the new pathway, where a child born of a surrogacy 

arrangement is stillborn, the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents 
being registered as the parents before the expiry of the period allowed for the registration 
of the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a declaration to the effect that 
the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the 
stillbirth. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the birth parents in this 
situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should 
not change if the child is stillborn and the registration should accurately reflect this. 
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Paragraph 8.77 

 

Consultation Question 17. 
1.20 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, 

where the child dies before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able 
to consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents before the expiry of the 
period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have 
made a declaration to the effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order 
are satisfied, on registration of the birth. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in this 
situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and if the child 
dies before the parental order, the registration of birth should accurately reflect that the birth 
mother was the legal parent. 

Paragraph 8.79 

 

Consultation Question 18. 
1.21 For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to 

whether, where the surrogate dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during which 
she can exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the new 
pathway and the intended parents should be required to make an application for a 
parental order. 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 8.80 
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Consultation Question 19. 
1.22 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, where 

both intended parents die during the surrogate’s pregnancy, the intended parents should 
be registered as the child’s parents on birth, subject to the surrogate not exercising her 
right to object within the defined period. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with the deceased 
‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in this situation. The birth mother should 
always be the legal parent of the child at birth and the registration of birth should accurately 
reflect this. 
 
1.23 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new 

pathway, where both intended parents die during the surrogate’s pregnancy or before a 
parental order is made: 

(1) it should be competent for an application to be made, by a person who claims an 
interest under section 11(3)(a) of the Children (Scotland) Act 1995, or who would be 
permitted to apply for an order under section 8 of the Children Act 1989: 

(a) for an order for appointment as guardian of the child, and 

(b) for a parental order in the name of the intended parents, subject to the 
surrogate’s consent; or 

(2) the surrogate should be registered as the child’s mother and it should not be 
possible for the intended parents to be registered as the child’s parents, but that 
there should be a procedure for the surrogate to provide details of the intended 
parents, and, if relevant, gamete donors, for entry onto the register of surrogacy 
arrangements. 

The intended parents should NOT be registered as the child’s parents if they are already 
deceased – so option (2) is preferable. 

Paragraph 8.81 

 

Consultation Question 20. 
1.24 We provisionally propose that, where an application is made for a parental order by a sole 

applicant under section 54A: 



14 
 

(1) the applicant should have to make a declaration that it was always intended that 
there would only be a single applicant for a parental order in respect of the child 
concerned or to supply the name and contact details of the other intended parent;  

(2) if details of another intended parent are supplied, a provision should be made for 
notice to be given to the potential second intended parent of the application and an 
opportunity given to that party to provide notice of opposition within a brief period 
(of, say, 14 to 21 days); and 

(3) if the second intended parent gives notice of his or her intention to oppose, he or 
she should be required to make his or her own application within a brief period (say 
14 days), otherwise the application of the first intended parent will be determined by 
the court. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 8.86 

 

Consultation Question 21. 
1.25 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases; and 

(2) how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this model. 

I profoundly oppose a three-parent model of legal parenthood, even if it is temporary. The birth 
mother should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent 
authority AFTER the birth of the child with the best interests of the child being the paramount 
consideration, as recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.91 

 

Consultation Question 22. 
1.26 We invite consultees’ views:  

(1) as to whether there should be any additional oversight in the new pathway that we 
have proposed, leading to the acquisition of legal parenthood by the intended 
parents at birth; and 

(2) if so, as to whether should this oversight be: 
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(a) administrative, or 

(b) judicial. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should be the 
legal parent and have parental responsibility at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood 
and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other 
competent authority AFTER the birth of the child based on the best interests of the child, as 
recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.93 

 

Consultation Question 23. 
1.27 In respect of England and Wales, we invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether the welfare checklist, contained in section 1(3) of the Children Act 1989, 
should be amended to provide for the court to have regard to additional specific 
factors in the situation where it is considering the arrangements for a child in the 
context of a dispute about a surrogacy arrangement; and 

(2) if so, as to what those additional factors should be. 

The child’s best interests should drive all decisions about the child in the event of a dispute about 
a surrogacy arrangement. The welfare checklist provides a comprehensive summary of the 
issues to be considered and is adequate as it is, and conforms to the UN Special Rapporteur’s 
recommendation* that the child’s best interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not 
believe any other factors should be added. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx  

Paragraph 8.120 

 

Consultation Question 24. 
1.28 In respect of England and Wales, we invite consultees’ views: 

(1) as to whether the checklist, contained in section 1(4) of the ACA 2002 (as applied 
and modified by regulation 2 and paragraph 1 of Schedule 1 of the 2018 
Regulations) should be further amended to provide for the court to have regard to 
additional specific factors in the situation where it is considering whether to make a 
parental order; and 

(2) what those additional factors should be. 
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The child’s best interests should drive all decisions when considering whether to make a parental 
order. The welfare checklist provides a comprehensive summary of the issues to be considered 
and is adequate as it is, and it conforms to UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendation* that the 
child’s best interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not believe any other factors 
should be added. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.121 

 

Consultation Question 25. 
1.29 We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be 

amended to add the intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section 
8 order without leave. 

NO 
 
There are real risks of the sale and trafficking of children and of exploitation of the birth mother 
and her reproductive capacities in all surrogacy arrangements. The court should therefore 
always have oversight of the arrangements. I am also concerned that there should be no 
liberalisation of the law on surrogacy because of the potential human rights abuses involved. I do 
not believe that ‘intended parents’ should be added to the list of those who can apply for a 
section 8 order without leave. 

Paragraph 8.123 

 

Consultation Question 26. 
1.30 We provisionally propose that, where a child is born as a result of a surrogacy 

arrangement outside the new pathway, the intended parents should acquire parental 
responsibility automatically where: 

(1) the child is living with them or being cared for by them; and  

(2) they intend to apply for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with this proposal. The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth and 
all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements 
should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, as 
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recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur* in order to reduce the risk of the sale and 
trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility 
is based on (or justif ied by) the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the 
consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify measures that contravene recommendations of 
the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to 
reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children.  
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system 
that would require women to give birth with the expectation that they would have no legal 
responsibility for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must 
be prioritised regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.132 

 

Consultation Question 27. 
1.31 We provisionally propose that, where a child is born as a result of a surrogacy 

arrangement in the new pathway: 

(1) the intended parents should acquire parental responsibility on the birth of the child; 
and 

(2) if the surrogate exercises her right to object, the intended parents should continue to 
have parental responsibility for the child where the child is living with, or being cared 
for by, them, and they intend to apply for a parental order.  

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended 
parents’ should acquire parentage or parental responsibility automatically. The birth mother 
should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental 
responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority 
AFTER the birth of the child, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is 
the recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the 
sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility 
is based on (or justif ied by) the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the 
consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify a measure that contravenes recommendations of 
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the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to 
reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children.  
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system 
that would require women to give birth with the expectation that they would have no responsibility 
for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must be prioritised 
regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.134 

 

Consultation Question 28. 
1.32 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the 

surrogate should retain parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the 
arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right to 
object, assuming that she does not exercise her right to object. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I agree that the birth mother should have parental responsibility for the child but NOT that the 
‘intended parents’ should get automatic legal parenthood and parental responsibility. 
 
All decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements 
should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, with the 
child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN Special 
Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the 
exploitation of women and their women’s reproductive capacities. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.139 

 

Consultation Question 29. 
1.33 For all surrogacy arrangements, we invite consultees’ views as to:  

(1) whether there is a need for any restriction to be placed on the exercise of parental 
responsibility by either the surrogate (or other legal parent), or the intended parents, 
during the period in which parental responsibility is shared; and 
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(2) whether it should operate to restrict the exercise of parental responsibility by the 
party not caring for the child or with whom the child is not living. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should have 
legal parenthood and parental responsibility at and after the birth and all subsequent decisions 
involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility should be taken by a court or other 
competent authority, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the 
recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale 
and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.140 

 

Consultation Question 30. 
1.34 We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the 

scope of the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 9.29 

 

Consultation Question 31. 
1.35 We invite the views of independent surrogates, and intended parents who have used 

independent surrogacy arrangements, to tell us about their experience. In particular, we 
would be interested to hear about any health screening, counselling and legal advice that 
took place. 

N/A 
Paragraph 9.35 
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Consultation Question 32. 
1.36 We invite consultees’ views as to whether independent surrogacy arrangements should be 

brought within the scope of the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts 
binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first optional protocol. 
 
1.37 We invite consultees’ views as to how independent surrogacy arrangements might be 

brought within the scope of the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts 
binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first optional protocol. 

Paragraph 9.36 

 

Consultation Question 33. 
1.38 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) there should be regulated surrogacy organisations;  

NO 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 

(2) there should be no requirement for a regulated surrogacy organisation to take a 
particular form; and 

OTHER 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 

(3) each surrogacy organisation should be required to appoint an individual responsible 
for ensuring that the organisation complies with regulation. 

Do consultees agree?  

OTHER 
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I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.61 

 

Consultation Question 34. 
1.39 We provisionally propose that the person responsible must be responsible for: 

(1) representing the organisation to, and liaising with, the regulator; 

(2) managing the regulated surrogacy organisation with sufficient care, competence 
and skill; 

(3) ensuring the compliance of the organisation with relevant law and regulation, 
including the creation, maintenance and operation of necessary policies and 
procedures; 

(4) training any staff, including that of the person responsible; and 

(5) providing data to the regulator and to such other person as required by law. 

Do consultees agree? 

LEAVE ALL CHECK BOXES BLANK (i.e. none of the above) 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
1.40 We invite consultees to identify any other responsibilities which a responsible individual 

should have. 

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
1.41 We invite consultees’ views as to what experience, skills and qualif ications a person 

responsible for a surrogacy organisation should have. 

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.62 
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Consultation Question 35. 
1.42 We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit 

making bodies. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction 
surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and 
would drive an increase in surrogacy. Even if surrogacy organisations are non-profit making, they 
will inevitably be driven by commercial imperatives (for example, to cover costs, salaries, etc.) 
and will need to continuously seek new business and to convince or coerce more women to act 
as ‘surrogates.’ 
 
Deriving income from surrogacy is abhorrent and, given the parallels between surrogacy and 
prostitution, is a potential violation of Article 6 of CEDAW, which prohibits third-parties profiting or 
otherwise benefiting from the prostitution of women. 

Paragraph 9.84 

 

Consultation Question 36. 
1.43 We invite consultees’ views as to what should be included in the definition of matching and 

facilitation services. 

I disagree with organisations being able to provide matching and facilitation services, because 
that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human 
rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.94 

 

Consultation Question 37. 
1.44 We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to 

offer matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new 
pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated 
surrogacy organisations or any other organisations being able to provide matching and 
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facilitation services for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase 
in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
  
1.45 We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should 

be able to offer matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements 
outside the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated 
surrogacy organisations or any other organisations being able to provide matching and 
facilitation services for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase 
in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.95 

 

Consultation Question 38. 
1.46 We invite consultees’ views as to the sanctions that should be available against 

organisations that offer matching and facilitation services without being regulated to do so, 
and whether these should be criminal, civil or regulatory. 

I do not accept that matching and facilitation services should be allowed – regardless who they 
are provided by – because they would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I 
consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. Offering such services 
should be a criminal offence. 

Paragraph 9.97 

 

Consultation Question 39. 
1.47 We provisionally propose that the remit of the Human Fertilisation and Embryology 

Authority be expanded to include the regulation of regulated surrogacy organisations, and 
oversight of compliance with the proposed legal requirements for the new pathway to legal 
parenthood. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction 
surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and 
would drive an increase in surrogacy.  
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1.48 If consultees agree, we invite their views as to how the Authority’s Code of Practice should 
apply to regulated surrogacy organisations, including which additional or new areas of 
regulation should be applied. 

Paragraph 9.117 

 

Consultation Question 40. 
1.49 We provisionally propose that surrogacy agreements should remain unenforceable 

(subject to the exception we provisionally propose in Consultation Question 88 in relation 
to financial terms).  

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 9.129 

 

Consultation Question 41. 
1.50 We provisionally propose that there should be no prohibition against charging for 

negotiating, facilitating and advising on surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I VEHEMENTLY disagree with this proposal and the opening up of surrogacy in this country, 
because I consider it a violation of the human rights of both women and the child. The idea of 
organisations charging to facilitate it is utterly abhorrent and violates the spirit, if not the letter, of 
Article 6 of CEDAW, given the parallels between surrogacy and prostitution. Article 6 prohibits 
the exploitation of the prostitution of women – which includes deriving any form of benefit from 
women’s prostitution. 

Paragraph 9.135 

 

Consultation Question 42. 
1.51 We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy 

should be removed, with the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything 
that can lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
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I VEHEMENTLY disagree with removing the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy. 
Surrogacy is a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and enabling 
advertising sites (and other ‘service’ organisations) to financially benefit from it is abhorrent. 
 
At this time of increasing poverty and inequality, it would be unethical to promote the idea that 
being a ‘surrogate’ mother would be a solution to an impoverished woman’s financial problems. If 
this proposal is implemented, Facebook and Google are likely present surrogacy ads to female 
students and young women suggesting that becoming a ‘surrogate’ would provide the solution to 
their f inancial worries. The most disadvantaged young women would be the most vulnerable to 
this idea and it is doubtful it would ever truly be in her best interest. 
 
Just as we protect disadvantaged people from the temptation of selling their kidneys for money, 
we need to protect disadvantaged women from the temptation of renting their wombs. This 
means that advertising of surrogacy MUST remain banned. 

Paragraph 9.145 

 

Consultation Question 43. 
1.52 We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, where the making of a parental 

order in respect of a child born of a surrogacy arrangement has been recorded in the 
Parental Order Register, the child should be able to access his or her original birth 
certif icate at the age of 18. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 10.80 

 

Consultation Question 44. 
1.53 We provisionally propose that where children are born of surrogacy arrangements that 

result in the intended parents being recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full 
form of that certif icate should make clear that the birth was the result of a surrogacy 
arrangement. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended 
parents’ should be recorded as parents on the original birth certif icate. The birth mother should 
be recorded as the birth mother on the birth certificate and all decisions involving legal 
parenthood and parental responsibility should be taken after the birth by a court or other 
competent authority, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the 
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recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale 
and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
However, if the ‘intended parents’ are recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of 
the certif icate should make clear that the birth was the result of a surrogacy arrangement. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 10.85 

 

Consultation Question 45. 
1.54 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the birth registration system in England and 

Wales requires reform and, if so, which reforms they would like to see. 

I do not consider the birth registration system to be in need for reform. I am particularly opposed 
to changes to allow for the registration of three parents or for anyone other than the birth mother 
to be recorded as the mother on the original birth certif icate. Such proposals could lead to the 
facilitation of the sale of children and an erosion of mothers’ rights and a diluting of the 
understanding that the relationship between the birth mother and the child is unique. 

Paragraph 10.87 

 

Consultation Question 46. 
1.55 We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has 

been the subject of a parental order should be able to access all the documents contained 
in the court’s file for those parental order proceedings. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 10.89 

 

Consultation Question 47. 
1.56 We provisionally propose that a national register of surrogacy arrangements should be 

created to record the identity of the intended parents, the surrogate and the gamete 
donors. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
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1.57 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the register should be maintained by the Authority; 

(2) the register should record information for all surrogacy arrangements, whether in or 
outside the new pathway, provided that the information about who has contributed 
gametes for the conception of the child has been medically verif ied, and that the 
information should include: 

(a) identifying information about all the parties to the surrogacy arrangement, and 

(b) non-identifying information about those who have contributed gametes to the 
conception of the child; and 

(3) to facilitate the record of this information, the application form/petition for a parental 
order should record full information about a child’s genetic heritage where available 
and established by DNA or medical evidence, recording the use of an anonymous 
gamete donor if that applies. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy 
organisations. However, should surrogacy take place, it is important that the children have 
access to information about their origins and these proposals seem generally sound, except that 
the information held on gamete donors should also include identifying information – because 
otherwise it trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the right to know her or his 
genetic parentage. 

Paragraph 10.102 

 

Consultation Question 48. 
1.58 We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate 

and the intended parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy 
arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy arrangement. 

I agree but with the proviso that all the information should be identifying – because otherwise it 
trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the right to know her or his genetic 
parentage. 

Paragraph 10.104 
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Consultation Question 49. 
1.59 We provisionally propose that a child born of a surrogacy arrangement should be able to 

access the information recorded in the register from the age of 18 for identifying 
information, and 16 for non-identifying information (if such information is included on the 
register), provided that he or she has been given a suitable opportunity to receive 
counselling about the implications of compliance with this request. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
1.60 We invite consultees’ views as to whether a child under the age of 18 or 16 (depending on 

whether the information is identifying or non-identifying respectively) should be able to 
access the information in the register and, if so, in which circumstances: 

(1) where his or her legal parents have consented; 

(2) if he or she has received counselling and the counsellor judges that he or she is 
sufficiently mature to receive this information; and/or 

(3) in any other circumstances. 

I agree with (1) and (2) and believe there might be other circumstances where this is reasonable. 
Paragraph 10.110 

 

Consultation Question 50. 
1.61 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any provision for those born of 

a surrogacy arrangement to make a request for information to disclose whether a person 
whom he or she is intending to marry, or with whom he or she intends to enter into a civil 
partnership or intimate physical relationship, was carried by the same surrogate. 

YES, this should be possible. 
Paragraph 10.114 

 

Consultation Question 51. 
1.62 We provisionally propose that where two people are born to, and genetically related 

through, the same surrogate, they should be able to access the register to identify each 
other, if they both wish to do so. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
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1.63 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be provision to allow people born 

to the same surrogate – but who are not genetically related – to access the register to 
identify each other, if they both wish to do so. 

YES, I agree. 
Paragraph 10.121 

 

Consultation Question 52. 
1.64 We invite consultees’ views as to whether provision should be made to allow a person 

carried by a surrogate, and the surrogate’s own child, to access the register to identify 
each other, if they both wish to do so: 

(1) if they are genetically related through the surrogate; and/or 

(2) if they are not genetically related through the surrogate. 

YES to both (1) and (2) 
Paragraph 10.123 

 

Consultation Question 53. 
1.65 For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to 

whether details of an intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental 
order should be recorded in the register. 

The intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded 
in the register. 

Paragraph 10.128 
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Consultation Question 54. 
1.66 We provisionally propose that the six month time limits in sections 54 and 54A of the 

HFEA 2008 for making a parental order application should be abolished. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain 
circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child. 

Paragraph 11.20 

 

Consultation Question 55. 
1.67 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the current circumstances in which the consent of the surrogate (and any other legal 
parent) is not required, namely where a person cannot be found or is incapable of 
giving agreement, should continue to be available; 

NO  
 
I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child 
trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s wombs. An adoption order can be considered 
as an option when a parental order is not possible. 
 

(2) the court should have the power to dispense with the consent of the surrogate, and 
any other legal parent of the child, in the following circumstances: 

(a) where the child is living with the intended parents, with the consent of the 
surrogate and any other legal parent, or 

(b) following a determination by the court that the child should live with the 
intended parents; and 

(3) the court’s power to dispense with consent should be subject to the paramount 
consideration of the child’s welfare throughout his or her life guided by the factors 
set out in section 1 of the Adoption and Children Act 2002 and, in Scotland, in line 
with the section 14(3) of the Adoption and Children (Scotland) Act 2007. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
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I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child 
trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s wombs. An adoption order can be considered 
as an option when a parental order is not possible. 

Paragraph 11.58 

 

Consultation Question 56. 
1.68 We provisionally propose that, both for a parental order and in the new pathway, the 

intended parents or one of the intended parents must be domiciled or habitually resident in 
the UK, Channel Islands or Isle of Man. 

Do consultees agree?  

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The ‘intended parents’ should be 
domiciled (and not simply habitually resident) in the UK in order to avoid surrogacy tourism. 
 
1.69 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any additional conditions 

imposed on the test of habitual residence, for example, a qualifying period of habitual 
residence required to satisfy the test. 

I profoundly disagree with opening up parental orders to ‘intended parents’ who are habitual 
residents but not domiciled in the UK – because of the risk of surrogacy tourism. 

Paragraph 12.15 

 

Consultation Question 57. 
1.70 We invite consultees’ views on whether: 

(1) the qualifying categories of relationship in section 54(2) of the HFEA 2008 should be 
reformed and, if so, how; or 

(2) the requirement should be removed, subject to two persons who are within the 
prohibited degrees of relationship being prevented from applying. 

The qualifying categories of relationship should not be reformed or removed. 
Paragraph 12.29 
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Consultation Question 58. 
1.71 We provisionally propose that to use the new pathway, intended parents should be 

required to make a declaration in the surrogacy agreement that they intend for the child’s 
home to be with them. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.  

Paragraph 12.34 

 

Consultation Question 59. 
1.72 We provisionally propose that the new pathway –  

(1) should not impose a requirement that the intended parent, or one of the intended 
parents, provide gametes for the conception of the child, so that double donation of 
gametes is permitted, but 

(2) that double donation should only be permitted in cases of medical necessity, 
meaning that there is not an intended parent who is able to provide a gamete due to 
infertility. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic link should 
be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 
 
1.73 We invite consultees’ views as to whether double donation should be permitted under the 

parental order pathway (to the same extent that it may be permitted in the new pathway) in 
domestic surrogacy arrangements.  

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and all other proposals that are 
likely to result in an increase in surrogacy. I therefore do not believe that double donation should 
be permitted under the parental order pathway in domestic surrogacy arrangements.  
 
1.74 We provisionally propose that the requirement that the intended parent or one of the 

intended parents contribute gametes to the conception of the child in the parental order 
pathway should be retained in international surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
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Paragraph 12.64 

 

Consultation Question 60. 
1.75 We provisionally propose that if the requirement for a genetic link is retained for domestic 

cases outside the new pathway, the requirement should not apply, subject to medical 
necessity, if the court determines that the intended parents in good faith began the 
surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway but were required to apply for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I fundamentally disagree with proposals to introduce the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic 
link should be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 

Paragraph 12.71 

 

Consultation Question 61. 
1.76 We provisionally propose that if double donation is permitted only in cases of medical 

necessity, an exception should be made to allow a parental order to be granted to a single 
parent without a genetic link where the intended parent’s former partner provides gametes 
but the intended parents’ relationship breaks down before the grant of a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 

Paragraph 12.76 
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Consultation Question 62. 
1.77 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that a surrogacy 

arrangement has been used because of medical necessity: 

(1) for cases under the new pathway to parenthood; and/or 

(2) for cases where a post-birth parental order application is made. 

I oppose surrogacy and believe that it is a fundamental violation of women’s and children’s rights 
and that it should therefore be banned. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’  
 
1.78 We invite consultees’ views as to how a test of medical necessity for surrogacy, if it is 

introduced, should be defined and assessed. 

I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 
Paragraph 12.94 

 

Consultation Question 63. 
1.79 We provisionally propose that in order to use the new pathway to parenthood, information 

identifying the child’s genetic parents and the surrogate must be provided for entry on the 
national register of surrogacy agreements prior to registration of the child’s birth. 

Do consultees agree?  

OTHER 
 
I profoundly oppose the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. However, I support the requirement in 
any surrogacy arrangements for the recording of the identity of all genetic parents and the birth 
mother. 
 
1.80 We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be a condition for an application for a 

parental order that: 

(1) those who contributed gametes are entered on the national register of surrogacy 
agreements; and/or 

(2) if it remains a requirement that one of the intended parents provided gametes in the 
conception of the child, that the genetic link is demonstrated to the court with 
medical or DNA evidence. 

While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, I support this condition for a parental order 
in the circumstances described in both (1) and (2). 
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1.81 We provisionally propose that it should be a condition for the application of a parental 
order that the identity of the surrogate is entered on the national register of surrogacy 
agreements. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, if it happens, I support this provision. 

Paragraph 12.115 

 

Consultation Question 64. 
1.82 We provisionally propose that there should be no maximum age limit for the grant of a 

parental order. The age of the intended parents should continue to be taken into account 
in the assessment of the welfare of the child in applications to grant a parental order.  

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I am opposed to surrogacy and would like to see it banned, because it is a violation of both 
women’s and children’s human rights.  
 
Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society 
and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good health until the child reaches adulthood. 
Surrogacy is therefore particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. If surrogacy is 
to be opened up, a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is imperative. This will make it clear 
that society does not condone older people entering a surrogacy arrangement and will make it 
less likely that older people will go ahead with such an arrangement and present the court with a 
fait accompli. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement up to that age but not beyond. It is 
therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
 
1.83 We invite consultees’ views as to whether under the new pathway there should be a 

maximum age limit for intended parents, and if so, what it should be. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be 
allowed, there should be a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ and it should be 45. 
 
Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society 
and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good health until the child reaches adulthood. 
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I am opposed to surrogacy per se, because it is a violation of both women’s and children’s 
human rights. However, it is particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. I therefore 
consider that a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is important. This will make it clear that 
society does not consider it acceptable for older people to enter into a surrogacy arrangement 
and will make it less likely that they will. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement up to that age. It is therefore imperative 
that age limits are set very carefully.  
 
1.84 We provisionally propose that intended parents should be required to be at least 18 years 

old at the time that they enter into a surrogacy agreement under the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be 
allowed, there should be a minimum age for ‘intended parents’ and it should be much older than 
18. I suggest that 25 would be more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement at that age. It is therefore imperative that 
age limits are set very carefully. What kind of society would want 18-year olds to believe that it 
would be reasonable for them to become ‘parents’ through a surrogacy arrangement – before 
they have taken even their f irst steps into independence and adulthood? 

Paragraph 12.133 

 

Consultation Question 65. 
1.85 We provisionally propose that surrogates should be required to be at least 18 years of age 

(at the time of conception), in order for the court to have the power to make a parental 
order. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I am opposed to surrogacy per se and would like to see it banned, because I consider it a 
violation of both women’s and children’s human rights.  
 
At 18 a woman is barely out of childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish herself 
as an adult. This means that she is particularly vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There 
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should be a significantly older minimum age for entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I 
suggest that 25 years would be more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society 
sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy 
arrangement is a reasonable thing for them to be doing before they have taken even their f irst 
steps into independence and adulthood?  
 
1.86 We provisionally propose that surrogates should be required to be at least 18 years old at 

the time of entering into the surrogacy agreement within the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for a ‘new pathway’. At 18 a woman is barely out of 
childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish herself as an adult. This means that 
she is particularly vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There should be a significantly older 
minimum age for entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I suggest that 25 years would be 
more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society 
sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy 
arrangement is a reasonable thing for them to be doing before they have taken even their f irst 
steps into independence and adulthood?  

Paragraph 12.144 

 

Consultation Question 66. 
1.87 We provisionally propose that medical testing of the surrogate, any partner of the 

surrogate, and any intended parent providing gametes should be required for the new 
pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
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1.88 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the types of testing set out in the Code of 
Practice are feasible for traditional surrogacy arrangements outside a licensed clinic, and if 
not, which types of testing should be required for such arrangements. 

 
Paragraph 13.16 

 

Consultation Question 67. 
1.89 We provisionally propose that, as a condition of being eligible for entry into the new 

pathway: 

(1) the surrogate, her spouse, civil partner or partner (if any) and the intended parents 
intending to enter into a surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway should be 
required to attend counselling with regard to the implications of entering into that 
arrangement; and 

(2) the implications counselling should be provided by a counsellor who meets the 
requirements set out in the Code of Practice at paragraphs 2.14 to 2.15. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.44 

 

Consultation Question 68. 
1.90 We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that 

the surrogate and the intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect 
of the law and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is signed. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.65 
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Consultation Question 69. 
1.91 We provisionally propose that, as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway: 

(1) an enhanced criminal record certificate should be obtained for intended parents, 
surrogates and any spouses, civil partners or partners of surrogates;  

(2) the body overseeing the surrogate arrangement should not enable a surrogate 
arrangement to be proceed under the new pathway where a person screened is unsuitable 
for having being convicted of, or received a police caution for, any offence appearing on a 
prescribed list of offences; and  

(3) the body overseeing the surrogacy arrangement may also determine that a 
person is unsuitable based on the information provided in the enhanced record certificate.  

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
 
1.92 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the list of offences that applies in the case of 

adoption is appropriate in the case of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.73 

 

Consultation Question 70. 
1.93 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the 

surrogate has previously given birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway. 

OTHER 
 
I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. 
 
Society should not condone women who have never had a child of their own entering an 
arrangement to undergo pregnancy and childbirth for someone else. It is impossible to 
understand what pregnancy and childbirth are like and how they will change you until or unless 
you have had that experience yourself. 

Paragraph 13.95 
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Consultation Question 71. 
1.94 We provisionally propose that there should not be a maximum number of surrogate 

pregnancies that a woman can undertake as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. 
 
Society should not condone women undergoing multiple ‘surrogate’ pregnancies and childbirths. 
Even the Kennel Club recognises that female dogs should not be allowed to undertake more 
than four pregnancies. It is abhorrent that female dogs have better protections than women 
would have under this proposal. 

Paragraph 13.99 

 

Consultation Question 72. 
1.95 We invite consultees’ views as to whether payment of costs by the intended parents to the 

surrogate should be able to be: 

(1) based on an allowance;  

(2) based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, but without the need for 
production of receipts; or 

(3) based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, and only on production of 
receipts. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.16 

 



41 
 

Consultation Question 73. 
1.96 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate essential costs 
relating to the pregnancy; and 

(2) the types of expenditure which should be considered “essential”.   

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above the actual 
essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, 
and travel to medical appointments – backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.22 
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Consultation Question 74. 
1.97 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate 
additional costs relating to the pregnancy; and 

(2) the types of expenditure which should be considered additional, rather than 
essential.   

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above the actual 
essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, 
and travel to medical appointments – backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.26 

 

Consultation Question 75. 
1.98 We invite consultees’ views as to:  

(1) whether intended parents should be permitted to pay all costs that arise from 
entering into a surrogacy arrangement, and those unique to a surrogate pregnancy; 
and 

(2) the types of cost which should be included within this category. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
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Paragraph 15.29 

 

Consultation Question 76. 
1.99 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be 

able to pay their surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or 
self-employed). 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost 
earnings. 

Paragraph 15.37 

 

Consultation Question 77. 
1.100 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be 

able to pay their surrogate either or both of the following lost potential earnings: 

(1) her lost employment-related potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 15.35 
above); and/or 

(2) other lost potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 15.36 above). 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
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I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost 
earnings. 

Paragraph 15.38 

 

Consultation Question 78. 
1.101 We invite consultees to share their experiences:  

(1) of the impact that payments received by a surrogate from the intended parents has 
had on the surrogate’s entitlement to means-tested social welfare benefits; and 

(2) where a surrogacy arrangement has had an impact on the surrogate’s entitlement to 
means-tested social welfare benefits, how that has been addressed in their 
surrogacy arrangement. 

N/A 
Paragraph 15.47 
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Consultation Question 79. 
1.102 We invite consultees’ views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay 

compensation to the surrogate for the following: 

(1) pain and inconvenience arising from the pregnancy and childbirth; 

(2) medical treatments relating to the surrogacy, including payments for each 
insemination or embryo transfer; and/or 

(3)  specified complications, including hyperemesis gravidarum, pre-eclampsia, an 
ectopic pregnancy, miscarriage, termination, caesarean birth, excessive 
haemorrhaging, perineal tearing, removal of fallopian tubes or ovaries or a 
hysterectomy. 

It is absurd to propose that one could place a monetary value on the pain of adverse pregnancy 
outcomes. In putting a price tag on perineal tear for example, some mothers report little pain or 
symptoms, others have profound ongoing fear of vaginal penetration, which can result in very 
significant emotional and relationship diff iculties. Infection may complicate healing, and some 
women report long term sequelae from this, such as impaired wound healing.  
 
Haematology conditions should also be considered. Blood loss, for example due to placental 
haemorrhage can be very significant, and potentially result in emergency hysterectomy and 
blood transfusion to save the life of the mother. It is a fact that although blood is thoroughly 
screened in the UK there still remains the potential for blood borne illnesses to be transmitted, 
and the fact that some of these may not have been identif ied yet by researchers is also a real 
risk to a mother receiving transfusion. Persons who have had a blood transfusion are currently 
unable to donate blood themselves in the UK, due to the risk of (vCJD) transmission. This is an 
indication of the gravity of receiving blood products.  
 
No medical intervention is EVER risk free. Receiving multiple blood products in the context of 
Massive Transfusion Protocol (eg platelets, Fresh Frozen Plasma, cryoprecipitate) only heighten 
those risks.  
 
Conditions such as HELLP (Haemolysis, Elevated Liver enzymes, Low Platelets) can be fatal, 
and although the maternal mortality rate is low, it can have significant sequelae, including renal 
failure potentially requiring dialysis, placental abruption (potentially fatal for mother and baby) 
permanent liver damage and retinal detachment resulting in visual impairment.  
 
Each of these conditions have long term consequences for a woman, psychologically, physically 
and emotionally, and may also affect her ability to return to work or care for other children.  
 
Also, the late complications of childbirth have been disregarded. Late consequences of childbirth 
can include vaginal or rectal prolapse, urinary and faecal incontinence. Women who have had a 
C section may experience ongoing pain around the scar. Some sources quote this as affecting 
between 6 and 18 percent of women. These symptoms can be profoundly distressing, and may 
take years to present (conversely, may present immediately). 
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How could we ensure that women suffering these complications are compensated? They are 
multifactorial, and risk increases with instrumented delivery and parity. How would it be proposed 
to unpick the role of a surrogate pregnancy in causing these symptoms in relation to other risk 
factors, for example parity, smoking history, personal medical history? 
 
Psychiatric conditions are also absent from this list. Complications including depression and 
anxiety may be worsened by pregnancy. Other mental health conditions such as post natal 
depression and post partum psychosis can be fatal, and impact on a woman’s health for many 
years to come. I’m quite shocked that none of these conditions have been explicitly mentioned 
and it does make me wonder how the list of complications was created. I’d also like to know what 
level of haemorrhage would be considered “excessive”. 
 
The wording of the question “should” be able to pay compensation is not the same as being 
mandated to do so. This potentially creates a situation where some “luckier” women would 
receive compensation others would not. 
 
All of the above illustrates the risks of surrogacy and confirms my support for a total ban on 
surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.  
 
1.103 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other matters in respect of which 

intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate compensation. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.  
 
1.104 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the level of compensation payable should be: 

(1) a fixed fee set by the regulator (operating as a cap on the maximum payable), or  

(2) left to the parties to negotiate.   

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
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There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. 

Paragraph 15.53 

 

Consultation Question 80. 
1.105 We invite consultees views’ as to whether intended parents should be able to pay 

compensation to the surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the 
surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for the 
surrogate. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question illustrates the risks of surrogacy and why I oppose it.  

Paragraph 15.56 

 

Consultation Question 81. 
1.106 We invite consultees’ views as to whether:  

(1) intended parents should be able to buy gifts for the surrogate; and 

(2) if so, specific provision should be made for these gifts to be modest or reasonable in 
nature. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
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There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to give the birth mother gifts. 

Paragraph 15.60 

 

Consultation Question 82. 
1.107 We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be possible for the intended parents to 

agree to pay a woman for the service of undertaking a surrogacy. 

It should not be possible for the intended parents to agree to pay a woman for the service 
of undertaking a surrogacy. (check box) 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her 
‘services’. 
 
1.108 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay 

a woman for the service of undertaking surrogacy, whether that the fee should be: 

(1) any sum agreed between the parties to the surrogacy; or 

(2) a fixed fee set by the regulator. 

Leave both check boxes blank. 
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I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her 
‘services’. 
 
1.109 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay 

a woman a fixed fee for the service of undertaking surrogacy, what, if any, other payments 
the law should permit, in addition to that f ixed fee: 

(1) no other payments; 

(2) essential costs relating to the pregnancy; 

(3) additional costs relating to the pregnancy; 

(4) lost earnings; 

(5) compensation for pain and inconvenience, medical treatment and complications, 
and the death of the surrogate; and/or 

(6) gifts. 

Leave all check boxes blank. 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
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I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to make any type of fee or payment to 
the birth mother for her ‘services’. 

Paragraph 15.69 

 

Consultation Question 83. 
1.110 We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be possible for any payment the law 

permits the intended parents to pay the surrogate for her services to be reduced in the 
event of a miscarriage or termination of the pregnancy. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their 
‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of surrogacy. 
 

1.111 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if the law permits a fee payable to the surrogate 
to be able to be reduced in the event of a miscarriage or termination, whether such 
provision should apply: 

(1) in the first trimester of pregnancy only; 

(2) to any miscarriage or termination; or 

(3) some other period of time (please specify).   

Leave all check boxes blank. 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
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I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their 
‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of surrogacy. 

Paragraph 15.72 

 

Consultation Question 84. 
1.112 We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to 

surrogates should be the same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to 
parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I am opposed to the ‘new pathway’ but consider that regardless of the surrogacy arrangement 
being used, the only payments that should ever be made are essential and basic expenses for 
which receipts are provided. 

Paragraph 15.74 

 

Consultation Question 85. 
1.113 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have 

not discussed which they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the 
surrogate. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
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There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.75 

 

Consultation Question 86. 
1.114 We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that 

intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.76 
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Consultation Question 87. 
1.115 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are specific methods of enforcing 

limitations that are placed on payments to surrogates that we should consider as part of 
our review: 

(1) for cases within the new pathway to parenthood; and  

(2) for cases where a parental order is made after the birth of the baby. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
The only payments that should be made are essential and basic expenses and for which receipts 
are provided. The judge or other competent authority should closely monitor all f inancial aspects 
of the arrangement (in line with the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations*) and refuse the 
parental order when payments have exceeded basic expenses. If it is not a judge overseeing the 
arrangements, the competent authority should be totally independent and not, for example, an 
agency (or ‘regulated surrogacy organisation’) that has been involved in the arrangements in any 
way. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 15.89 

 

Consultation Question 88. 
1.116 We provisionally propose that financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into under 

the new pathway to parenthood should be enforceable by the surrogate. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
 
1.117 We provisionally propose that if the financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into 

under the new pathway become enforceable, the ability to do so should not be dependent 
on the surrogate complying with any terms of the agreement relating to her lifestyle. 
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Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The idea that a ‘surrogacy 
agreement’ could place restrictions on the birth mother’s lifestyle is utterly abhorrent. 

Paragraph 15.99 

 

Consultation Question 89. 
1.118 We invite overseas surrogates (or bodies representing or advocating for surrogates) to 

share with us their experiences f international surrogacy arrangements. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.10 

 

Consultation Question 90. 
1.119 We invite organisations focused on children’s rights and welfare in the international 

context to share with us their views on our proposed reforms and consultation questions in 
this chapter. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.12 

 

Consultation Question 91. 
1.120 We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of their experience of applying to register 

a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement as a British citizen and 
obtaining a passport for the child. In particular, we would be interested to hear how long 
the application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have about 
causes of delays in the process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.52 
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Consultation Question 92. 
1.121 We provisionally propose that it should be possible for a file to be opened, and the 

application process for obtaining registration of a child born from an international 
surrogacy arrangement and obtaining a passport to begin, prior to the birth of the child. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a 
passport in international surrogacy arrangements appears to contradict the UN Special 
Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling and trafficking of 
children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly disagree with this 
proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.53 

 

Consultation Question 93. 
1.122 We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of 

applying for a visa for a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In 
particular, we would be interested to hear how long the application took after the birth of 
the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.68 

 

Consultation Question 94. 
1.123 We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process 

for applying for a visa in respect of a child born through an international surrogacy 
arrangement, before the child is born. The application will need to be completed after the 
birth of the child, and the issue of a passport in the child’s country of birth. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a 
passport before the child is born in international surrogacy arrangements appears to contradict 
the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling 
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and trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly 
disagree with this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

 

1.124 We provisionally propose that the current provision made for the grant of a visa outside of 
the Immigration Rules where the intended parents are not the legal parents of the child 
under nationality law should be brought within the Rules. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
1.125 We provisionally propose that:  

(1) the grant of a visa should not be dependent on the child breaking links with the 
surrogate; or  

(2) that this condition should be clarif ied to ensure that it does not prevent the child 
having contact, and an on-going relationship, with the surrogate. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
1.126 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current requirement for the grant of a visa 

outside the Rules that the intended parents must apply for a parental order within six 
months of the child’s birth should be removed (regardless of whether the availability of the 
visa is brought within the Rules), if our provisional proposal to remove the time limit on 
applications for parental orders is accepted. 

NO 
 
The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain 
circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child. 

Paragraph 16.69 

 

Consultation Question 95. 
1.127 We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process 

for applying for a EU Uniform Format Form in respect of a child born through an 
international surrogacy arrangement, before the child is born. The application will need to 
be completed after the birth of the child. 
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Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for an EU Uniform Format Form 
for the child before she or he is born in international surrogacy arrangements appears to 
contradict the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against 
the selling and trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I 
therefore strongly disagree with this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.76 

 

Consultation Question 96. 
1.128 We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of 

applying for a EU Uniform Format Form for a child born through an international 
surrogacy arrangement. In particular we would be interested to hear how long the 
application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of 
causes of delays in the process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.77 

 

Consultation Question 97. 
1.129 We provisionally propose that the UK Government should provide a single, 

comprehensive guide for intended parents explaining the nationality and immigration 
consequences of having a child through an international surrogacy arrangement.  

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I agree with such a guide, but would like to see it explaining the reasons why surrogacy is a 
violation of the human rights of women and children and all the other ways in which it is 
possible for people to enjoy children in their lives. 

Paragraph 16.82 
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Consultation Question 98. 
1.130 We provisionally propose that international surrogacy arrangements should not be 

eligible for the new pathway to parenthood. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 16.93 

 

Consultation Question 99. 
1.131 We provisionally propose that:  

1.132 the Secretary of State should have the power to provide that the intended parents of 
children born through international surrogacy arrangements, who are recognised as the 
legal parents of the child in the country of the child’s birth, should also be recognised as 
the child’s legal parents in the UK, without it being necessary for the intended parents to 
apply for a parental order, but 

1.133 before exercising the power, the Secretary of State should be required to be satisfied that 
the domestic law and practice in the country in question provides protection against the 
exploitation of surrogates, and for the welfare of the child, that is at least equivalent to 
that provided in UK law. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I do not see how this proposal for such a blanket power would align with the UN Special 
Rapporteur’s key recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the Protection of Children 
and Cooperation in respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. The latter requires the birth 
mother to have legal parenthood and parental responsibility when the child is born and that her 
consent to giving up the child must be given AFTER the child's birth and that the transfer of 
‘parenthood’ should be overseen by the courts or a competent authority on an individual case 
by case basis, with the best interests of the child being the paramount consideration. This is an 
important safeguard against the sale of children and for the protection of the birth mother and I 
believe it should apply equally to international surrogacy arrangements. I therefore strongly 
disagree with this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.94 
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Consultation Question 100. 
1.134 We invite consultees to tell us of their experience of surrogacy arrangements in the UK 

involving foreign intended parents. 

N/A 
 
1.135 We invite consultees’ views as to whether: 

(1) any restriction is necessary on the removal of a child from the UK for the purpose 
of the child becoming the subject of a parental order, or its equivalent, in another 
jurisdiction; and 

(2) if such a restriction is necessary, there should be a process allowing foreign 
intended parents to remove the child from the jurisdiction of the UK for this 
purpose and with the approval of the court and, if so, what form should that 
process take. 

Restrictions and checks MUST be in place to protect the child and the birth mother from 
trafficking and exploitation. The process should include the same checks as would be used in 
an international adoption. 

Paragraph 16.120 

 

Consultation Question 101. 
1.136 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current application of the law on statutory 

paternity leave, and statutory paternity pay, to the situation of the surrogate’s spouse, 
civil partner or partner requires reform. 

I do not believe this needs changing. 
Paragraph 17.18 

 

Consultation Question 102. 
1.137 We provisionally propose that provision for maternity allowance should be made in 

respect of intended parents, and that any such provision should be limited so that only 
one intended parent qualif ies.  

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
Paragraph 17.32 
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Consultation Question 103. 
1.138 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether there is a need for reform in respect of the right of intended parents to 
take time off work before the birth of the child, whether for the purpose of induced 
lactation, ante-natal appointments or any other reason; and  

(2) if reform is needed, suggestions on reform. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children.  

Paragraph 17.36 

 

Consultation Question 104. 
1.139 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the duty of employers to provide suitable 

facilities for any person at work who is a pregnant woman or nursing mother to rest under 
Regulation 25 of the Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations 1992 is 
sufficient to include intended parents in a surrogacy arrangement. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children. 

Paragraph 17.40 

 

Consultation Question 105. 
1.140 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are further issues in relation to 

employment rights and surrogacy arrangements and, if so, any suggestions for reform. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children 

Paragraph 17.43 

 

Consultation Question 106. 
1.141 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they believe any reforms in relation to 

surrogacy and succession law are required. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children 

Paragraph 17.56 
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Consultation Question 107. 
1.142 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any issues in how surrogacy 

arrangements are dealt with by the health services, and whether there are reforms to law 
or practice that consultees would like to see in this area. 

It is important that all health and care professionals are aware that surrogacy agreements are 
not legally binding and that ‘intended parents’ have no legal right to override the birth mother’s 
wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or medical and health care, including during 
pregnancy, labour and childbirth. Even if she has previously agreed to them sharing decisions 
and being informed on these matters, she can withdraw her consent at any time for any or no 
reason. All professionals involved in her care are duty-bound to comply with her wishes. 
 
All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being 
coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or more persons, including her spouse 
or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be 
present in so-called altruistic surrogacy arrangements. 
 
Surrogacy arrangements place additional and complicated pressures on healthcare staff and 
this could reduce the standard of impartial care given to birth mothers and new-borns – 
especially when the ‘intended parents’ are entitled, rich or of high status. This itself is a valid 
reason to be extremely cautious about making changes that will increase the numbers of 
surrogacy births. 
 
It is generally recognised that egg donation and IVF pregnancies carry additional health risks. 
As most surrogacy pregnancies involve IVF, any increase in surrogacy is likely to lead to 
additional pressure on the NHS.  
 
Adoption research suggests that the separation of the new-born and the birth mother has long-
term negative effects on the well-being of both of them. This is likely to be the same for birth 
mothers and babies in surrogacy arrangements and so can be expected to place additional 
long-term pressures on the NHS and society as a whole. This has not been considered and 
there are no questions about this. 
 
An increase in surrogacy will require an increase in egg donation, which is a risky procedure 
that can have a long-term negative impact on the woman’s health, including premature death. 
Ethical issues abound. Young women might be coerced by financial pressures to donate eggs 
when this isn’t in their best interests and there are worries about eugenics – where egg donors 
are selected on the basis of blonde hair, blue eyes and stereotypical measures of 
‘attractiveness’ for example. 
 
The law commissioners do not appear to have considered the likely impact of any of these 
issues. There is no question about people’s thoughts about the NHS picking up the tab for the 
extra costs involved in surrogacy and whether this affects their opinions on surrogacy itself. 
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There appears to have been no evaluation of the size of the additional costs to the NHS and 
society. 
 
At a time when the NHS is under severe strain, and life changing therapies (for cancer, cystic 
fibrosis etc) are not funded due to financial constraints it is a slap in the face to provide money 
for prospective parents to indulge their parenting fantasies while denying patients access to 
drugs which are standard of care in other counties. 
 
1.143 We invite consultees’ views as to any additions or revisions that they would like to see 

made to the guidance published by the Department for Health and Social Care for 
England and Wales. 

The guidance should be revised to clarify that surrogacy agreements are not legally binding and 
that the birth mother has the right to change her mind at any time, for any or no reason. 
Healthcare professionals must accept that her wishes are paramount and that the ‘intended 
parents’ have no legal right to override her wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or 
medical and health care, including during pregnancy, labour, childbirth and the postpartum 
period. 
 
All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being 
coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or more persons, including her spouse 
or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be 
present in so-called altruistic surrogacy arrangements. 
 
The guidance should make it clear that healthcare professionals should be even more alert 
than normal to the possibility that she is being coerced and to ensure that they can speak to her 
alone, including during labour, and that if she changes her mind about who is present in 
consultations, and the labour ward/delivery suite, they must respect her wishes. 
 
1.144 We invite consultees’ views as to how midwifery practice may better accommodate 

surrogacy arrangements, in particular with regard to safeguarding issues. 

It is important that midwifery practice always prioritises the wishes of the birth mother and the 
wellbeing of herself and the child. 

Paragraph 17.76 

 

Consultation Question 108. 
1.145 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other legal issues in relation to 

surrogacy, not covered in this Consultation Paper, that merit examination. 

It is of considerable concern that the law commissioners appear to have given no consideration 
to the significant risk that women will be coerced into agreeing to participate in surrogacy 
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arrangements for someone else’s benefit. This can be true in ‘altruistic’ surrogacy but is even 
more likely if substantial payments are involved. 
 
It is well-known that women and girls are groomed and/or coerced into prostitution by partners 
and ‘boyfriends’ who act as their pimp and take all or much of their earnings. This is a major 
route by which many women enter prostitution and is a major factor in preventing their exit. 
There is no reason to expect that the same dynamics will not occur in relation to surrogacy if it 
is opened up and provides opportunities to make significant amounts of money. 
 
If the law commissioners’ proposals are enacted, there must therefore also be legislation that 
prohibits coercing a woman into a surrogacy arrangement. This should be a criminal offence 
and carry a hefty penalty – in recognition that it is a human rights violation and so that it acts as 
a deterrent. That such a law would be diff icult to enforce just adds to the arguments for why 
paid surrogacy is a bad idea – and especially for women. 
 
It would be far better to simply ban all surrogacy arrangements – or at the very least any 
payments beyond basic and essential expenses backed by receipts and overseen by a judge. 

Paragraph 17.80 

 

Consultation Question 109. 
1.146 We invite consultees who are intended parents, live in the UK, and have entered into a 

surrogacy arrangement that led to the birth of a child to tell us: 

(1) when the child was born; 

(2) whether the arrangement was domestic or international and, if international, in 
which country the arrangement took place; 

(3) whether the arrangement led to the making of a parental order in the UK; and 

(4) whether they are a: 

(a) opposite-sex couple; 

(b) male same-sex couple; 

(c) female same-sex couple; 

(d) single woman; or 

(e) single man. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.2 
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Consultation Question 110. 
1.147 We invite consultees who have experience of applying for a parental order in the UK to 

tell us: 

(1) whether the surrogacy arrangement was domestic or international; 

(2) whether they had legal advice before the making of the parental order; 

(3) whether they were represented by a lawyer in court; and 

(4) the cost of any legal advice or representation. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.4 

 

Consultation Question 111. 
1.148 We invite consultees’ views as to the impact (social, emotional, f inancial or otherwise) of 

the current law where the intended parents are not the legal parents from birth of the 
child born of the surrogacy arrangement. 

Paragraph 18.6 

 

Consultation Question 112. 
1.149 We invite consultees to tell us what they have paid for, or to provide evidence about the 

cost of: 

(1) medical screening; and 

(2) implications counselling 

(where possible separating out the cost of such screening, tests or implications 
counselling from any other costs involved with fertility treatment). 

N/A 
 
1.150 We invite legal consultees, who advise on surrogacy and parental order proceedings, to 

provide evidence of what they would charge: 

(1) to provide advice sufficient to meet the proposed requirement for independent 
legal advice discussed in Chapter 13; and 
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(2) to draft, advise on and negotiate the written surrogacy agreement required for the 
new pathway. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.8 

 

Consultation Question 113. 
1.151 We invite consultees to tell us of the impact of: 

(1) the current requirement of a genetic link; and 

(2) any removal of this requirement in cases of medical necessity: 

(a) in the new pathway; 

(b) in the parental order route for domestic surrogacy arrangements; or 

(c) in both situations. 

 
Paragraph 18.11 

 

Consultation Question 114. 
1.152 We invite consultees who consider that they might be able to fulf il the role of the 

independent professional discussed in Chapter 9 to tell us: 

(1) their profession; and  

(2) what they would charge to provide such a service. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.13 

 

Consultation Question 115. 
1.153 We invite consultees who are intended parents to give us their views on the impact of our 

proposals for reform on their ability to enter into surrogacy arrangements and, in 
particular: 

(1) if particular proposals will increase accessibility, and why; and 
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(2) if particular proposals will restrict accessibility, and why. 

N/A 
1.154 We invite consultees who are surrogates to give us their views on the impact of our 

proposals for reform on their ability to enter into surrogacy arrangements and, in 
particular: 

(1) if particular proposals will increase accessibility, and why; and 

(2) if particular proposals will restrict accessibility, and why. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.15 

 

Consultation Question 116. 
1.155 We ask consultees who are intended parents to tell us: 

(1) whether the surrogacy arrangement was domestic or international; 

(2) what they spent, in total, on the surrogacy arrangement(s) that led to the birth of 
their child(ren), including the cost of fertility treatment, payments to the surrogate 
and payments to any surrogacy agency or organisation; 

(3) how they raised the funds for the surrogacy arrangement(s); 

(4) what they spent on any fertility treatment prior to entering into a surrogacy 
arrangement (where that treatment did not lead to the birth of a child); and 

(5) how they raised the funds for the fertility treatment. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.18 

 

Consultation Question 117. 
1.156 We invite consultees’ views as to the specific impact of our proposals in Northern Ireland. 

 
Paragraph 18.20 
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Consultation Question 118. 
1.157 We invite consultees’ views as to any other impact that we have not specifically 

addressed in this chapter, or the preceding chapters, of this paper. 

It seems that before the law commissioners designed this consultation, they had already 
decided that surrogacy is a positive thing and so legislation should enable it. This may be 
explained by a limited ‘pre-consultation’ mainly focusing on people who already had a vested 
interest in surrogacy – ‘intended parents,’ women who claim to have had a positive experience 
of surrogacy, and lawyers and other organisations who stand to make money from commercial 
surrogacy if it is given the green light. 
 
It seems that the law commissioners did not consider women as a group to be key stakeholders 
in this endeavour. This is a major error, because just as all women are affected by the 
institution of prostitution, so all women will be affected by any opening up of commercial 
surrogacy in this country. 
 
It could even be argued that one of the key drivers of commercial surrogacy is a desire by men 
to break the legal and cultural recognition of the unique bond between birth mother and child – 
and indeed the proposals to make the ‘intended parents’ the legal parents from the moment of 
birth are a major step in this direction, and are likely to have a significant impact down the line – 
potentially affecting the status of all women.  
 
Paid surrogacy opens up enormous potential for abuse and risks spouses, partners and other 
family members coercing a woman into engaging in commercial surrogacy for their (and not 
her) f inancial benefit. This will be a potential risk for thousands of women, which appears to 
have been completely overlooked by the law commissioners. 
 
UK and Scottish Law Commissions are obliged to comply with the Public Sector Equality Duty 
(PSED) when carrying out public functions, such as this consultation. There doesn’t appear to 
be any evidence they have done so, because they have not provided their equality 
considerations and impact assessments. As surrogacy has a very different impact on women 
and children than on adult males, we believe the law commissioners are in breach of equality 
legislation. 
 
The Equality and Human Rights Commission describes the obligations under the PSED to have 
due regard to the need to: 
 

• Eliminate unlawful discrimination, harassment and victimisation and other conduct 
prohibited by the Act. 

• Advance equality of opportunity between people who share a protected characteristic 
and those who do not. 

• Foster good relations between people who share a protected characteristic and those 
who do not. 
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There are many ways in which opening up surrogacy in the UK is likely to worsen women’s 
position relative to men’s, and the relationship between the sexes. Any loosening of the laws 
around surrogacy could therefore be considered discriminatory. Surrogacy is also likely to have 
an impact on the relations between the different generations. Imagine the rage that young 
people may feel when they discover that their ‘parents’ not only bought them but took 
advantage of their birth mothers. 
 
It is of major concern that the law commissioners’ ethical arguments hinge on ideas that are not 
based on any recognised human rights instruments – such as the idea that ‘procreative liberty’ 
confers some kind of human right to surrogacy and the idea that a woman has a human right to 
be a ‘surrogate.’ These arguments do not hold up to scrutiny and have been clearly rejected by 
the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
It is shocking that the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ violate many of the recommendations of 
the UN Special Rapporteur that are designed to guard against the sale of children and the 
exploitation of birth mothers, including: 
 
 The birth mother must be accorded the status of legal mother at birth, and must be under no 

contractual or legal obligation to participate in the legal or physical transfer of the child. 
 All payments to the birth mother must be made before the legal and physical transfer of the 

child and must be non-reimbursable – even if she decides not to relinquish the child. 
 The birth mother’s choice to transfer the child “must be a gratuitous act, based on her own 

post-birth intentions, rather than on any legal or contractual obligation.” 
 Pre-conception checks, while encouraged, cannot take the place of appropriate welfare 

checks after the birth of the child. 
 Decisions about parentage and parental responsibility must be made by a court or other 

competent authority on an individual basis after the birth with the best interests of the child 
being paramount. 

 
The consultation is confusing and it does not conform to the government’s consultation 
guidelines. There are too many questions, they are too detailed and do not ask the important 
high-level questions – such as whether you think surrogacy can ever be ethical, etc.  
 
For all these reasons, the law commissioners should go back to the drawing board and start 
again from the position of women’s and children’s human rights. If it is found that there is no 
way to liberalise surrogacy law that is compliant with obligations under international treaties 
such as CEDAW and the UNCRC and its first optional protocol, then the law must not be 
liberalised.  
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 
 

Paragraph 18.22 
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About you

1  What is your name?

Name:

2  If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a university), what is the name of your organisation?

Enter the name of your organisation:

N/A

3  Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your organisation?

This is a personal response

If other, please provide details:

4  If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best describes you?

Other individual

5  What is your email address?

Email address:

6  What is your telephone number?

Telephone number:

7  If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be treated as confidential, please explain to us why you
regard the information as confidential. As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your explanation but cannot give an
assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances.

Please explain why you wish the information that you will provide to us to be treated as confidential:

I don't wish to have any form of public profile or to have my name appear in a public domain.

Chapter 6: The parental order procedure

8  Consultation Question 1:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

9  Consultation Question 2:

Please provide your views below:

Given given the risk of exploitation of mothers and the trafficking and sale of babies these matter should be heard by a senior ad experienced judge - not
a lay judge.

10  Consultation Question 3: We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the current allocation
rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation Questions 1 and 2.

Please provide your views below:

11  Consultation Question 4:



No

Please provide your views below:

All decisions involving legal parenthood should be taken by a judge AFTER the child's birth, with the child's best interests the most important
consideration, and there should be no automatic transfer of parental responsibility.

12  Consultation Question 5: We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the Family Procedure Rules 2010
should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise.
Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

13  Consultation Question 6:

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 8: Legal Parenthood: Proposals for Reform - A New Pathway

14  Consultation Question 7:

No

Please provide your views below:

I strongly disagree with this and believe it leaves birth mothers highly vulnerable to exploitation. IT contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur's
recommendations and the Hague Convention on the Protection of children and Cooperation in respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. While some
surrogate mothers may support this, it is not a strong enough argument to protect birth mothers and safeguard them and their babies against
exploitation. It is not ethical to allow a mother to conceive and birth a child for which she has no legal responsibility and this system will leave her and the
child unprotected.

15  Consultation Question 8:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with the new proposals and with any system that creates organisations who manage the sale and commodification of women and babies.

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

16  Consultation Question 9: We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes should apply to
traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated surrogacy organisation is involved.Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

17  Consultation Question 10: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a traditional, domestic
surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from entering into the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

Disagree with the new pathway.

18  Consultation Question 11:

No

Please provide your views below:

I strongly disagree with the proposal that intended parents have automatic legal parenthood that the birth mother would have to actively object to in
order to reverse. The 6 weeks post partum period is a life changing emotionally, hormonally and physically and it is no reasonable to expect a birth
mother to make such a huge decision within this time frame, as well as completing the proposed written process. This is not in the best interests of the
child.

19  Consultation Question 12:



Other

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with the basis of this proposal that intended parents have automatic legal parenthood. This should be decided by a highly experienced judge
AFTER the birth, with the child's best interests the paramount consideration.

20  Consultation Question 13:

No

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with the basis of this proposal that intended parents have automatic legal parenthood. This should be decided by a highly experienced judge
AFTER the birth, with the child's best interests the paramount consideration.

21  Consultation Question 14:

No

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with the basis of this proposal that intended parents have automatic legal parenthood. This should be decided by a highly experienced judge
AFTER the birth, with the child's best interests the paramount consideration. Intended parents, no matter how enthusiastic, cannot compare to the
preparation of a mother who has grown that child in her body her, investing enormously both physically and emotionally over 9 months. Human beings
are evolved so that the emotional and physical care of a newborn by its mother is primed during pregnancy and birth and this cannot be disregarded in
relation to the newborn's welfare.

22  Consultation Question 15:

No

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with the basis of this proposal that intended parents have automatic legal parenthood. This should be decided by a highly experienced judge
AFTER the birth, with the child's best interests the paramount consideration.

There is a real risk of vulnerable women being coerced into surrogacy with no consequences for abusive partners, a risk that is made higher if the partner
has no legal responsibility. This also has wider implications for families and could set a precedent which has not been fully assessed or considered.

Yes

Please share your views below:

Normal legal parenthood rules should apply.

23  Consultation Question 16:

No

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with the basis of this proposal that intended parents have automatic legal parenthood. This should be decided by a highly experienced judge
AFTER the birth, with the child's best interests the paramount consideration. This proposal would give the birth mother no legal right to grieve and is
exceptionally cruel in these circumstances. The birth mother would be erased.

No

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with the basis of this proposal that intended parents have automatic legal parenthood. This should be decided by a highly experienced judge
AFTER the birth, with the child's best interests the paramount consideration.

24  Consultation Question 17: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, where the child dies
before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents
before the expiry of the period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a declaration to the
effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the birth.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:



I disagree with the basis of this proposal that intended parents have automatic legal parenthood. This should be decided by a highly experienced judge
AFTER the birth, with the child's best interests the paramount consideration. The birth registration should evidence the mother who gestated and gave
birth to the child as an accurate reflection of the facts of the child's birth. Concealing this fact is not in a child's best interests.

25  Consultation Question 18: For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether, where the surrogate
dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during which she can exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the
new pathway and the intended parents should be required to make an application for a parental order.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with these proposals.

26  Consultation Question 19:

No

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with the basis of this proposal that intended parents have automatic legal parenthood. This should be decided by a highly experienced judge
AFTER the birth, with the child's best interests the paramount consideration. The birth registration should evidence the mother who gestated and gave
birth to the child as an accurate reflection of the facts of the child's birth. Concealing this fact is not in a child's best interests.

Please provide your views below:

Option 2 is preferable. I disagree to the proposal that intended parents would be automatically given legal parenthood before the child's birth.

27  Consultation Question 20:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

28  Consultation Question 21: We invite consultees’ views as to: (1) a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases;
and (2) how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this model.

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with the basis of this proposal that intended parents have automatic legal parenthood. This should be decided by a highly experienced judge
AFTER the birth, with the child's best interests the paramount consideration. As per the UN Special Rapporteur's recommendations. The birth registration
should evidence the mother who gestated and gave birth to the child as an accurate reflection of the facts of the child's birth. Concealing this fact is not in
a child's best interests. I oppose a three-parent model of parenthood.

29  Consultation Question 22:

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with the basis of this proposal that intended parents have automatic legal parenthood. This should be decided by a highly experienced judge
AFTER the birth, with the child's best interests the paramount consideration. As per the UN Special Rapporteur's recommendations. The birth registration
should evidence the mother who gestated and gave birth to the child as an accurate reflection of the facts of the child's birth. Concealing this fact is not in
a child's best interests

30  Consultation Question 23:

Please provide your views below:

I do not believe any other factors should be added, as the welfare checklist conforms to the UN Special Rapprteur's recommendations. The child's best
interests should always be at the heart of any decision.

31  Consultation Question 24:

Please provide your views below:

As above.

32  Consultation Question 25: We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be amended to add the
intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section 8 order without leave.

Please provide your views below:

No. This puts women at risk from exploitation.

33  Consultation Question 26:



No

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with the basis of this proposal that intended parents have automatic legal parenthood. This should be decided by a highly experienced judge
AFTER the birth, with the child's best interests the paramount consideration. As per the UN Special Rapporteur's recommendations. The birth registration
should evidence the mother who gestated and gave birth to the child as an accurate reflection of the facts of the child's birth. Concealing this fact is not in
a child's best interests. This proposal leaves women vulnerable to exploitation and is unethical.

34  Consultation Question 27:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with the basis of this proposal that intended parents have automatic legal parenthood. This should be decided by a highly experienced judge
AFTER the birth, with the child's best interests the paramount consideration. As per the UN Special Rapporteur's recommendations. The birth registration
should evidence the mother who gestated and gave birth to the child as an accurate reflection of the facts of the child's birth. Concealing this fact is not in
a child's best interests. The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth.

35  Consultation Question 28: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the surrogate should retain
parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right
to object, assuming that she does not exercise her right to object.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I agree that the birth mother should have responsibility but I disagree with the basis of this proposal that intended parents have automatic legal
parenthood. This should be decided by a highly experienced judge AFTER the birth, with the child's best interests the paramount consideration. As per the
UN Special Rapporteur's recommendations. The birth registration should evidence the mother who gestated and gave birth to the child as an accurate
reflection of the facts of the child's birth. Concealing this fact is not in a child's best interests. The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth.

36  Consultation Question 29:

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with the basis of this proposal that intended parents have automatic legal parenthood. This should be decided by a highly experienced judge
AFTER the birth, with the child's best interests the paramount consideration. As per the UN Special Rapporteur's recommendations. The birth registration
should evidence the mother who gestated and gave birth to the child as an accurate reflection of the facts of the child's birth. Concealing this fact is not in
a child's best interests. The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth.

Chapter 9: The Regulation of Surrogacy Arrangements

37  Consultation Question 30: We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the scope of the new
pathway.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

Disagree with the new pathway.

38  Consultation Question 31: We invite the views of independent surrogates, and intended parents who have used independent surrogacy
arrangements, to tell us about their experience. In particular, we would be interested to hear about any health screening, counselling and
legal advice that took place.

Please provide your views below:

39  Consultation Question 32:

Please provide your views below:

Disagree with the new pathway. Contradicts UNCRC protocols.

Please provide your views below:

Disagree with the new pathway. Contradicts UNCRC protocols.

40  Consultation Question 33:



No

Please provide your views below:

If these proposals go ahead then of course any organisations should be regulated. However, there should be no surrogacy organisations as this sanctions
and legitimises the buying of women's reproductive systems and the selling of babies as a commercial enterprise which is a human right's abuse.

Other

Please provide your views below:

As above.

Other

Please provide your views below:

As above.

41  Consultation Question 34:

Please provide your views below:

There should be no surrogacy organisations as this sanctions and legitimises the buying of women's reproductive systems and the selling of babies as a
commercial enterprise which is a human right's abuse.

Please provide your views below:

There should be no surrogacy organisations as this sanctions and legitimises the buying of women's reproductive systems and the selling of babies as a
commercial enterprise which is a human right's abuse.

Please provide your views below:

There should be no surrogacy organisations as this sanctions and legitimises the buying of women's reproductive systems and the selling of babies as a
commercial enterprise which is a human right's abuse.

42  Consultation Question 35: We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit making bodies. Do
consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

There should be no surrogacy organisations as this sanctions and legitimises the buying of women's reproductive systems and the selling of babies as a
commercial enterprise which is a human right's abuse. Even non-profits have to cover costs so this would always be a commercial enterprise and deriving
income from the sale of women's bodies and of their babies is abhorrent. These organisations would always have to drive new business ie. more
surrogates - completely unethical.

43  Consultation Question 36: We invite consultees’ views as to what should be included in the definition of matching and facilitation services.

Please provide your views below:

44  Consultation Question 37: We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer matching and
facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Completely disagree with the new pathway and believe commercial surrogacy to be an abuse of women and children's human rights.

45  Consultation Question 37: We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer
matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

Completely disagree with the new pathway and believe commercial surrogacy to be an abuse of women and children's human rights.

46  Consultation Question 38: We invite consultees’ views as to the sanctions that should be available against organisations that offer
matching and facilitation services without being regulated to do so, and whether these should be criminal, civil or regulatory.

Please provide your views below:



Completely disagree with the new pathway and believe commercial surrogacy to be an abuse of women and children's human rights and should be a
criminal offence.

47  Consultation Question 39: We provisionally propose that the remit of the Human Fertilisation and Embryology Authority be expanded to
include the regulation of regulated surrogacy organisations, and oversight of compliance with the proposed legal requirements for the new
pathway to legal parenthood. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

Completely disagree with the new pathway and believe commercial surrogacy to be an abuse of women and children's human rights.

Please provide your views below:

48  Consultation Question 40: We provisionally propose that surrogacy agreements should remain unenforceable (subject to the exception we
provisionally propose in Consultation Question 88 in relation to financial terms). Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

49  Consultation Question 41: We provisionally propose that there should be no prohibition against charging for negotiating, facilitating and
advising on surrogacy arrangements. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

ABSOLUTELY NOT. Completely disagree with the new pathway and believe commercial surrogacy to be an abuse of women and children's human rights.
The selling of women's bodies in this way is no different to prostitution, against which it is unlawful to benefit financially - Article 6 CEDAW.

50  Consultation Question 42: We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy should be removed, with
the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything that can lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. Do
consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

ABSOLUTELY NOT. Completely disagree with the new pathway and believe commercial surrogacy to be an abuse of women and children's human rights.
The selling of women's bodies in this way is no different to prostitution, against which it is unlawful to benefit financially - Article 6 CEDAW. This would be
highly unethical, a huge risk to vulnerable women we must protect disadvantage women from selling their bodies s a financial solution (no different to
selling an organ of the body).

Chapter 10: Children's Access to Information About Surrogacy Arrangements

51  Consultation Question 43: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, where the making of a parental order in respect of a child
born of a surrogacy arrangement has been recorded in the Parental Order Register, the child should be able to access his or her original birth
certificate at the age of 18. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

52  Consultation Question 44: We provisionally propose that where children are born of surrogacy arrangements that result in the intended
parents being recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of that certificate should make clear that the birth was the result of a
surrogacy arrangement. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

Fundamentally disagree with the new pathway, and I believe the birth mother should always be the legal mother at birth. However, if this proposal goes
ahead then the child should always be able to access the truth of their birth, i.e. that their legal parent is not their birth mother.

53  Consultation Question 45: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the birth registration system in England and Wales requires reform
and, if so, which reforms they would like to see.

Please provide your views below:



No reform required, birth mother should remain legal mother at birth.

54  Consultation Question 46: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has been the subject of a
parental order should be able to access all the documents contained in the court’s file for those parental order proceedings.Do consultees
agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

55  Consultation Question 47:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Other

Please provide your views below:

Disagree with the overall proposals but if surrogacy takes place then child should have access to facts. Child should be able to access information about
their genetic heredity so for (b) identifying information should be made available.

56  Consultation Question 48: We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate and the intended
parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy
arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

Information should be identifying. Child should be able to access information about their heredity.

57  Consultation Question 49:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

58  Consultation Question 50: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any provision for those born of a surrogacy
arrangement to make a request for information to disclose whether a person whom he or she is intending to marry, or with whom he or she
intends to enter into a civil partnership or intimate physical relationship, was carried by the same surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

Yes

59  Consultation Question 51:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

60  Consultation Question 52:

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

61  Consultation Question 53: For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether details of an
intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded in the register.

Please provide your views below:

Yes



Chapter 11: Eligibility Criteria for a Parental Order

62  Consultation Question 54: We provisionally propose that the six month time limits in sections 54 and 54A of the HFEA 2008 for making a
parental order application should be abolished. Do consultees agree?

Please provide your views below:

No - time limit should remain but court should be able to be flexible in best interests of child

63  Consultation Question 55:

No

Please provide your views below:

Disagree - violation of human rights, risks exploitation.

No

Please provide your views below:

Disagree as above,

Chapter 12: Eligibility Criteria for Both a Parental Order and for the New Pathway

64  Consultation Question 56:

No

Please provide your views below:

Disagree with new proposals. Habitual residency is not sufficient and could lead to surrogacy tourism.

Please provide your views below:

Disagree with new proposals. Habitual residency is not sufficient and could lead to surrogacy tourism.

65  Consultation Question 57:

Please provide your views below:

No reform or removal required.

66  Consultation Question 58: We provisionally propose that to use the new pathway, intended parents should be required to make a
declaration in the surrogacy agreement that they intend for the child’s home to be with them. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide views below:

Disagree with new proposals.

67  Consultation Question 59:

No

Please provide views below:

Disagree with new proposals. Genetic link should be maintained.

Please provide views below:

Disagree with new proposals and any change likely to increase surrogacy.

Yes

Please provide views below:

68  Consultation Question 60: We provisionally propose that if the requirement for a genetic link is retained for domestic cases outside the
new pathway, the requirement should not apply, subject to medical necessity, if the court determines that the intended parents in good faith
began the surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway but were required to apply for a parental order. Do consultees agree?



No

Please provide your views below:

Disagree with new proposals. Surrogacy is never a medical necessity or right. Genetic link should be retained.

69  Consultation Question 61: We provisionally propose that if double donation is permitted only in cases of medical necessity, an exception
should be made to allow a parental order to be granted to a single parent without a genetic link where the intended parent’s former partner
provides gametes but the intended parents’ relationship breaks down before the grant of a parental order. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide views below:

Disagree with new proposals. Surrogacy is never a medical necessity or right.

70  Consultation Question 62:

Please provide your views below:

Disagree with new proposals. Surrogacy is never a medical necessity or right.

Please provide your views below:

Disagree with new proposals. Surrogacy is never a medical necessity or right.

71  Consultation Question 63:

Other

Please provide your views below:

Disagree with new proposals. However I support the recording of genetic information and believe this is in the child's best interests.

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy but support this condition.

Other

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy but support this condition.

72  Consultation Question 64:

No

Please provide your views below:

No because this would increase demand for surrogacy which I am opposed to on human rights grounds, and it also normalises the willful enabling of
parenthood that is not in a child's best interests.

Please provide your views below:

I oppose the new pathway. Any maximum age limit should be 45 years.

Other

Please provide your views below:

No because this would increase demand for surrogacy which I am opposed to on human rights grounds, and it also normalises the willful enabling of
parenthood that is not in a child's best interests. 25 years would be more appropriate.

73  Consultation Question 65:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to surrogacy. An 18 year old women could be vulnerable to exploitation and coercion, there should be a higher minimum age limit (25
years).



Other

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to surrogacy. An 18 year old women could be vulnerable to exploitation and coercion, there should be a higher minimum age limit (25
years).

Chapter 13: Eligibility Criteria for the New Pathway

74  Consultation Question 66:

Other

Please provide your views below:

Fundamentally disagree with thew new pathway proposals.

Please provide your views below:

75  Consultation Question 67:

Other

Please provide your views below:

Fundamentally disagree with thew new pathway proposals.

76  Consultation Question 68: We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that the surrogate and the
intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect of the law and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is
signed. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

Fundamentally disagree with thew new pathway proposals.

77  Consultation Question 69:

Other

Please provide your views below:

Fundamentally disagree with thew new pathway proposals.

Please provide your views below:

78  Consultation Question 70: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the surrogate has previously given
birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

Fundamentally disagree with thew new pathway proposals.

79  Consultation Question 71: We provisionally propose that there should not be a maximum number of surrogate pregnancies that a woman
can undertake as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

Fundamentally disagree with thew new pathway proposals. Of course there should be a maximum - even the kennel club has this rule in place. This is
extremely exploitative and to have no provision for protecting women's physical health give the impact of pregnancies no women's bodies is shocking.

Chapter 15: Payments to the Surrogate: Options for Reform

80  Consultation Question 72:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:



I am opposed to commercial surrogacy in any form. Income should not be derived from the sale of human bodies. There is an international ban on the
sale and trafficking of children and this is what surrogacy is. Any expenses covered should be basic costs with proof of receipts. There should be no
financial incentive.

81  Consultation Question 73:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to commercial surrogacy in any form. Income should not be derived from the sale of human bodies. There is an international ban on the
sale and trafficking of children and this is what surrogacy is. Any expenses covered should be basic costs with proof of receipts, and include travel to
medical appointments, vitamins or other medical supplies. There should be no financial incentive.

82  Consultation Question 74:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to commercial surrogacy in any form. Income should not be derived from the sale of human bodies. There is an international ban on the
sale and trafficking of children and this is what surrogacy is. Any expenses covered should be basic costs with proof of receipts. There should be no
financial incentive.

83  Consultation Question 75:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to commercial surrogacy in any form. Income should not be derived from the sale of human bodies. There is an international ban on the
sale and trafficking of children and this is what surrogacy is. Any expenses covered should be basic costs with proof of receipts. There should be no
financial incentive.

84  Consultation Question 76: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay their
surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or self-employed).

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to commercial surrogacy in any form. Income should not be derived from the sale of human bodies. There is an international ban on the
sale and trafficking of children and this is what surrogacy is. Any expenses covered should be basic costs with proof of receipts. There should be no
financial incentive.

85  Consultation Question 77:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to commercial surrogacy in any form. Income should not be derived from the sale of human bodies. There is an international ban on the
sale and trafficking of children and this is what surrogacy is. Any expenses covered should be basic costs with proof of receipts. There should be no
financial incentive.

86  Consultation Question 78:

Please provide your views below:

87  Consultation Question 79:

Please provide your views below:

You cannot monetise the physical and emotional impact of pregnancy and birth and this is exactly why commercial surrogacy is totally unethical. No
pregnancy is risk free and no amount of money can act as a buy out of that risk. No psychological conditions are covered in your examples.

Please provide your views below:

Commercial surrogacy should not be enabled in this country, it is highly exploitative.

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Commercial surrogacy should not be enabled in this country, it is highly exploitative.

88  Consultation Question 80: We invite consultees' views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay compensation to the
surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for
the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:



89  Consultation Question 81:

Please provide your views below:

Commercial surrogacy should not be enabled in this country, it is highly exploitative.

90  Consultation Question 82:

It should not be possible for the intended parents to agree to pay a woman for the service of undertaking a surrogacy.

Please provide your views below:

Commercial surrogacy should not be enabled in this country, it is highly exploitative and a violation of the rights of women and children through the
commodification and sale of bodies.

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Commercial surrogacy should not be enabled in this country, it is highly exploitative and a violation of the rights of women and children through the
commodification and sale of bodies.

Please provide any views below:

Commercial surrogacy should not be enabled in this country, it is highly exploitative and a violation of the rights of women and children through the
commodification and sale of bodies. It should never be financially incentivised.

91  Consultation Question 83:

Please provide views below:

Commercial surrogacy should not be enabled in this country, it is highly exploitative and a violation of the rights of women and children through the
commodification and sale of bodies. It should never be financially incentivised. This question illustrates the total lack of ethics and humanity in this
proposal.

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Commercial surrogacy should not be enabled in this country, it is highly exploitative and a violation of the rights of women and children through the
commodification and sale of bodies. It should never be financially incentivised. This question illustrates the total lack of ethics and humanity in this
proposal.

92  Consultation Question 84: We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to surrogates should be the
same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. Do consultees
agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

Commercial surrogacy should not be enabled in this country, it is highly exploitative and a violation of the rights of women and children through the
commodification and sale of bodies. It should never be financially incentivised. I oppose the new proposals.

93  Consultation Question 85: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have not discussed which
they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

The commercialisation of reproduction and the sale of women's bodies as well as babies is unethical, normalises exploitation and puts vulnerable women
at risk of coercion.

94  Consultation Question 86: We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that intended parents should
be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

The commercialisation and financial incentivisation of reproduction and the sale of women's bodies as well as babies is unethical, normalises exploitation
and puts vulnerable women at risk of coercion.

95  Consultation Question 87:



Please provide your views below:

The commercialisation and financial incentivisation of reproduction and the sale of women's bodies as well as babies is unethical, normalises exploitation
and puts vulnerable women at risk of coercion. Only basic expenses with receipts should be covered. Should be managed by independent authority not a
"regulated surrogacy organisation".

96  Consultation Question 88:

Other

Please provide your views below:

Disagree with the new pathway proposals.

Other

Please provide your views below:

Disagree with the new pathway proposals. That the financial terms are dependent on a surrogate's lifestyle meaning that essential her freedoms are have
been bought is appalling.

Chapter 16: International Surrogacy Arrangements

97  Consultation Question 89: We invite overseas surrogates (or bodies representing or advocating for surrogates) to share with us their
experiences of international surrogacy arrangements.

Please provide your views below:

98  Consultation Question 90: We invite organisations focused on children’s rights and welfare in the international context to share with us
their views on our proposed reforms and consultation questions in this chapter.

Please provide your views below:

99  Consultation Question 91: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of their experience of applying to register a child born through
an international surrogacy arrangement as a British citizen and obtaining a passport for the child. In particular, we would be interested to hear
how long the application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have about causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

100  Consultation Question 92: We provisionally propose that it should be possible for a file to be opened, and the application process for
obtaining registration of a child born from an international surrogacy arrangement and obtaining a passport to begin, prior to the birth of the
child.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

Risk of trafficking and surrogacy tourism. Contravenes UN recommendations.

101  Consultation Question 93: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of applying for a visa for a
child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In particular, we would be interested to hear how long the application took after
the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

102  Consultation Question 94:

No

Please provide your views below:

Risk of trafficking and surrogacy tourism. Contravenes UN recommendations.

No

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:



Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Time should be retained but court flexible if in best interests of child.

103  Consultation Question 95:We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process for applying for a EU
Uniform Format Form in respect of a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement, before the child is born. The application will
need to be completed after the birth of the child.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

104  Consultation Question 96: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of applying for a EU Uniform
Format Form for a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In particular we would be interested to hear how long the
application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

105  Consultation Question 97: We provisionally propose that the UK Government should provide a single, comprehensive guide for intended
parents explaining the nationality and immigration consequences of having a child through an international surrogacy arrangement. Do
consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

Yes but it needs to make it clear what the other options are to being a parent and giving the risks of exploitation.

106  Consultation Question 98: We provisionally propose that international surrogacy arrangements should not be eligible for the new
pathway to parenthood.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

Disagree with the new proposals.

107  Consultation Question 99:

No

Please provide your views below:

I do not see how this proposal for such a blanket power would align with the UN Special
Rapporteur’s key recommendations and the Hague Convention on the Protection of Children and Cooperation in respect of Intercountry Adoption of
1993. The latter requires the birth mother to have legal parenthood and parental responsibility when the child is born and that her consent to giving up
the child must be given AFTER the child's birth and that the transfer of ‘parenthood’ should be overseen by the courts or a competent authority on an
individual case by case basis, with the best interests of the child being the paramount consideration. This is an important safeguard against the sale of
children and for the protection of the birth mother and I believe it should apply equally to international surrogacy arrangements. I therefore strongly
disagree with this proposal.

108  Consultation Question 100:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Checks must be in place to protect the birth mother from exploitation.

Chapter 17: Miscellaneous Issues

109  Consultation Question 101: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current application of the law on statutory paternity leave, and
statutory paternity pay, to the situation of the surrogate’s spouse, civil partner or partner requires reform.

Please provide your views below:

Don't think it needs changing,



110  Consultation Question 102: We provisionally propose that provision for maternity allowance should be made in respect of intended
parents, and that any such provision should be limited so that only one intended parent qualifies. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

111  Consultation Question 103:

Please provide your views below:

Opposed to reform which normalises and or encourages surrogacy.

112  Consultation Question 104: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the duty of employers to provide suitable facilities for any person at
work who is a pregnant woman or nursing mother to rest under Regulation 25 of the Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations 1992
is sufficient to include intended parents in a surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

Opposed to reform which normalises and or encourages surrogacy.

113  Consultation Question 105: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are further issues in relation to employment rights and
surrogacy arrangements and, if so, any suggestions for reform.

Please provude your views below:

Opposed to reform which normalises and or encourages surrogacy.

114  Consultation Question 106: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they believe any reforms in relation to surrogacy and succession
law are required.

Please provide your views below:

Opposed to reform which normalises and or encourages surrogacy.

115  Consultation Question 107:

Please provide your views below:

It is important that all health and care professionals are aware that surrogacy agreements are
not legally binding and that ‘intended parents’ have no legal right to override the birth mother’s
wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or medical and health care, including during
pregnancy, labour and childbirth. Even if she has previously agreed to them sharing decisions
and being informed on these matters, she can withdraw her consent at any time for any or no
reason. All professionals involved in her care are duty-bound to comply with her wishes.
All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being
coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or more persons, including her spouse
or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be
present in so-called altruistic surrogacy arrangements.

Please provide your views below:

The guidance should be revised to clarify that surrogacy agreements are not legally binding and
that the birth mother has the right to change her mind at any time, for any or no reason.
Healthcare professionals must accept that her wishes are paramount and that the ‘intended
parents’ have no legal right to override her wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or
medical and health care, including during pregnancy, labour, childbirth and the postpartum
period.
All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being
coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or more persons, including her spouse
or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be
present in so-called altruistic surrogacy arrangements.
The guidance should make it clear that healthcare professionals should be even more alert
than normal to the possibility that she is being coerced and to ensure that they can speak to her
alone, including during labour, and that if she changes her mind about who is present in
consultations, and the labour ward/delivery suite, they must respect her wishes.

Please provide your views below:

It is important that midwifery practice always prioritises the wishes of the birth mother and the wellbeing of herself and the child.



116  Consultation Question 108: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other legal issues in relation to surrogacy, not
covered in this Consultation Paper, that merit examination.

Please provide your views below:

It is of considerable concern that the law commissioners appear to have given no consideration
to the significant risk that women will be coerced into agreeing to participate in surrogacy
63
arrangements for someone else’s benefit. This can be true in ‘altruistic’ surrogacy but is even
more likely if substantial payments are involved.
It is well-known that women and girls are groomed and/or coerced into prostitution by partners
and ‘boyfriends’ who act as their pimp and take all or much of their earnings. This is a major
route by which many women enter prostitution and is a major factor in preventing their exit.
There is no reason to expect that the same dynamics will not occur in relation to surrogacy if it is opened up and provides opportunities to make
significant amounts of money. If the law commissioners’ proposals are enacted, there must therefore also be legislation that prohibits coercing a woman
into a surrogacy arrangement. This should be a criminal offence and carry a hefty penalty – in recognition that it is a human rights violation and so that it
acts as a deterrent. That such a law would be difficult to enforce just adds to the arguments for why paid surrogacy is a bad idea – and especially for
women. It would be far better to simply ban all surrogacy arrangements – or at the very least any payments beyond basic and essential expenses backed
by receipts and overseen by a judge

Chapter 18: Impact

117  Consultation Question 109:

Please insert the year of birth here:

Not Answered

If international, in which country did the arrangement take place?:

Not Answered

Not Answered

118  Consultation Question 110:

Not Answered

Not Answered

Not Answered

Please provide the cost of any legal advice or representation below:

119  Consultation Question 111: We invite consultees’ views as to the impact (social, emotional, financial or otherwise) of the current law
where the intended parents are not the legal parents from birth of the child born of the surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

120  Consultation Question 112:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

121  Consultation Question 113:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

122  Consultation Question 114:

Please provide your views below:

123  Consultation Question 115:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:



124  Consultation Question 116:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

125  Consultation Question 117: We invite consultees’ views as to the specific impact of our proposals in Northern Ireland.

Please provide your views below:

126  Consultation Question 118: We invite consultees’ views as to any other impact that we have not specifically addressed in this chapter, or
the preceding chapters, of this Consultation Paper.

Please provide your views below:

This consultation suggests a decision has already been made that surrogacy is a positive thing and so legislation should enable it. This may be explained
by a limited ‘pre-consultation’ mainly focusing on people who already had a vested interest in surrogacy – ‘intended parents,’ women who claim to have
had a positive experience
of surrogacy, and lawyers and other organisations who stand to make money from commercial surrogacy if it is given the green light. It seems that
women as a group have not been considered to be key stakeholders in this endeavour. This is a major error, because just as all women are affected by
the institution of prostitution, so all women will be affected by any opening up of commercial surrogacy in this country.
It could even be argued that one of the key drivers of commercial surrogacy is a desire by men to break the legal and cultural recognition of the unique
bond between birth mother and child –and indeed the proposals to make the ‘intended parents’ the legal parents from the moment of birth are a major
step in this direction, and are likely to have a significant impact down the line – potentially affecting the status of all women.
Paid surrogacy opens up enormous potential for abuse and risks spouses, partners and other family members coercing a woman into engaging in
commercial surrogacy for their (and not her) financial benefit. This will be a potential risk for thousands of women, which appears to have been
completely overlooked. I'd like to see the Impact and Equality Assessments, as loosening the laws on surrogacy is likely to have a disproportionately
detrimental effect on women.
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Surrogacy Consultation Questions 

Email the completed document to surrogacy@lawcommission.gov.uk before the deadline 
of 11 October 2019. 

ABOUT YOU 
1. What is your name? 
Name (Required) 

 
 
2. If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a 
university), what is the name of your organisation? 
Non ]relevant 
 
3. Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your 
organisation? 
(Required – Choose one response) 

• This is a personal response                                   Yes 
• This is a response on behalf of an organisation 
• Other 

If other, please provide details: 
 
 
4. If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best 
describes you? 
(Choose one response) 

• Surrogate 
• Intended parent 
• Person born of a surrogacy arrangement 
• Family member of a surrogate 
• Family member of an intended parent 
• Legal practitioner 
• Medical practitioner or counsellor 
• Social worker 
• Academic                                                                    Yes 
• Other individual 

5. What is your email address? 
Email address: 

 
 
If you enter your email address then you will automatically receive an acknowledgement email 
when you submit your response. 
6. What is your telephone number? 
Telephone number: 
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7. If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be 
treated as confidential, please explain to us why you regard the information as confidential. 
As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your explanation but cannot 
give an assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances. 
 
N/A 
 
 

 

Consultation Question 1. 
1.1 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in England and Wales: 

(1) all international surrogacy arrangements should continue to be automatically 
allocated to a judge of the High Court; and 

YES 
 
International surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale, abuse and trafficking of 
children and the exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights issues of the utmost 
seriousness and so the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. For 
this reason these cases should continue to be heard by a judge of the High Court. 

 
(2) if international surrogacy arrangements are not automatically allocated to a judge of 

the High Court, circuit judges should be ticketed to hear such cases. 
Paragraph 6.42 

 

Consultation Question 2. 
1.2 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in respect of England and Wales 

(1) domestic surrogacy cases which continue to require a post-birth parental order 
should continue to be heard by lay justices, or whether they should be allocated to another 
level of the judiciary; and 
(2) If consultees consider that such cases should be allocated to another level of the 
judiciary, which level of the judiciary would be appropriate. 

All surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale and trafficking of children and the 
exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights issues of the utmost seriousness and so the 
arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. For this reason these 
cases should NOT be heard by a lay judge but rather by a senior judge, e.g. ticketed to circuit 
judges or higher. 

Paragraph 6.51 
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Consultation Question 3. 
1.3 We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the 

current allocation rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation 
Questions 1 and 2. 

 
Paragraph 6.53 

 

Consultation Question 4. 
1.4 We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, the court should be placed under a 

duty to consider whether to make an order awarding the intended parents parental 
responsibility at the first directions hearing in the proceedings. 
Do consultees agree? 
(Note that this provisional proposal would be necessary only if our provisional proposal in 
Chapter 8 that all intended parents (whether in the new pathway or not) automatically 
acquire parental responsibility if the child is living with or being cared for by them is not 
supported by consultees). 

NO 
 
The UN Special Rapporteur recommends* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent 
authority AFTER the birth and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration. 
Nothing about the transfer of parental responsibility should be automatic and all options should be 
open. 
 
 

Paragraph 6.58 
 

Consultation Question 5. 
1.5 We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the FPR 2010 

should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the 
proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise. 
Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 6.72 

 



4 
 

Consultation Question 6. 
1.6 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they are of the view that, in Scotland: 

(1) there is a need for greater consistency and clarity in provisions relating to the 
expenses of curators ad litem and reporting officers and, if so, how this should be 
addressed;   

(2) it should be provided by statute that, at the initial hearing or any subsequent hearing 
for a parental order, the court may make any such interim order or orders for parental 
responsibilities and parental rights as it sees fit; and/or 

(3) further procedural reform is needed and, if so, what that reform should be. 
 

Paragraph 6.110 
 

Consultation Question 7. 
1.7 In respect of a domestic surrogacy arrangement, we provisionally propose that, before the 

child is conceived, where the intended parents and surrogate have: 
(1) entered into an agreement including the prescribed information, which will include a 

statement as to legal parenthood on birth, 
(2) complied with procedural safeguards for the agreement, and 
(3) met eligibility requirements, 
on the birth of the child the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child, 
subject to the surrogate’s right to object. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I vehemently disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s key 
recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the Protection of Children and Cooperation in 
respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. These require the birth mother to have legal parenthood 
and parental responsibility when the child is born and that her consent to giving up the child must 
be freely given AFTER the child's birth. I believe that this important safeguard against the sale of 
children and the exploitation of birth mothers should apply equally to surrogacy arrangements, in 
both an international and a domestic context. 
 
This proposal would set a very dangerous precedent for all women, all mothers, all children and 
all of the implications need to be fully understood. There is no evidence in the consultation paper 
that the law commissioners have considered these more general implications fully, if at all. 
 
I understand that the proposal to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ legal parenthood at 
birth is based on (or justif ied by) in part at least the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ 
mothers prior to the consultation. I do not agree that these claimed wishes alone justify measures 
that contravene the recommendations of the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the 
Hague Convention that are designed to reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and 
to protect birth mothers. 
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Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to encourage or 
condone a system that would require women to deliberately conceive and subsequently give birth 
with the expectation that they would have little or no legal responsibility for the child. The rights of 
the child must be prioritised regardless whether that is what some ‘surrogate’ mothers say they 
want or not. 
 
 

Paragraph 8.13 
 

Consultation Question 8. 
1.8 We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations and licensed clinics should 

be under a duty to keep a record of surrogacy arrangements under the new pathway to 
which they are a party, with such records being retained for a specified minimum period. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy 
organisations. 

 
1.9 We invite consultees’ views as to what the length of that period should be: whether 100 

years or another period. 
Paragraph 8.14 

 
Consultation Question 9. 
1.10 We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes 

should apply to traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated surrogacy 
organisation is involved. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations, because they would 
inevitably lead to a normalising of surrogacy and an increase in its prevalence. 

Paragraph 8.21 
 

Consultation Question 10. 
1.11 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a 

traditional, domestic surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from entering 
into the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway.’ 
Paragraph 8.22 

 

Consultation Question 11. 
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1.12 We provisionally propose that: 
(1) the surrogate should have the right to object to the acquisition of legal parenthood by 

the intended parents, for a fixed period after the birth of the child; 
(2) this right to object should operate by the surrogate making her objection in writing 

within a defined period, with the objection being sent to both the intended parents 
and the body responsible for the regulation of surrogacy; and 

(3) the defined period should be the applicable period for birth registration less one 
week. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposal that the ‘intended parents’ should automatically acquire 
legal parenthood at birth and that the birth mother has only a limited time to object. This 
contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations,* including that the birth mother is the 
legal parent at birth and that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in 
surrogacy arrangements are taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth, with 
the child’s best interests being the paramount consideration. 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to give 
the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as the 
most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before the 
expiry of the deadline. 
 
 

Paragraph 8.35 
 

Consultation Question 12. 
1.13 We provisionally propose that, where the surrogate objects to the intended parents 

acquiring legal parenthood within the period fixed after birth, the surrogacy arrangement 
should no longer be able to proceed in the new pathway, with the result that: 
(1) the surrogate will be the legal parent of the child; 
(2) if one of the intended parents would, under the current law, be a legal parent of the 

child, then he or she will continue to be a legal parent in these circumstances; and 
(3) the intended parents would be able to make an application for a parental order to 

obtain legal parenthood. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
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I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly with the ‘intended 
parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects. 
 
The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil 
partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent change of legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth and 
with the child’s best interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN 
Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.* 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to give 
the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as the 
most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before the 
expiry of the deadline. 
 
 

Paragraph 8.36 
 

Consultation Question 13. 
1.14 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway: 

(1) the intended parents should be required to make a declaration on registering the birth 
of the child that they have no reason to believe that the surrogate has lacked 
capacity at any time during the period in which she had the right to object to the 
intended parents acquiring legal parenthood; 

(2) if the intended parents cannot provide this declaration then, during the period in 
which she has the right to object to the intended parents acquiring legal parenthood, 
the surrogate should be able to provide a positive consent to such acquisition; and 

(3) if the intended parents are unable to make this declaration and the surrogate is 
unable to provide the positive consent within the relevant period, the surrogacy 
arrangement should exit the new pathway and the intended parents should be able to 
make an application for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended parents’ 
acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects. 
 
The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil 
partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent change of legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth and 
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with the child’s best interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN 
Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.* 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to give 
the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as the 
most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before the 
expiry of the deadline. 
 
 

Paragraph 8.37 
 

Consultation Question 14. 
1.15 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway, the welfare of the child to be born as a 

result of the surrogacy arrangement: 

(1) should be assessed in the way set out in Chapter 8 of the current Code of Practice; 

(2) either the regulated surrogacy organisation or regulated clinic, as appropriate, should 
be responsible for ensuring that this procedure is followed; and 

(3) there should be no requirement for any welfare assessment of the child after his or 
her birth. 

Do consultees agree? 
 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s 
recommendation* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in 
surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth 
and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration. A welfare assessment is an 
absolute requirement if an informed decision is to be made about the child’s best interest. 
Therefore a welfare assessment MUST be made after the child’s birth. 
 
The pre-conception assessment would typically have been carried out more than a year before 
the birth of the child. Much can change in that time. 
 
The justif ication that a welfare assessment after the birth of the child is not necessary because 
parents of children born through the normal process are not subject to such checks does not hold. 
Pregnancy, birth and the post-partum changes are intense physical and existential experiences 
that change you and prime you to love and be sensitive to the new-born child and rise to the 
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challenge of the enormous task of raising him or her to adulthood. For obvious reasons ‘intended 
parents’ do not have this advantage. 
 
In addition, pregnancy and childbirth are a huge investment of the birth mother’s physical, 
physiological and emotional resources, which means she has already made a huge and 
unquantif iable, nearly year-long, commitment to the child. This means her practical and emotional 
commitment to the child is already well-developed, giving her the best chance of surmounting all 
the diff iculties that will inevitably arise over the course of the child’s childhood and adolescence. 
 
The ‘intended parents’ have had no similar experience. The investment of f inancial resources 
does not in any way prepare you for the practical reality of caring for a new-born child and the 
long road of nurturing and shepherding him or her to adulthood. 
 
 

Paragraph 8.51 

 

Consultation Question 15. 
1.16 We provisionally propose that, for a child born as a result of a surrogacy arrangement under 

the new pathway, where the surrogate has exercised her right to object to the intended 
parents’ acquisition of legal parenthood at birth, the surrogate’s spouse or civil partner, if 
any, should not be a legal parent of the child. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘new pathway.’ 
 
There is a very real risk that spouses and partners will coerce women into being a ‘surrogate’ for 
f inancial gain. This risk is likely to increase if he or she does not have legal parenthood or parental 
responsibility for any children born of the arrangement. This is enough reason to reject this 
proposal. 
 
However, it also represents a significant change in legal parenthood rules and would therefore 
have an implication for all children, all families because it would set a precedent. It should not be 
introduced without a full assessment of all the implications, including on the rights of mothers and 
children. There is no evidence that the law commissioners have carried out any such assessment. 
 
1.15 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in the case of a surrogacy arrangement outside 

the new pathway, the surrogate’s spouse or civil partner should continue to be a legal 
parent of the child born as a result of the arrangement. 

YES 
 
The normal legal parenthood rules should apply. This will reduce the risk of spouses and partners 
coercing women into surrogacy for financial gain. 
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Paragraph 8.57 
 

Consultation Question 16. 
1.16 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway, where a child born of a surrogacy 

arrangement is stillborn: 
(1) the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child unless the surrogate 

exercises her right to object; and 
(2) the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being registered as 

the parents before the expiry of the period of the right to object. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended parents’ 
acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects. The birth mother 
should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should not change if the child is 
stillborn. 
 
1.17 We provisionally propose that, outside the new pathway, where a child born of a surrogacy 

arrangement is stillborn, the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents 
being registered as the parents before the expiry of the period allowed for the registration of 
the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a declaration to the effect that the 
relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the 
stillbirth. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the birth parents in this 
situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should 
not change if the child is stillborn and the registration should accurately reflect this. 

Paragraph 8.77 
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Consultation Question 17. 
1.18 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, where 

the child dies before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able to 
consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents before the expiry of the 
period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have 
made a declaration to the effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order 
are satisfied, on registration of the birth. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in this 
situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and if the child 
dies before the parental order, the registration of birth should accurately reflect that the birth 
mother was the legal parent. 

Paragraph 8.79 
 

Consultation Question 18. 
1.19 For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether, 

where the surrogate dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during which she can 
exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the new pathway and 
the intended parents should be required to make an application for a parental order. 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 8.80 
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Consultation Question 19. 
1.20 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, where both 

intended parents die during the surrogate’s pregnancy, the intended parents should be 
registered as the child’s parents on birth, subject to the surrogate not exercising her right to 
object within the defined period. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with the deceased 
‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in this situation. The birth mother should 
always be the legal parent of the child at birth and the registration of birth should accurately reflect 
this. 
 
1.21 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new 

pathway, where both intended parents die during the surrogate’s pregnancy or before a 
parental order is made: 
(1) it should be competent for an application to be made, by a person who claims an 

interest under section 11(3)(a) of the Children (Scotland) Act 1995, or who would be 
permitted to apply for an order under section 8 of the Children Act 1989: 
(a) for an order for appointment as guardian of the child, and 
(b) for a parental order in the name of the intended parents, subject to the 

surrogate’s consent; or 
(2) the surrogate should be registered as the child’s mother and it should not be possible 

for the intended parents to be registered as the child’s parents, but that there should 
be a procedure for the surrogate to provide details of the intended parents, and, if 
relevant, gamete donors, for entry onto the register of surrogacy arrangements. 

The intended parents should NOT be registered as the child’s parents if they are already 
deceased – so option (2) is preferable. 

Paragraph 8.81 
 

Consultation Question 20. 
1.22 We provisionally propose that, where an application is made for a parental order by a sole 

applicant under section 54A: 
(1) the applicant should have to make a declaration that it was always intended that 

there would only be a single applicant for a parental order in respect of the child 
concerned or to supply the name and contact details of the other intended parent; 

(2) if details of another intended parent are supplied, a provision should be made for 
notice to be given to the potential second intended parent of the application and an 
opportunity given to that party to provide notice of opposition within a brief period (of, 
say, 14 to 21 days); and 

(3) if the second intended parent gives notice of his or her intention to oppose, he or she 
should be required to make his or her own application within a brief period (say 14 
days), otherwise the application of the first intended parent will be determined by the 
court. 
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Do consultees agree? 
YES 

Paragraph 8.86 
 

Consultation Question 21. 
1.23 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases; and 
(2) how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this model. 

I profoundly oppose a three-parent model of legal parenthood, even if it is temporary. The birth 
mother should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent 
authority AFTER the birth of the child with the best interests of the child being the paramount 
consideration, as recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
 

Paragraph 8.91 
 

Consultation Question 22. 
1.24 We invite consultees’ views: 

(1) as to whether there should be any additional oversight in the new pathway that we 
have proposed, leading to the acquisition of legal parenthood by the intended parents 
at birth; and 

(2) if so, as to whether should this oversight be: 
(a) administrative, or 
(b) judicial. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should be the 
legal parent and have parental responsibility at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood 
and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other 
competent authority AFTER the birth of the child based on the best interests of the child, as 
recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
 

Paragraph 8.93 
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Consultation Question 23. 
1.25 In respect of England and Wales, we invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether the welfare checklist, contained in section 1(3) of the Children Act 1989, 
should be amended to provide for the court to have regard to additional specific 
factors in the situation where it is considering the arrangements for a child in the 
context of a dispute about a surrogacy arrangement; and 

(2) if so, as to what those additional factors should be. 
The child’s best interests should drive all decisions about the child in the event of a dispute about 
a surrogacy arrangement. The welfare checklist provides a comprehensive summary of the issues 
to be considered and is adequate as it is, and conforms to the UN Special Rapporteur’s 
recommendation* that the child’s best interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not 
believe any other factors should be added. 
 
 

Paragraph 8.120 
 

Consultation Question 24. 
1.26 In respect of England and Wales, we invite consultees’ views: 

(1) as to whether the checklist, contained in section 1(4) of the ACA 2002 (as applied 
and modified by regulation 2 and paragraph 1 of Schedule 1 of the 2018 Regulations) 
should be further amended to provide for the court to have regard to additional 
specific factors in the situation where it is considering whether to make a parental 
order; and 

(2) what those additional factors should be. 
The child’s best interests should drive all decisions when considering whether to make a parental 
order. The welfare checklist provides a comprehensive summary of the issues to be considered 
and is adequate as it is, and it conforms to UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendation* that the 
child’s best interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not believe any other factors 
should be added. 
 
 

Paragraph 8.121 
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Consultation Question 25. 
1.27 We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be 

amended to add the intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section 8 
order without leave. 

NO 
 
There are real risks of the sale and trafficking of children and of exploitation of the birth mother 
and her reproductive capacities in all surrogacy arrangements. The court should therefore always 
have oversight of the arrangements. I am also concerned that there should be no liberalisation of 
the law on surrogacy because of the potential human rights abuses involved. I do not believe that 
‘intended parents’ should be added to the list of those who can apply for a section 8 order without 
leave. 

Paragraph 8.123 
 

Consultation Question 26. 
1.28 We provisionally propose that, where a child is born as a result of a surrogacy arrangement 

outside the new pathway, the intended parents should acquire parental responsibility 
automatically where: 
(1) the child is living with them or being cared for by them; and 
(2) they intend to apply for a parental order. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with this proposal. The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth and 
all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements 
should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, as 
recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur* in order to reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking 
of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility 
is based on (or justif ied by) the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the 
consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify measures that contravene recommendations of the 
UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to reduce 
the risk of the sale and trafficking of children. 
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system 
that would require women to give birth with the expectation that they would have no legal 
responsibility for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must be 
prioritised regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish. 
 
 

Paragraph 8.132 
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Consultation Question 27. 
1.29 We provisionally propose that, where a child is born as a result of a surrogacy arrangement 

in the new pathway: 
(1) the intended parents should acquire parental responsibility on the birth of the child; 

and 
(2) if the surrogate exercises her right to object, the intended parents should continue to 

have parental responsibility for the child where the child is living with, or being cared 
for by, them, and they intend to apply for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended 
parents’ should acquire parentage or parental responsibility automatically. The birth mother 
should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental 
responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority 
AFTER the birth of the child, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the 
recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale 
and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility 
is based on (or justif ied by) the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the 
consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify a measure that contravenes recommendations of 
the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to 
reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children. 
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system 
that would require women to give birth with the expectation that they would have no responsibility 
for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must be prioritised 
regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish. 
 
 

Paragraph 8.134 
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Consultation Question 28. 
1.30 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the 

surrogate should retain parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the 
arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right to object, 
assuming that she does not exercise her right to object. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I agree that the birth mother should have parental responsibility for the child but NOT that the 
‘intended parents’ should get automatic legal parenthood and parental responsibility. 
 
All decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements 
should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, with the 
child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN Special 
Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the 
exploitation of women and their women’s reproductive capacities. 
 
 

Paragraph 8.139 
 

Consultation Question 29. 
1.31 For all surrogacy arrangements, we invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether there is a need for any restriction to be placed on the exercise of parental 
responsibility by either the surrogate (or other legal parent), or the intended parents, 
during the period in which parental responsibility is shared; and 

(2) whether it should operate to restrict the exercise of parental responsibility by the 
party not caring for the child or with whom the child is not living. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should have legal 
parenthood and parental responsibility at and after the birth and all subsequent decisions 
involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility should be taken by a court or other 
competent authority, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the 
recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale 
and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
 

Paragraph 8.140 
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Consultation Question 30. 
1.32 We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the 

scope of the new pathway. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 9.29 
 

Consultation Question 31. 
1.33 We invite the views of independent surrogates, and intended parents who have used 

independent surrogacy arrangements, to tell us about their experience. In particular, we 
would be interested to hear about any health screening, counselling and legal advice that 
took place. 

N/A 
Paragraph 9.35 

 

Consultation Question 32. 
1.34 We invite consultees’ views as to whether independent surrogacy arrangements should be 

brought within the scope of the new pathway. 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts 
binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first optional protocol. 
 
1.35 We invite consultees’ views as to how independent surrogacy arrangements might be 

brought within the scope of the new pathway. 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts 
binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first optional protocol. 

Paragraph 9.36 
 

Consultation Question 33. 
1.36 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) there should be regulated surrogacy organisations; 
NO 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 

(2) there should be no requirement for a regulated surrogacy organisation to take a 
particular form; and 
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OTHER 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 

(3) each surrogacy organisation should be required to appoint an individual responsible 
for ensuring that the organisation complies with regulation. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.61 
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Consultation Question 34. 
1.37 We provisionally propose that the person responsible must be responsible for: 

(1) representing the organisation to, and liaising with, the regulator; 
(2) managing the regulated surrogacy organisation with sufficient care, competence and 

skill; 
(3) ensuring the compliance of the organisation with relevant law and regulation, 

including the creation, maintenance and operation of necessary policies and 
procedures; 

(4) training any staff, including that of the person responsible; and 
(5) providing data to the regulator and to such other person as required by law. 
Do consultees agree? 

LEAVE ALL CHECK BOXES BLANK (i.e. none of the above) 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
1.38 We invite consultees to identify any other responsibilities which a responsible individual 

should have. 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
1.39 We invite consultees’ views as to what experience, skills and qualif ications a person 

responsible for a surrogacy organisation should have. 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.62 
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Consultation Question 35. 
1.40 We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit 

making bodies. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction 
surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and would 
drive an increase in surrogacy. Even if surrogacy organisations are non-profit making, they will 
inevitably be driven by commercial imperatives (for example, to cover costs, salaries, etc.) and will 
need to continuously seek new business and to convince or coerce more women to act as 
‘surrogates.’ 
 
Deriving derive income from surrogacy is abhorrent and, given the parallels between surrogacy 
and prostitution, is a potential violation of Article 6 of CEDAW, which prohibits third-parties 
profiting or otherwise benefiting from the prostitution of women. 

Paragraph 9.84 
 

Consultation Question 36. 
1.41 We invite consultees’ views as to what should be included in the definition of matching and 

facilitation services. 
I disagree with organisations being able to provide matching and facilitation services, because 
that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human 
rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.94 
 

Consultation Question 37. 
1.42 We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to 

offer matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new 
pathway. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated 
surrogacy organisations or any other organisations being able to provide matching and facilitation 
services for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, 
which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
  
1.43 We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should be 

able to offer matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements outside 
the new pathway. 
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I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated 
surrogacy organisations or any other organisations being able to provide matching and facilitation 
services for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, 
which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.95 
 

Consultation Question 38. 
1.44 We invite consultees’ views as to the sanctions that should be available against 

organisations that offer matching and facilitation services without being regulated to do so, 
and whether these should be criminal, civil or regulatory. 

I do not accept that matching and facilitation services should be allowed – regardless who they 
are provided by – because they would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I 
consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. Offering such services 
should be a criminal offence. 

Paragraph 9.97 
 

Consultation Question 39. 
1.45 We provisionally propose that the remit of the Human Fertilisation and Embryology 

Authority be expanded to include the regulation of regulated surrogacy organisations, and 
oversight of compliance with the proposed legal requirements for the new pathway to legal 
parenthood. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction 
surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and would 
drive an increase in surrogacy. 
 
1.46 If consultees agree, we invite their views as to how the Authority’s Code of Practice should 

apply to regulated surrogacy organisations, including which additional or new areas of 
regulation should be applied. 

Paragraph 9.117 
 

Consultation Question 40. 
1.47 We provisionally propose that surrogacy agreements should remain unenforceable (subject 

to the exception we provisionally propose in Consultation Question 88 in relation to financial 
terms). 
Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 9.129 
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Consultation Question 41. 
1.48 We provisionally propose that there should be no prohibition against charging for 

negotiating, facilitating and advising on surrogacy arrangements. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I VEHEMENTLY disagree with this proposal and the opening up of surrogacy in this country, 
because I consider it a violation of the human rights of both women and the child. The idea of 
organisations charging to facilitate it is utterly abhorrent and violates the spirit, if not the letter, of 
Article 6 of CEDAW, given the parallels between surrogacy and prostitution. Article 6 prohibits the 
exploitation of the prostitution of women – which includes deriving any form of benefit from 
women’s prostitution. 

Paragraph 9.135 
 

Consultation Question 42. 
1.49 We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy should 

be removed, with the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything that can 
lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I VEHEMENTLY disagree with removing the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy. 
Surrogacy is a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and enabling advertising 
sites (and other ‘service’ organisations) to financially benefit from it is abhorrent. 
 
At this time of increasing poverty and inequality, it would be unethical to promote the idea that 
being a ‘surrogate’ mother would be a solution to an impoverished woman’s financial problems. If 
this proposal is implemented, Facebook and Google are likely present surrogacy ads to female 
students and young women suggesting that becoming a ‘surrogate’ would provide the solution to 
their f inancial worries. The most disadvantaged young women would be the most vulnerable to 
this idea and it is doubtful it would ever truly be in her best interest. 
 
Just as we protect disadvantaged people from the temptation of selling their kidneys for money, 
we need to protect disadvantaged women from the temptation of renting their wombs. This means 
that advertising of surrogacy MUST remain banned. 

Paragraph 9.145 
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Consultation Question 43. 
1.50 We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, where the making of a parental order 

in respect of a child born of a surrogacy arrangement has been recorded in the Parental 
Order Register, the child should be able to access his or her original birth certif icate at the 
age of 18. 
Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 10.80 

 
Consultation Question 44. 
1.51 We provisionally propose that where children are born of surrogacy arrangements that 

result in the intended parents being recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form 
of that certif icate should make clear that the birth was the result of a surrogacy 
arrangement. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended 
parents’ should be recorded as parents on the original birth certif icate. The birth mother should be 
recorded as the birth mother on the birth certificate and all decisions involving legal parenthood 
and parental responsibility should be taken after the birth by a court or other competent authority, 
with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN 
Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and 
the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
However, if the ‘intended parents’ are recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of 
the certif icate should make clear that the birth was the result of a surrogacy arrangement. 
 
 

 

Consultation Question 45. 
1.52 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the birth registration system in England and 

Wales requires reform and, if so, which reforms they would like to see. 
I do not consider the birth registration system to be in need for reform. I am particularly opposed 
to changes to allow for the registration of three parents or for anyone other than the birth mother 
to be recorded as the mother on the original birth certif icate. Such proposals could lead to the 
facilitation of the sale of children and an erosion of mothers’ rights and a diluting of the 
understanding that the relationship between the birth mother and the child is unique. 

Paragraph 10.87 
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Consultation Question 46. 
1.53 We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has 

been the subject of a parental order should be able to access all the documents contained 
in the court’s file for those parental order proceedings. 
Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 10.89 

 
Consultation Question 47. 
1.54 We provisionally propose that a national register of surrogacy arrangements should be 

created to record the identity of the intended parents, the surrogate and the gamete donors. 
Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
1.55 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the register should be maintained by the Authority; 
(2) the register should record information for all surrogacy arrangements, whether in or 

outside the new pathway, provided that the information about who has contributed 
gametes for the conception of the child has been medically verif ied, and that the 
information should include: 
(a) identifying information about all the parties to the surrogacy arrangement, and 
(b) non-identifying information about those who have contributed gametes to the 

conception of the child; and 
(3) to facilitate the record of this information, the application form/petition for a parental 

order should record full information about a child’s genetic heritage where available 
and established by DNA or medical evidence, recording the use of an anonymous 
gamete donor if that applies. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy 
organisations. However, should surrogacy take place, it is important that the children have access 
to information about their origins and these proposals seem generally sound, except that the 
information held on gamete donors should also include identifying information – because 
otherwise it trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the right to know her or his 
genetic parentage. 

Paragraph 10.102 
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Consultation Question 48. 
1.56 We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate 

and the intended parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy 
arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy arrangement. 

I agree but with the proviso that all the information should be identifying – because otherwise it 
trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the right to know her or his genetic 
parentage. 

Paragraph 10.104 
 

Consultation Question 49. 
1.57 We provisionally propose that a child born of a surrogacy arrangement should be able to 

access the information recorded in the register from the age of 18 for identifying 
information, and 16 for non-identifying information (if such information is included on the 
register), provided that he or she has been given a suitable opportunity to receive 
counselling about the implications of compliance with this request. 
Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
1.58 We invite consultees’ views as to whether a child under the age of 18 or 16 (depending on 

whether the information is identifying or non-identifying respectively) should be able to 
access the information in the register and, if so, in which circumstances: 
(1) where his or her legal parents have consented; 
(2) if he or she has received counselling and the counsellor judges that he or she is 

sufficiently mature to receive this information; and/or 
(3) in any other circumstances. 

I agree with (1) and (2) and believe there might be other circumstances where this is reasonable. 
Paragraph 10.110 

 

Consultation Question 50. 
1.59 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any provision for those born of a 

surrogacy arrangement to make a request for information to disclose whether a person 
whom he or she is intending to marry, or with whom he or she intends to enter into a civil 
partnership or intimate physical relationship, was carried by the same surrogate. 

YES, this should be possible. 
Paragraph 10.114 

 

Consultation Question 51. 
1.60 We provisionally propose that where two people are born to, and genetically related 

through, the same surrogate, they should be able to access the register to identify each 
other, if they both wish to do so. 
Do consultees agree? 
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YES 
 
1.61 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be provision to allow people born to 

the same surrogate – but who are not genetically related – to access the register to identify 
each other, if they both wish to do so. 

YES, I agree. 
Paragraph 10.121 

 

Consultation Question 52. 
1.62 We invite consultees’ views as to whether provision should be made to allow a person 

carried by a surrogate, and the surrogate’s own child, to access the register to identify each 
other, if they both wish to do so: 
(1) if they are genetically related through the surrogate; and/or 
(2) if they are not genetically related through the surrogate. 

YES to both (1) and (2) 
Paragraph 10.123 

 

Consultation Question 53. 
1.63 For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to 

whether details of an intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental 
order should be recorded in the register. 

The intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded 
in the register. 

Paragraph 10.128 
 

Consultation Question 54. 
1.64 We provisionally propose that the six month time limits in sections 54 and 54A of the HFEA 

2008 for making a parental order application should be abolished. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain 
circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child. 

Paragraph 11.20 
 

Consultation Question 55. 
1.65 We provisionally propose that: 
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(1) the current circumstances in which the consent of the surrogate (and any other legal 
parent) is not required, namely where a person cannot be found or is incapable of 
giving agreement, should continue to be available; 

NO 
 
I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child 
trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s wombs. An adoption order can be considered 
as an option when a parental order is not possible. 
 

(2) the court should have the power to dispense with the consent of the surrogate, and 
any other legal parent of the child, in the following circumstances: 
(a) where the child is living with the intended parents, with the consent of the 

surrogate and any other legal parent, or 
(b) following a determination by the court that the child should live with the 

intended parents; and 
(3) the court’s power to dispense with consent should be subject to the paramount 

consideration of the child’s welfare throughout his or her life guided by the factors set 
out in section 1 of the Adoption and Children Act 2002 and, in Scotland, in line with 
the section 14(3) of the Adoption and Children (Scotland) Act 2007. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child 
trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s wombs. An adoption order can be considered 
as an option when a parental order is not possible. 

Paragraph 11.58 
 

Consultation Question 56. 
1.66 We provisionally propose that, both for a parental order and in the new pathway, the 

intended parents or one of the intended parents must be domiciled or habitually resident in 
the UK, Channel Islands or Isle of Man. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The ‘intended parents’ should be 
domiciled (and not simply habitually resident) in the UK in order to avoid surrogacy tourism. 
 
1.67 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any additional conditions 

imposed on the test of habitual residence, for example, a qualifying period of habitual 
residence required to satisfy the test. 

I profoundly disagree with opening up parental orders to ‘intended parents’ who are habitual 
residents but not domiciled in the UK – because of the risk of surrogacy tourism. 

Paragraph 12.15 
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Consultation Question 57. 
1.68 We invite consultees’ views on whether: 

(1) the qualifying categories of relationship in section 54(2) of the HFEA 2008 should be 
reformed and, if so, how; or 

(2) the requirement should be removed, subject to two persons who are within the 
prohibited degrees of relationship being prevented from applying. 

The qualifying categories of relationship should not be reformed or removed. 
Paragraph 12.29 

 

Consultation Question 58. 
1.69 We provisionally propose that to use the new pathway, intended parents should be required 

to make a declaration in the surrogacy agreement that they intend for the child’s home to be 
with them. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 12.34 
 

Consultation Question 59. 
1.70 We provisionally propose that the new pathway – 

(1) should not impose a requirement that the intended parent, or one of the intended 
parents, provide gametes for the conception of the child, so that double donation of 
gametes is permitted, but 

(2) that double donation should only be permitted in cases of medical necessity, 
meaning that there is not an intended parent who is able to provide a gamete due to 
infertility. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic link should 
be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 
 
1.71 We invite consultees’ views as to whether double donation should be permitted under the 

parental order pathway (to the same extent that it may be permitted in the new pathway) in 
domestic surrogacy arrangements. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and all other proposals that are 
likely to result in an increase in surrogacy. I therefore do not believe that double donation should 
be permitted under the parental order pathway in domestic surrogacy arrangements. 
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1.72 We provisionally propose that the requirement that the intended parent or one of the 
intended parents contribute gametes to the conception of the child in the parental order 
pathway should be retained in international surrogacy arrangements. 
Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 12.64 

 

Consultation Question 60. 
1.73 We provisionally propose that if the requirement for a genetic link is retained for domestic 

cases outside the new pathway, the requirement should not apply, subject to medical 
necessity, if the court determines that the intended parents in good faith began the 
surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway but were required to apply for a parental order. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I fundamentally disagree with proposals to introduce the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic 
link should be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 

Paragraph 12.71 
 

Consultation Question 61. 
1.74 We provisionally propose that if double donation is permitted only in cases of medical 

necessity, an exception should be made to allow a parental order to be granted to a single 
parent without a genetic link where the intended parent’s former partner provides gametes 
but the intended parents’ relationship breaks down before the grant of a parental order. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 

Paragraph 12.76 
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Consultation Question 62. 
1.75 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that a surrogacy 

arrangement has been used because of medical necessity: 
(1) for cases under the new pathway to parenthood; and/or 
(2) for cases where a post-birth parental order application is made. 

I oppose surrogacy and believe that it is a fundamental violation of women’s and children’s rights 
and that it should therefore be banned. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 
 
1.76 We invite consultees’ views as to how a test of medical necessity for surrogacy, if it is 

introduced, should be defined and assessed. 
I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 

Paragraph 12.94 
 

Consultation Question 63. 
1.77 We provisionally propose that in order to use the new pathway to parenthood, information 

identifying the child’s genetic parents and the surrogate must be provided for entry on the 
national register of surrogacy agreements prior to registration of the child’s birth. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly oppose the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. However, I support the requirement in 
any surrogacy arrangements for the recording of the identity of all genetic parents and the birth 
mother. 
 
1.78 We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be a condition for an application for a 

parental order that: 
(1) those who contributed gametes are entered on the national register of surrogacy 

agreements; and/or 
(2) if it remains a requirement that one of the intended parents provided gametes in the 

conception of the child, that the genetic link is demonstrated to the court with medical 
or DNA evidence. 

While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, I support this condition for a parental order in 
the circumstances described in both (1) and (2). 
 
1.79 We provisionally propose that it should be a condition for the application of a parental order 

that the identity of the surrogate is entered on the national register of surrogacy 
agreements. 
Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, if it happens, I support this provision. 

Paragraph 12.115 
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Consultation Question 64. 
1.80 We provisionally propose that there should be no maximum age limit for the grant of a 

parental order. The age of the intended parents should continue to be taken into account in 
the assessment of the welfare of the child in applications to grant a parental order. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I am opposed to surrogacy and would like to see it banned, because it is a violation of both 
women’s and children’s human rights. 
 
Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society 
and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good health until the child reaches adulthood. 
Surrogacy is therefore particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. If surrogacy is to 
be opened up, a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is imperative. This will make it clear that 
society does not condone older people entering a surrogacy arrangement and will make it less 
likely that older people will go ahead with such an arrangement and present the court with a fait 
accompli. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement up to that age but not beyond. It is 
therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
 
1.81 We invite consultees’ views as to whether under the new pathway there should be a 

maximum age limit for intended parents, and if so, what it should be. 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be 
allowed, there should be a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ and it should be 45. 
 
Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society 
and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good health until the child reaches adulthood. I 
am opposed to surrogacy per se, because it is a violation of both women’s and children’s human 
rights. However, it is particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. I therefore consider 
that a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is important. This will make it clear that society 
does not consider it acceptable for older people to enter into a surrogacy arrangement and will 
make it less likely that they will. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement up to that age. It is therefore imperative that 
age limits are set very carefully. 
 
1.82 We provisionally propose that intended parents should be required to be at least 18 years 

old at the time that they enter into a surrogacy agreement under the new pathway. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
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I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be 
allowed, there should be a minimum age for ‘intended parents’ and it should be much older than 
18. I suggest that 25 would be more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement at that age. It is therefore imperative that 
age limits are set very carefully. What kind of society would want 18-year olds to believe that it 
would be reasonable for them to become ‘parents’ through a surrogacy arrangement – before they 
have taken even their f irst steps into independence and adulthood? 

Paragraph 12.133 
 

Consultation Question 65. 
1.83 We provisionally propose that surrogates should be required to be at least 18 years of age 

(at the time of conception), in order for the court to have the power to make a parental 
order. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I am opposed to surrogacy per se and would like to see it banned, because I consider it a violation 
of both women’s and children’s human rights. 
 
At 18 a woman is barely out of childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish herself 
as an adult. This means that she is particularly vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There 
should be a significantly older minimum age for entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I 
suggest that 25 years would be more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society 
sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy 
arrangement is a reasonable thing for them to be doing before they have taken even their f irst 
steps into independence and adulthood? 
 
1.84 We provisionally propose that surrogates should be required to be at least 18 years old at 

the time of entering into the surrogacy agreement within the new pathway. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for a ‘new pathway’. At 18 a woman is barely out of 
childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish herself as an adult. This means that she 
is particularly vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There should be a significantly older 
minimum age for entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I suggest that 25 years would be 
more appropriate. 
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Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society 
sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy 
arrangement is a reasonable thing for them to be doing before they have taken even their f irst 
steps into independence and adulthood? 

Paragraph 12.144 
 

Consultation Question 66. 
1.85 We provisionally propose that medical testing of the surrogate, any partner of the surrogate, 

and any intended parent providing gametes should be required for the new pathway. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
 
1.86 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the types of testing set out in the Code of 

Practice are feasible for traditional surrogacy arrangements outside a licensed clinic, and if 
not, which types of testing should be required for such arrangements. 

 
Paragraph 13.16 

 

Consultation Question 67. 
1.87 We provisionally propose that, as a condition of being eligible for entry into the new 

pathway: 
(1) the surrogate, her spouse, civil partner or partner (if any) and the intended parents 

intending to enter into a surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway should be 
required to attend counselling with regard to the implications of entering into that 
arrangement; and 

(2) the implications counselling should be provided by a counsellor who meets the 
requirements set out in the Code of Practice at paragraphs 2.14 to 2.15. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.44 
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Consultation Question 68. 
1.88 We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that the 

surrogate and the intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect of 
the law and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is signed. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.65 
 

Consultation Question 69. 
1.89 We provisionally propose that, as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway: 

(1) an enhanced criminal record certificate should be obtained for intended parents, 
surrogates and any spouses, civil partners or partners of surrogates; 
(2) the body overseeing the surrogate arrangement should not enable a surrogate 
arrangement to be proceed under the new pathway where a person screened is unsuitable 
for having being convicted of, or received a police caution for, any offence appearing on a 
prescribed list of offences; and 
(3) the body overseeing the surrogacy arrangement may also determine that a person 
is unsuitable based on the information provided in the enhanced record certificate. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
 
1.90 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the list of offences that applies in the case of 

adoption is appropriate in the case of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. 
OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.73 
 



36 
 

Consultation Question 70. 
1.91 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the surrogate 

has previously given birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway. 
OTHER 
 
I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. 
 
Society should not condone women who have never had a child of their own entering an 
arrangement to undergo pregnancy and childbirth for someone else. It is impossible to understand 
what pregnancy and childbirth are like and how they will change you until or unless you have had 
that experience yourself. 

Paragraph 13.95 
 

Consultation Question 71. 
1.92 We provisionally propose that there should not be a maximum number of surrogate 

pregnancies that a woman can undertake as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. 
 
Society should not condone women undergoing multiple ‘surrogate’ pregnancies and childbirths. 
Even the Kennel Club recognises that female dogs should not be allowed to undertake more than 
four pregnancies. It is abhorrent that female dogs have better protections than women would have 
under this proposal. 

Paragraph 13.99 
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Consultation Question 72. 
1.93 We invite consultees’ views as to whether payment of costs by the intended parents to the 

surrogate should be able to be: 
(1) based on an allowance; 
(2) based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, but without the need for production 

of receipts; or 
(3) based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, and only on production of receipts. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.16 
 

Consultation Question 73. 
1.94 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate essential costs relating 
to the pregnancy; and 

(2) the types of expenditure which should be considered “essential”.   
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above the actual 
essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, 
and travel to medical appointments – backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.22 
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Consultation Question 74. 
1.95 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate 
additional costs relating to the pregnancy; and 

(2) the types of expenditure which should be considered additional, rather than essential.   
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above the actual 
essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, 
and travel to medical appointments – backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.26 
 

Consultation Question 75. 
1.96 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether intended parents should be permitted to pay all costs that arise from 
entering into a surrogacy arrangement, and those unique to a surrogate pregnancy; 
and 

(2) the types of cost which should be included within this category. 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.29 
 

Consultation Question 76. 
1.97 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be 

able to pay their surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or 
self-employed). 
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I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost earnings. 

Paragraph 15.37 
 

Consultation Question 77. 
1.98 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be 

able to pay their surrogate either or both of the following lost potential earnings: 
(1) her lost employment-related potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 15.35 

above); and/or 
(2) other lost potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 15.36 above). 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost earnings. 

Paragraph 15.38 
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Consultation Question 78. 
1.99 We invite consultees to share their experiences: 

(1) of the impact that payments received by a surrogate from the intended parents has 
had on the surrogate’s entitlement to means-tested social welfare benefits; and 

(2) where a surrogacy arrangement has had an impact on the surrogate’s entitlement to 
means-tested social welfare benefits, how that has been addressed in their 
surrogacy arrangement. 

N/A 
Paragraph 15.47 
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Consultation Question 79. 
1.100 We invite consultees’ views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay 

compensation to the surrogate for the following: 
(1) pain and inconvenience arising from the pregnancy and childbirth; 
(2) medical treatments relating to the surrogacy, including payments for each 

insemination or embryo transfer; and/or 
(3)  specified complications, including hyperemesis gravidarum, pre-eclampsia, an 

ectopic pregnancy, miscarriage, termination, caesarean birth, excessive 
haemorrhaging, perineal tearing, removal of fallopian tubes or ovaries or a 
hysterectomy. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother compensation. 
 
1.101 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other matters in respect of which 

intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate compensation. 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother compensation. 
 
1.102 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the level of compensation payable should be: 

(1) a fixed fee set by the regulator (operating as a cap on the maximum payable), or 
(2) left to the parties to negotiate.   
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I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother compensation. 

Paragraph 15.53 
 

Consultation Question 80. 
1.103 We invite consultees views’ as to whether intended parents should be able to pay 

compensation to the surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the 
surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for the surrogate. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question illustrates the risks of surrogacy and why I oppose it. 

Paragraph 15.56 
 

Consultation Question 81. 
1.104 We invite consultees’ views as to whether: 

(1) intended parents should be able to buy gifts for the surrogate; and 
(2) if so, specific provision should be made for these gifts to be modest or reasonable in 

nature. 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 



43 
 

 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to give the birth mother gifts. 

Paragraph 15.60 
 

Consultation Question 82. 
1.105 We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be possible for the intended parents to 

agree to pay a woman for the service of undertaking a surrogacy. 
It should not be possible for the intended parents to agree to pay a woman for the service 
of undertaking a surrogacy. (check box) 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her ‘services’. 
 
1.106 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay a 

woman for the service of undertaking surrogacy, whether that the fee should be: 
(1) any sum agreed between the parties to the surrogacy; or 
(2) a fixed fee set by the regulator. 

Leave both check boxes blank. 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
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There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her ‘services’. 
 
1.107 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay a 

woman a fixed fee for the service of undertaking surrogacy, what, if any, other payments 
the law should permit, in addition to that f ixed fee: 
(1) no other payments; 
(2) essential costs relating to the pregnancy; 
(3) additional costs relating to the pregnancy; 
(4) lost earnings; 
(5) compensation for pain and inconvenience, medical treatment and complications, and 

the death of the surrogate; and/or 
(6) gifts. 

Leave all check boxes blank. 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to make any type of fee or payment to 
the birth mother for her ‘services’. 

Paragraph 15.69 
 

Consultation Question 83. 
1.108 We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be possible for any payment the law 

permits the intended parents to pay the surrogate for her services to be reduced in the 
event of a miscarriage or termination of the pregnancy. 
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I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their 
‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of surrogacy. 
 
1.109 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if the law permits a fee payable to the surrogate 

to be able to be reduced in the event of a miscarriage or termination, whether such 
provision should apply: 
(1) in the first trimester of pregnancy only; 
(2) to any miscarriage or termination; or 
(3) some other period of time (please specify).   

Leave all check boxes blank. 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their 
‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of surrogacy. 

Paragraph 15.72 
 

Consultation Question 84. 
1.110 We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to 

surrogates should be the same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to 
parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. 
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Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I am opposed to the ‘new pathway’ but consider that regardless of the surrogacy arrangement 
being used, the only payments that should ever be made are essential and basic expenses for 
which receipts are provided. 

Paragraph 15.74 
 

Consultation Question 85. 
1.111 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have not 

discussed which they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the 
surrogate. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 

Paragraph 15.75 
 

Consultation Question 86. 
1.112 We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that 

intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate. 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
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There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.76 
 

Consultation Question 87. 
1.113 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are specific methods of enforcing 

limitations that are placed on payments to surrogates that we should consider as part of our 
review: 
(1) for cases within the new pathway to parenthood; and 
(2) for cases where a parental order is made after the birth of the baby. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
The only payments that should be made are essential and basic expenses and for which receipts 
are provided. The judge or other competent authority should closely monitor all f inancial aspects 
of the arrangement (in line with the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations*) and refuse the 
parental order when payments have exceeded basic expenses. If it is not a judge overseeing the 
arrangements, the competent authority should be totally independent and not, for example, an 
agency (or ‘regulated surrogacy organisation’) that has been involved in the arrangements in any 
way. 
 
 

Paragraph 15.89 
 

Consultation Question 88. 
1.114 We provisionally propose that financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into under 

the new pathway to parenthood should be enforceable by the surrogate. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
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1.115 We provisionally propose that if the financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into 
under the new pathway become enforceable, the ability to do so should not be dependent 
on the surrogate complying with any terms of the agreement relating to her lifestyle. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The idea that a ‘surrogacy 
agreement’ could place restrictions on the birth mother’s lifestyle is utterly abhorrent. 

Paragraph 15.99 
 

Consultation Question 89. 
1.116 We invite overseas surrogates (or bodies representing or advocating for surrogates) to 

share with us their experiences f international surrogacy arrangements. 
N/A 

Paragraph 16.10 
 

Consultation Question 90. 
1.117 We invite organisations focused on children’s rights and welfare in the international context 

to share with us their views on our proposed reforms and consultation questions in this 
chapter. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.12 

 

Consultation Question 91. 
1.118 We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of their experience of applying to register 

a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement as a British citizen and 
obtaining a passport for the child. In particular, we would be interested to hear how long the 
application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have about 
causes of delays in the process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.52 
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Consultation Question 92. 
1.119 We provisionally propose that it should be possible for a file to be opened, and the 

application process for obtaining registration of a child born from an international surrogacy 
arrangement and obtaining a passport to begin, prior to the birth of the child. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a 
passport in international surrogacy arrangements appears to contradict the UN Special 
Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling and trafficking of 
children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly disagree with this 
proposal. 
 
 

Paragraph 16.53 
 

Consultation Question 93. 
1.120 We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of 

applying for a visa for a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In 
particular, we would be interested to hear how long the application took after the birth of the 
child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.68 

 

Consultation Question 94. 
1.121 We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process for 

applying for a visa in respect of a child born through an international surrogacy 
arrangement, before the child is born. The application will need to be completed after the 
birth of the child, and the issue of a passport in the child’s country of birth. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a 
passport before the child is born in international surrogacy arrangements appears to contradict the 
UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling and 
trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly 
disagree with this proposal. 
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1.122 We provisionally propose that the current provision made for the grant of a visa outside of 
the Immigration Rules where the intended parents are not the legal parents of the child 
under nationality law should be brought within the Rules. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
1.123 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the grant of a visa should not be dependent on the child breaking links with the 
surrogate; or 
(2) that this condition should be clarif ied to ensure that it does not prevent the child 
having contact, and an on-going relationship, with the surrogate. 
Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
1.124 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current requirement for the grant of a visa 

outside the Rules that the intended parents must apply for a parental order within six 
months of the child’s birth should be removed (regardless of whether the availability of the 
visa is brought within the Rules), if our provisional proposal to remove the time limit on 
applications for parental orders is accepted. 

NO 
 
The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain 
circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child. 

Paragraph 16.69 
 

Consultation Question 95. 
1.125 We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process 

for applying for a EU Uniform Format Form in respect of a child born through an 
international surrogacy arrangement, before the child is born. The application will need to 
be completed after the birth of the child. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for an EU Uniform Format Form 
for the child before she or he is born in international surrogacy arrangements appears to 
contradict the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against 
the selling and trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I 
therefore strongly disagree with this proposal. 
 
 

Paragraph 16.76 
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Consultation Question 96. 
1.126 We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of 

applying for a EU Uniform Format Form for a child born through an international surrogacy 
arrangement. In particular we would be interested to hear how long the application took 
after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the 
process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.77 

 

Consultation Question 97. 
1.127 We provisionally propose that the UK Government should provide a single, 

comprehensive guide for intended parents explaining the nationality and immigration 
consequences of having a child through an international surrogacy arrangement. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I agree with such a guide, but would like to see it explaining the reasons why surrogacy is a 
violation of the human rights of women and children and all the other ways in which it is possible 
for people to enjoy children in their lives. 

Paragraph 16.82 
 

Consultation Question 98. 
1.128 We provisionally propose that international surrogacy arrangements should not be eligible 

for the new pathway to parenthood. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 16.93 
 

Consultation Question 99. 
1.129 We provisionally propose that: 
1.130 the Secretary of State should have the power to provide that the intended parents of 

children born through international surrogacy arrangements, who are recognised as the 
legal parents of the child in the country of the child’s birth, should also be recognised as 
the child’s legal parents in the UK, without it being necessary for the intended parents to 
apply for a parental order, but 

1.131 before exercising the power, the Secretary of State should be required to be satisfied that 
the domestic law and practice in the country in question provides protection against the 
exploitation of surrogates, and for the welfare of the child, that is at least equivalent to that 
provided in UK law. 
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Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I do not see how this proposal for such a blanket power would align with the UN Special 
Rapporteur’s key recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the Protection of Children 
and Cooperation in respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. The latter requires the birth mother 
to have legal parenthood and parental responsibility when the child is born and that her consent 
to giving up the child must be given AFTER the child's birth and that the transfer of ‘parenthood’ 
should be overseen by the courts or a competent authority on an individual case by case basis, 
with the best interests of the child being the paramount consideration. This is an important 
safeguard against the sale of children and for the protection of the birth mother and I believe it 
should apply equally to international surrogacy arrangements. I therefore strongly disagree with 
this proposal. 
 
 

Paragraph 16.94 
 

Consultation Question 100. 
1.132 We invite consultees to tell us of their experience of surrogacy arrangements in the UK 

involving foreign intended parents. 
N/A 
 
1.133 We invite consultees’ views as to whether: 

(1) any restriction is necessary on the removal of a child from the UK for the purpose of 
the child becoming the subject of a parental order, or its equivalent, in another 
jurisdiction; and 

(2) if such a restriction is necessary, there should be a process allowing foreign 
intended parents to remove the child from the jurisdiction of the UK for this purpose 
and with the approval of the court and, if so, what form should that process take. 

Restrictions and checks MUST be in place to protect the child and the birth mother from 
trafficking and exploitation. The process should include the same checks as would be used in an 
international adoption. 

Paragraph 16.120 
 

Consultation Question 101. 
1.134 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current application of the law on statutory 

paternity leave, and statutory paternity pay, to the situation of the surrogate’s spouse, civil 
partner or partner requires reform. 

I do not believe this needs changing. 
Paragraph 17.18 
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Consultation Question 102. 
1.135 We provisionally propose that provision for maternity allowance should be made in respect 

of intended parents, and that any such provision should be limited so that only one 
intended parent qualif ies. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
Paragraph 17.32 

 

Consultation Question 103. 
1.136 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether there is a need for reform in respect of the right of intended parents to take 
time off work before the birth of the child, whether for the purpose of induced 
lactation, ante-natal appointments or any other reason; and 

(2) if reform is needed, suggestions on reform. 
I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children. 

Paragraph 17.36 
 

Consultation Question 104. 
1.137 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the duty of employers to provide suitable 

facilities for any person at work who is a pregnant woman or nursing mother to rest under 
Regulation 25 of the Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations 1992 is 
sufficient to include intended parents in a surrogacy arrangement. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children. 

Paragraph 17.40 
 

Consultation Question 105. 
1.138 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are further issues in relation to 

employment rights and surrogacy arrangements and, if so, any suggestions for reform. 
I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children 

Paragraph 17.43 
 

Consultation Question 106. 
1.139 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they believe any reforms in relation to surrogacy 

and succession law are required. 
I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children 
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Paragraph 17.56 
 

Consultation Question 107. 
1.140 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any issues in how surrogacy 

arrangements are dealt with by the health services, and whether there are reforms to law 
or practice that consultees would like to see in this area. 

It is important that all health and care professionals are aware that surrogacy agreements are not 
legally binding and that ‘intended parents’ have no legal right to override the birth mother’s 
wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or medical and health care, including during 
pregnancy, labour and childbirth. Even if she has previously agreed to them sharing decisions 
and being informed on these matters, she can withdraw her consent at any time for any or no 
reason. All professionals involved in her care are duty-bound to comply with her wishes. 
 
All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being 
coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or more persons, including her spouse 
or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be 
present in so-called altruistic surrogacy arrangements. 
 
Surrogacy arrangements place additional and complicated pressures on healthcare staff and this 
could reduce the standard of impartial care given to birth mothers and new-borns – especially 
when the ‘intended parents’ are entitled, rich or of high status. This itself is a valid reason to be 
extremely cautious about making changes that will increase the numbers of surrogacy births. 
 
It is generally recognised that egg donation and IVF pregnancies carry additional health risks. As 
most surrogacy pregnancies involve IVF, any increase in surrogacy is likely to lead to additional 
pressure on the NHS. 
 
Adoption research suggests that the separation of the new-born and the birth mother has long-
term negative effects on the well-being of both of them. This is likely to be the same for birth 
mothers and babies in surrogacy arrangements and so can be expected to place additional long-
term pressures on the NHS and society as a whole. This has not been considered and there are 
no questions about this. 
 
An increase in surrogacy will require an increase in egg donation, which is a risky procedure that 
can have a long-term negative impact on the woman’s health, including premature death. Ethical 
issues abound. Young women might be coerced by financial pressures to donate eggs when this 
isn’t in their best interests and there are worries about eugenics – where egg donors are 
selected on the basis of blonde hair, blue eyes and stereotypical measures of ‘attractiveness’ for 
example. 
 
The law commissioners do not appear to have considered the likely impact of any of these 
issues. There is no question about people’s thoughts about the NHS picking up the tab for the 
extra costs involved in surrogacy and whether this affects their opinions on surrogacy itself. 
There appears to have been no evaluation of the size of the additional costs to the NHS and 
society. 
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1.141 We invite consultees’ views as to any additions or revisions that they would like to see 

made to the guidance published by the Department for Health and Social Care for 
England and Wales. 

The guidance should be revised to clarify that surrogacy agreements are not legally binding and 
that the birth mother has the right to change her mind at any time, for any or no reason. 
Healthcare professionals must accept that her wishes are paramount and that the ‘intended 
parents’ have no legal right to override her wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or 
medical and health care, including during pregnancy, labour, childbirth and the postpartum 
period. 
 
All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being 
coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or more persons, including her spouse 
or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be 
present in so-called altruistic surrogacy arrangements. 
 
The guidance should make it clear that healthcare professionals should be even more alert than 
normal to the possibility that she is being coerced and to ensure that they can speak to her 
alone, including during labour, and that if she changes her mind about who is present in 
consultations, and the labour ward/delivery suite, they must respect her wishes. 
 
1.142 We invite consultees’ views as to how midwifery practice may better accommodate 

surrogacy arrangements, in particular with regard to safeguarding issues. 
It is important that midwifery practice always prioritises the wishes of the birth mother and the 
wellbeing of herself and the child. 

Paragraph 17.76 
 

Consultation Question 108. 
1.143 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other legal issues in relation to 

surrogacy, not covered in this Consultation Paper, that merit examination. 
It is of considerable concern that the law commissioners appear to have given no consideration 
to the significant risk that women will be coerced into agreeing to participate in surrogacy 
arrangements for someone else’s benefit. This can be true in ‘altruistic’ surrogacy but is even 
more likely if substantial payments are involved. 
 
It is well-known that women and girls are groomed and/or coerced into prostitution by partners 
and ‘boyfriends’ who act as their pimp and take all or much of their earnings. This is a major 
route by which many women enter prostitution and is a major factor in preventing their exit. 
There is no reason to expect that the same dynamics will not occur in relation to surrogacy if it is 
opened up and provides opportunities to make significant amounts of money. 
 
If the law commissioners’ proposals are enacted, there must therefore also be legislation that 
prohibits coercing a woman into a surrogacy arrangement. This should be a criminal offence and 
carry a hefty penalty – in recognition that it is a human rights violation and so that it acts as a 
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deterrent. That such a law would be diff icult to enforce just adds to the arguments for why paid 
surrogacy is a bad idea – and especially for women. 
 
It would be far better to simply ban all surrogacy arrangements – or at the very least any 
payments beyond basic and essential expenses backed by receipts and overseen by a judge. 

Paragraph 17.80 
 

Consultation Question 109. 
1.144 We invite consultees who are intended parents, live in the UK, and have entered into a 

surrogacy arrangement that led to the birth of a child to tell us: 
(1) when the child was born; 
(2) whether the arrangement was domestic or international and, if international, in 

which country the arrangement took place; 
(3) whether the arrangement led to the making of a parental order in the UK; and 
(4) whether they are a: 

(a) opposite-sex couple; 
(b) male same-sex couple; 
(c) female same-sex couple; 
(d) single woman; or 
(e) single man. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.2 

 

Consultation Question 110. 
1.145 We invite consultees who have experience of applying for a parental order in the UK to tell 

us: 
(1) whether the surrogacy arrangement was domestic or international; 
(2) whether they had legal advice before the making of the parental order; 
(3) whether they were represented by a lawyer in court; and 
(4) the cost of any legal advice or representation. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.4 

 

Consultation Question 111. 
1.146 We invite consultees’ views as to the impact (social, emotional, f inancial or otherwise) of 

the current law where the intended parents are not the legal parents from birth of the child 
born of the surrogacy arrangement. 

Paragraph 18.6 
 



57 
 

Consultation Question 112. 
1.147 We invite consultees to tell us what they have paid for, or to provide evidence about the 

cost of: 
(1) medical screening; and 
(2) implications counselling 
(where possible separating out the cost of such screening, tests or implications 
counselling from any other costs involved with fertility treatment). 

N/A 
 
1.148 We invite legal consultees, who advise on surrogacy and parental order proceedings, to 

provide evidence of what they would charge: 
(1) to provide advice sufficient to meet the proposed requirement for independent legal 

advice discussed in Chapter 13; and 
(2) to draft, advise on and negotiate the written surrogacy agreement required for the 

new pathway. 
N/A 

Paragraph 18.8 
 

Consultation Question 113. 
1.149 We invite consultees to tell us of the impact of: 

(1) the current requirement of a genetic link; and 
(2) any removal of this requirement in cases of medical necessity: 

(a) in the new pathway; 
(b) in the parental order route for domestic surrogacy arrangements; or 
(c) in both situations. 

 
Paragraph 18.11 

 

Consultation Question 114. 
1.150 We invite consultees who consider that they might be able to fulf il the role of the 

independent professional discussed in Chapter 9 to tell us: 
(1) their profession; and 
(2) what they would charge to provide such a service. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.13 

 

Consultation Question 115. 
1.151 We invite consultees who are intended parents to give us their views on the impact of our 

proposals for reform on their ability to enter into surrogacy arrangements and, in particular: 
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(1) if particular proposals will increase accessibility, and why; and 
(2) if particular proposals will restrict accessibility, and why. 

N/A 
1.152 We invite consultees who are surrogates to give us their views on the impact of our 

proposals for reform on their ability to enter into surrogacy arrangements and, in particular: 
(1) if particular proposals will increase accessibility, and why; and 
(2) if particular proposals will restrict accessibility, and why. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.15 

 

Consultation Question 116. 
1.153 We ask consultees who are intended parents to tell us: 

(1) whether the surrogacy arrangement was domestic or international; 
(2) what they spent, in total, on the surrogacy arrangement(s) that led to the birth of 

their child(ren), including the cost of fertility treatment, payments to the surrogate 
and payments to any surrogacy agency or organisation; 

(3) how they raised the funds for the surrogacy arrangement(s); 
(4) what they spent on any fertility treatment prior to entering into a surrogacy 

arrangement (where that treatment did not lead to the birth of a child); and 
(5) how they raised the funds for the fertility treatment. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.18 

 

Consultation Question 117. 
1.154 We invite consultees’ views as to the specific impact of our proposals in Northern Ireland. 
 

Paragraph 18.20 
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Consultation Question 118. 
1.155 We invite consultees’ views as to any other impact that we have not specifically addressed 

in this chapter, or the preceding chapters, of this paper. 
It seems that before the law commissioners designed this consultation, they had already decided 
that surrogacy is a positive thing and so legislation should enable it. This may be explained by a 
limited ‘pre-consultation’ mainly focusing on people who already had a vested interest in 
surrogacy – ‘intended parents,’ women who claim to have had a positive experience of 
surrogacy, and lawyers and other organisations who stand to make money from commercial 
surrogacy if it is given the green light. 
 
It seems that the law commissioners did not consider women as a group to be key stakeholders 
in this endeavour. This is a major error, because just as all women are affected by the institution 
of prostitution, so all women will be affected by any opening up of commercial surrogacy in this 
country. 
 
It could even be argued that one of the key drivers of commercial surrogacy is a desire by men 
to break the legal and cultural recognition of the unique bond between birth mother and child – 
and indeed the proposals to make the ‘intended parents’ the legal parents from the moment of 
birth are a major step in this direction, and are likely to have a significant impact down the line – 
potentially affecting the status of all women. 
 
Paid surrogacy opens up enormous potential for abuse and risks spouses, partners and other 
family members coercing a woman into engaging in commercial surrogacy for their (and not her) 
f inancial benefit. This will be a potential risk for thousands of women, which appears to have 
been completely overlooked by the law commissioners. 
 
UK and Scottish Law Commissions are obliged to comply with the Public Sector Equality Duty 
(PSED) when carrying out public functions, such as this consultation. There doesn’t appear to be 
any evidence they have done so, because they have not provided their equality considerations 
and impact assessments. As surrogacy has a very different impact on women and children than 
on adult males, we believe the law commissioners are in breach of equality legislation. 
 
The Equality and Human Rights Commission describes the obligations under the PSED to have 
due regard to the need to: 
 

• Eliminate unlawful discrimination, harassment and victimisation and other conduct 
prohibited by the Act. 

• Advance equality of opportunity between people who share a protected characteristic and 
those who do not. 

• Foster good relations between people who share a protected characteristic and those 
who do not. 

 
There are many ways in which opening up surrogacy in the UK is likely to worsen women’s 
position relative to men’s, and the relationship between the sexes. Any loosening of the laws 
around surrogacy could therefore be considered discriminatory. Surrogacy is also likely to have 
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an impact on the relations between the different generations. Imagine the rage that young people 
may feel when they discover that their ‘parents’ not only bought them but took advantage of their 
birth mothers. 
 
It is of major concern that the law commissioners’ ethical arguments hinge on ideas that are not 
based on any recognised human rights instruments – such as the idea that ‘procreative liberty’ 
confers some kind of human right to surrogacy and the idea that a woman has a human right to 
be a ‘surrogate.’ These arguments do not hold up to scrutiny and have been clearly rejected by 
the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
It is shocking that the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ violate many of the recommendations of 
the UN Special Rapporteur that are designed to guard against the sale of children and the 
exploitation of birth mothers, including: 
 
 The birth mother must be accorded the status of legal mother at birth, and must be under no 

contractual or legal obligation to participate in the legal or physical transfer of the child. 
 All payments to the birth mother must be made before the legal and physical transfer of the 

child and must be non-reimbursable – even if she decides not to relinquish the child. 
 The birth mother’s choice to transfer the child “must be a gratuitous act, based on her own 

post-birth intentions, rather than on any legal or contractual obligation.” 
 Pre-conception checks, while encouraged, cannot take the place of appropriate welfare 

checks after the birth of the child. 
 Decisions about parentage and parental responsibility must be made by a court or other 

competent authority on an individual basis after the birth with the best interests of the child 
being paramount. 

 
The consultation is confusing and it does not conform to the government’s consultation 
guidelines. There are too many questions, they are too detailed and do not ask the important 
high-level questions – such as whether you think surrogacy can ever be ethical, etc. 
 
For all these reasons, the law commissioners should go back to the drawing board and start 
again from the position of women’s and children’s human rights. If it is found that there is no way 
to liberalise surrogacy law that is compliant with obligations under international treaties such as 
CEDAW and the UNCRC and its first optional protocol, then the law must not be liberalised. 
 

Paragraph 18.22 
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About you

1  What is your name?

Name:

2  If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a university), what is the name of your organisation?

Enter the name of your organisation:

3  Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your organisation?

This is a personal response

If other, please provide details:

4  If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best describes you?

Other individual

5  What is your email address?

Email address:

6  What is your telephone number?

Telephone number:

7  If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be treated as confidential, please explain to us why you
regard the information as confidential. As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your explanation but cannot give an
assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances.

Please explain why you wish the information that you will provide to us to be treated as confidential:

Chapter 6: The parental order procedure

8  Consultation Question 1:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

International surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale, abuse and trafficking of children and the exploitation of birth mothers. These are
human rights issues of the utmost seriousness and so the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. For this reason these
cases should continue to be heard by a judge of the High Court.

Please provide your views below:

All surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights
issues of the utmost seriousness and so the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. For this reason these cases should
NOT be heard by a lay judge but rather by a senior judge, e.g. ticketed to circuit judges or higher.

9  Consultation Question 2:

Please provide your views below:

All surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights
issues of the utmost seriousness and so the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. For this reason these cases should
NOT be heard by a lay judge but rather by a senior judge, e.g. ticketed to circuit judges or higher.

10  Consultation Question 3: We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the current allocation
rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation Questions 1 and 2.



Please provide your views below:

11  Consultation Question 4:

No

Please provide your views below:

The UN Special Rapporteur recommends* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be
taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration. Nothing about the
transfer of parental responsibility should be automatic and all options should be open.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

12  Consultation Question 5: We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the Family Procedure Rules 2010
should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise.
Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

13  Consultation Question 6:

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 8: Legal Parenthood: Proposals for Reform - A New Pathway

14  Consultation Question 7:

No

Please provide your views below:

I vehemently disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s key recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the Protection
of Children and Cooperation in respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. These require the birth mother to have legal parenthood and parental
responsibility when the child is born and that her consent to giving up the child must be freely given AFTER the child's birth. I believe that this important
safeguard against the sale of children and the exploitation of birth mothers should apply equally to surrogacy arrangements, in both an international and
a domestic context.

This proposal would set a very dangerous precedent for all women, all mothers, all children and all of the implications need to be fully understood. There
is no evidence in the consultation paper that the law commissioners have considered these more general implications fully, if at all.

I understand that the proposal to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ legal parenthood at birth is based on (or justified by) in part at least the
wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the consultation. I do not agree that these claimed wishes alone justify measures that contravene
the recommendations of the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to reduce the risk of the sale and
trafficking of children and to protect birth mothers.

Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to encourage or condone a system that would require women to deliberately
conceive and subsequently give birth with the expectation that they would have little or no legal responsibility for the child. The rights of the child must
be prioritised regardless whether that is what some ‘surrogate’ mothers say they want or not.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

15  Consultation Question 8:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy organisations.

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

16  Consultation Question 9: We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes should apply to
traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated surrogacy organisation is involved.Do consultees agree?

Other



Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy organisations.

17  Consultation Question 10: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a traditional, domestic
surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from entering into the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway.’

18  Consultation Question 11:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposal that the ‘intended parents’ should automatically acquire legal parenthood at birth and that the birth mother has
only a limited time to object. This contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations,* including that the birth mother is the legal parent at birth
and that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements are taken by a court or other competent authority
AFTER the birth, with the child’s best interests being the paramount consideration.

The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6
weeks after childbirth are recognised as the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy human life. In a
normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering
from major abdominal surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered decision of such huge and
life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is
received before the expiry of the deadline.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

19  Consultation Question 12:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly with the ‘intended parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth
unless the birth mother objects.

The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent
change of legal parenthood and parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth and with the child’s best
interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.*
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6
weeks after childbirth are recognised as the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy human life. In a
normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering
from major abdominal surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered decision of such huge and
life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is
received before the expiry of the deadline.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

20  Consultation Question 13:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth 
unless the birth mother objects. 
 
The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent 
change of legal parenthood and parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth and with the child’s best 
interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.* 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 
weeks after childbirth are recognised as the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy human life. In a 
normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering 
from major abdominal surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered decision of such huge and 
life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is 
received before the expiry of the deadline.



 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

21  Consultation Question 14:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendation* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and
parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth and that the child’s best
interests are the paramount consideration. A welfare assessment is an absolute requirement if an informed decision is to be made about the child’s best
interest. Therefore a welfare assessment MUST be made after the child’s birth.

The pre-conception assessment would typically have been carried out more than a year before the birth of the child. Much can change in that time.

The justification that a welfare assessment after the birth of the child is not necessary because parents of children born through the normal process are
not subject to such checks does not hold. Pregnancy, birth and the post-partum changes are intense physical and existential experiences that change you
and prime you to love and be sensitive to the new-born child and rise to the challenge of the enormous task of raising him or her to adulthood. For
obvious reasons ‘intended parents’ do not have this advantage.

In addition, pregnancy and childbirth are a huge investment of the birth mother’s physical, physiological and emotional resources, which means she has
already made a huge and unquantifiable, nearly year-long, commitment to the child. This means her practical and emotional commitment to the child is
already well-developed, giving her the best chance of surmounting all the difficulties that will inevitably arise over the course of the child’s childhood and
adolescence.

The ‘intended parents’ have had no similar experience. The investment of financial resources does not in any way prepare you for the practical reality of
caring for a new-born child and the long road of nurturing and shepherding him or her to adulthood.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

22  Consultation Question 15:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the ‘new pathway.’

There is a very real risk that spouses and partners will coerce women into being a ‘surrogate’ for financial gain. This risk is likely to increase if he or she
does not have legal parenthood or parental responsibility for any children born of the arrangement. This is enough reason to reject this proposal.

However, it also represents a significant change in legal parenthood rules and would therefore have an implication for all children, all families because it
would set a precedent. It should not be introduced without a full assessment of all the implications, including on the rights of mothers and children. There
is no evidence that the law commissioners have carried out any such assessment.

Yes

Please share your views below:

The normal legal parenthood rules should apply. This will reduce the risk of spouses and partners coercing women into surrogacy for financial gain.

23  Consultation Question 16:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth
unless the birth mother objects. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should not change if the child is stillborn.

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the birth parents in this situation. The birth mother should always be the legal
parent of the child at birth and this should not change if the child is stillborn and the registration should accurately reflect this.

24  Consultation Question 17: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, where the child dies 
before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents 
before the expiry of the period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a declaration to the



effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the birth.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in this situation. The birth mother should always be the legal
parent of the child at birth and if the child dies before the parental order, the registration of birth should accurately reflect that the birth mother was the
legal parent.

25  Consultation Question 18: For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether, where the surrogate
dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during which she can exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the
new pathway and the intended parents should be required to make an application for a parental order.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

26  Consultation Question 19:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with the deceased ‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in
this situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and the registration of birth should accurately reflect this.

Please provide your views below:

The intended parents should NOT be registered as the child’s parents if they are already deceased – so option (2) is preferable.

27  Consultation Question 20:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

28  Consultation Question 21: We invite consultees’ views as to: (1) a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases;
and (2) how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this model.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly oppose a three-parent model of legal parenthood, even if it is temporary. The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth and all
decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority
AFTER the birth of the child with the best interests of the child being the paramount consideration, as recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.*

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

29  Consultation Question 22:

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should be the legal parent and have parental responsibility at birth and
all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority
AFTER the birth of the child based on the best interests of the child, as recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.*

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

30  Consultation Question 23:

Please provide your views below:

The child’s best interests should drive all decisions about the child in the event of a dispute about a surrogacy arrangement. The welfare checklist
provides a comprehensive summary of the issues to be considered and is adequate as it is, and conforms to the UN Special Rapporteur’s
recommendation* that the child’s best interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not believe any other factors should be added.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

31  Consultation Question 24:

Please provide your views below:



The child’s best interests should drive all decisions when considering whether to make a parental order. The welfare checklist provides a comprehensive
summary of the issues to be considered and is adequate as it is, and it conforms to UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendation* that the child’s best
interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not believe any other factors should be added.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

32  Consultation Question 25: We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be amended to add the
intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section 8 order without leave.

Please provide your views below:

NO

There are real risks of the sale and trafficking of children and of exploitation of the birth mother and her reproductive capacities in all surrogacy
arrangements. The court should therefore always have oversight of the arrangements. I am also concerned that there should be no liberalisation of the
law on surrogacy because of the potential human rights abuses involved. I do not believe that ‘intended parents’ should be added to the list of those who
can apply for a section 8 order without leave.

33  Consultation Question 26:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with this proposal. The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental
responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, as recommended by the
UN Special Rapporteur* in order to reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities.

I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility is based on (or justified by) the wishes expressed by
some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify measures that contravene recommendations of the UN Special
Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children.

Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system that would require women to give birth with the
expectation that they would have no legal responsibility for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must be prioritised
regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

34  Consultation Question 27:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended parents’ should acquire parentage or parental
responsibility automatically. The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility
in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, with the child’s best interest the
paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of
children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities.

I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility is based on (or justified by) the wishes expressed by
some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify a measure that contravenes recommendations of the UN Special
Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children.

Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system that would require women to give birth with the
expectation that they would have no responsibility for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must be prioritised
regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

35  Consultation Question 28: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the surrogate should retain
parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right
to object, assuming that she does not exercise her right to object.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I agree that the birth mother should have parental responsibility for the child but NOT that the ‘intended parents’ should get automatic legal parenthood 
and parental responsibility.



 
All decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority
AFTER the birth of the child, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and
has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their women’s reproductive capacities. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

36  Consultation Question 29:

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should have legal parenthood and parental responsibility at and after
the birth and all subsequent decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility should be taken by a court or other competent authority,
with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the
risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

Chapter 9: The Regulation of Surrogacy Arrangements

37  Consultation Question 30: We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the scope of the new
pathway.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

38  Consultation Question 31: We invite the views of independent surrogates, and intended parents who have used independent surrogacy
arrangements, to tell us about their experience. In particular, we would be interested to hear about any health screening, counselling and
legal advice that took place.

Please provide your views below:

na

39  Consultation Question 32:

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first
optional protocol.
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first
optional protocol.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first
optional protocol.

40  Consultation Question 33:

No

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its
prevalence. I consider surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

Other

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its
prevalence. I consider surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

Other

Please provide your views below:



I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its
prevalence. I consider surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

41  Consultation Question 34:

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its
prevalence. I consider surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its
prevalence. I consider surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its
prevalence. I consider surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

42  Consultation Question 35: We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit making bodies. Do
consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human
rights of both women and children, and would drive an increase in surrogacy. Even if surrogacy organisations are non-profit making, they will inevitably
be driven by commercial imperatives (for example, to cover costs, salaries, etc.) and will need to continuously seek new business and to convince or
coerce more women to act as ‘surrogates.’

Deriving income from surrogacy is abhorrent and, given the parallels between surrogacy and prostitution, is a potential violation of Article 6 of CEDAW,
which prohibits third-parties profiting or otherwise benefiting from the prostitution of women.

43  Consultation Question 36: We invite consultees’ views as to what should be included in the definition of matching and facilitation services.

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with organisations being able to provide matching and facilitation services, because that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy,
which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

44  Consultation Question 37: We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer matching and
facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated surrogacy organisations or any other organisations being able to
provide matching and facilitation services for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I consider a
violation of the human rights of both women and children.

45  Consultation Question 37: We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer
matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated surrogacy organisations or any other organisations being able to
provide matching and facilitation services for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I consider a
violation of the human rights of both women and children.

46  Consultation Question 38: We invite consultees’ views as to the sanctions that should be available against organisations that offer
matching and facilitation services without being regulated to do so, and whether these should be criminal, civil or regulatory.

Please provide your views below:

I do not accept that matching and facilitation services should be allowed – regardless who they are provided by – because they would inevitably lead to an
increase in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. Offering such services should be a criminal offence.



47  Consultation Question 39: We provisionally propose that the remit of the Human Fertilisation and Embryology Authority be expanded to
include the regulation of regulated surrogacy organisations, and oversight of compliance with the proposed legal requirements for the new
pathway to legal parenthood. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human
rights of both women and children, and would drive an increase in surrogacy.

Please provide your views below:

48  Consultation Question 40: We provisionally propose that surrogacy agreements should remain unenforceable (subject to the exception we
provisionally propose in Consultation Question 88 in relation to financial terms). Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

49  Consultation Question 41: We provisionally propose that there should be no prohibition against charging for negotiating, facilitating and
advising on surrogacy arrangements. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

I VEHEMENTLY disagree with this proposal and the opening up of surrogacy in this country, because I consider it a violation of the human rights of both
women and the child. The idea of organisations charging to facilitate it is utterly abhorrent and violates the spirit, if not the letter, of Article 6 of CEDAW,
given the parallels between surrogacy and prostitution. Article 6 prohibits the exploitation of the prostitution of women – which includes deriving any
form of benefit from women’s prostitution.

50  Consultation Question 42: We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy should be removed, with
the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything that can lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. Do
consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

I VEHEMENTLY disagree with removing the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy. Surrogacy is a violation of the human rights of both women
and children, and enabling advertising sites (and other ‘service’ organisations) to financially benefit from it is abhorrent.

At this time of increasing poverty and inequality, it would be unethical to promote the idea that being a ‘surrogate’ mother would be a solution to an
impoverished woman’s financial problems. If this proposal is implemented, Facebook and Google are likely present surrogacy ads to female students and
young women suggesting that becoming a ‘surrogate’ would provide the solution to their financial worries. The most disadvantaged young women would
be the most vulnerable to this idea and it is doubtful it would ever truly be in her best interest.

Just as we protect disadvantaged people from the temptation of selling their kidneys for money, we need to protect disadvantaged women from the
temptation of renting their wombs. This means that advertising of surrogacy MUST remain banned.

Chapter 10: Children's Access to Information About Surrogacy Arrangements

51  Consultation Question 43: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, where the making of a parental order in respect of a child
born of a surrogacy arrangement has been recorded in the Parental Order Register, the child should be able to access his or her original birth
certificate at the age of 18. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

52  Consultation Question 44: We provisionally propose that where children are born of surrogacy arrangements that result in the intended
parents being recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of that certificate should make clear that the birth was the result of a
surrogacy arrangement. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:



I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended parents’ should be recorded as parents on the original
birth certificate. The birth mother should be recorded as the birth mother on the birth certificate and all decisions involving legal parenthood and
parental responsibility should be taken after the birth by a court or other competent authority, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration.
This is the recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation
of women and their reproductive capacities.

However, if the ‘intended parents’ are recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of the certificate should make clear that the birth was the
result of a surrogacy arrangement.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

53  Consultation Question 45: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the birth registration system in England and Wales requires reform
and, if so, which reforms they would like to see.

Please provide your views below:

I do not consider the birth registration system to be in need for reform. I am particularly opposed to changes to allow for the registration of three parents
or for anyone other than the birth mother to be recorded as the mother on the original birth certificate. Such proposals could lead to the facilitation of
the sale of children and an erosion of mothers’ rights and a diluting of the understanding that the relationship between the birth mother and the child is
unique.

54  Consultation Question 46: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has been the subject of a
parental order should be able to access all the documents contained in the court’s file for those parental order proceedings.Do consultees
agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

55  Consultation Question 47:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Other

Please provide your views below:

OTHER

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy organisations. However, should surrogacy take place, it is
important that the children have access to information about their origins and these proposals seem generally sound, except that the information held
on gamete donors should also include identifying information – because otherwise it trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the right to
know her or his genetic parentage.

56  Consultation Question 48: We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate and the intended
parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy
arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

I agree but with the proviso that all the information should be identifying – because otherwise it trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the
right to know her or his genetic parentage.

57  Consultation Question 49:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

I agree with (1) and (2) and believe there might be other circumstances where this is reasonable.

58  Consultation Question 50: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any provision for those born of a surrogacy
arrangement to make a request for information to disclose whether a person whom he or she is intending to marry, or with whom he or she
intends to enter into a civil partnership or intimate physical relationship, was carried by the same surrogate.

Please provide your views below:



YES, this should be possible.

59  Consultation Question 51:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

60  Consultation Question 52:

Please provide your views below:

YES to both (1) and (2)

Please provide your views below:

61  Consultation Question 53: For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether details of an
intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded in the register.

Please provide your views below:

The intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded in the register.

Chapter 11: Eligibility Criteria for a Parental Order

62  Consultation Question 54: We provisionally propose that the six month time limits in sections 54 and 54A of the HFEA 2008 for making a
parental order application should be abolished. Do consultees agree?

Please provide your views below:

NO

The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child.

63  Consultation Question 55:

No

Please provide your views below:

NO

I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s
wombs. An adoption order can be considered as an option when a parental order is not possible.

No

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s
wombs. An adoption order can be considered as an option when a parental order is not possible.

Chapter 12: Eligibility Criteria for Both a Parental Order and for the New Pathway

64  Consultation Question 56:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The ‘intended parents’ should be domiciled (and not simply habitually resident) in the UK
in order to avoid surrogacy tourism.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with opening up parental orders to ‘intended parents’ who are habitual residents but not domiciled in the UK – because of the risk
of surrogacy tourism.

65  Consultation Question 57:



Please provide your views below:

The qualifying categories of relationship should not be reformed or removed.

66  Consultation Question 58: We provisionally propose that to use the new pathway, intended parents should be required to make a
declaration in the surrogacy agreement that they intend for the child’s home to be with them. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide views below:

OTHER

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

67  Consultation Question 59:

No

Please provide views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic link should be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical
necessity.’

Please provide views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and all other proposals that are likely to result in an increase in surrogacy. I therefore do
not believe that double donation should be permitted under the parental order pathway in domestic surrogacy arrangements.

Yes

Please provide views below:

68  Consultation Question 60: We provisionally propose that if the requirement for a genetic link is retained for domestic cases outside the
new pathway, the requirement should not apply, subject to medical necessity, if the court determines that the intended parents in good faith
began the surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway but were required to apply for a parental order. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

NO

I fundamentally disagree with proposals to introduce the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic link should be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a
‘medical necessity.’

69  Consultation Question 61: We provisionally propose that if double donation is permitted only in cases of medical necessity, an exception
should be made to allow a parental order to be granted to a single parent without a genetic link where the intended parent’s former partner
provides gametes but the intended parents’ relationship breaks down before the grant of a parental order. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide views below:

NO

I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’

70  Consultation Question 62:

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy and believe that it is a fundamental violation of women’s and children’s rights and that it should therefore be banned. I dispute that
surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’

Please provide your views below:

I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’

71  Consultation Question 63:

Other



Please provide your views below:

OTHER

I profoundly oppose the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. However, I support the requirement in any surrogacy arrangements for the recording of the
identity of all genetic parents and the birth mother.

Please provide your views below:

While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, I support this condition for a parental order in the circumstances described in both (1) and (2).

Yes

Please provide your views below:

While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, if it happens, I support this provision.

72  Consultation Question 64:

No

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to surrogacy and would like to see it banned, because it is a violation of both women’s and children’s human rights.

Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good
health until the child reaches adulthood. Surrogacy is therefore particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. If surrogacy is to be opened up,
a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is imperative. This will make it clear that society does not condone older people entering a surrogacy
arrangement and will make it less likely that older people will go ahead with such an arrangement and present the court with a fait accompli.

Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement
up to that age but not beyond. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be allowed, there should be a maximum age limit for ‘intended
parents’ and it should be 45.

Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good
health until the child reaches adulthood. I am opposed to surrogacy per se, because it is a violation of both women’s and children’s human rights.
However, it is particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. I therefore consider that a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is important.
This will make it clear that society does not consider it acceptable for older people to enter into a surrogacy arrangement and will make it less likely that
they will.

Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement
up to that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully.

Other

Please provide your views below:

OTHER

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be allowed, there should be a minimum age for ‘intended
parents’ and it should be much older than 18. I suggest that 25 would be more appropriate.

Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement
at that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. What kind of society would want 18-year olds to believe that it would be
reasonable for them to become ‘parents’ through a surrogacy arrangement – before they have taken even their first steps into independence and
adulthood?

73  Consultation Question 65:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to surrogacy per se and would like to see it banned, because I consider it a violation of both women’s and children’s human rights. 
 
At 18 a woman is barely out of childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish herself as an adult. This means that she is particularly 
vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There should be a significantly older minimum age for entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I suggest that 
25 years would be more appropriate.



 
Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that
age limits are set very carefully. What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy arrangement is a reasonable thing
for them to be doing before they have taken even their first steps into independence and adulthood?

Other

Please provide your views below:

OTHER

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for a ‘new pathway’. At 18 a woman is barely out of childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish
herself as an adult. This means that she is particularly vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There should be a significantly older minimum age for
entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I suggest that 25 years would be more appropriate.

Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that
age limits are set very carefully. What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy arrangement is a reasonable thing
for them to be doing before they have taken even their first steps into independence and adulthood?

Chapter 13: Eligibility Criteria for the New Pathway

74  Consultation Question 66:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

Please provide your views below:

75  Consultation Question 67:

Other

Please provide your views below:

OTHER

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

76  Consultation Question 68: We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that the surrogate and the
intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect of the law and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is
signed. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

77  Consultation Question 69:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

78  Consultation Question 70: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the surrogate has previously given
birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
 
Society should not condone women who have never had a child of their own entering an arrangement to undergo pregnancy and childbirth for someone 
else. It is impossible to understand what pregnancy and childbirth are like and how they will change you until or unless you have had that experience



yourself.

79  Consultation Question 71: We provisionally propose that there should not be a maximum number of surrogate pregnancies that a woman
can undertake as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’.

Society should not condone women undergoing multiple ‘surrogate’ pregnancies and childbirths. Even the Kennel Club recognises that female dogs
should not be allowed to undertake more than four pregnancies. It is abhorrent that female dogs have better protections than women would have under
this proposal.

Chapter 15: Payments to the Surrogate: Options for Reform

80  Consultation Question 72:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

81  Consultation Question 73:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above the actual essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, and travel to medical
appointments – backed up by receipts.

82  Consultation Question 74:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above the actual essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, and travel to medical
appointments – backed up by receipts.

83  Consultation Question 75:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against 
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor 
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests. 



I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

84  Consultation Question 76: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay their
surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or self-employed).

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost earnings.

85  Consultation Question 77:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost earnings.

86  Consultation Question 78:

Please provide your views below:

87  Consultation Question 79:

Please provide your views below:

It is absurd to propose that one could place a monetary value on the pain of adverse pregnancy outcomes. In putting a price tag on perineal tear for 
example, some mothers report little pain or symptoms, others have profound ongoing fear of vaginal penetration, which can result in very significant 
emotional and relationship difficulties. Infection may complicate healing, and some women report long term sequelae from this, such as impaired wound 
healing. 
 
Haematology conditions should also be considered. Blood loss, for example due to placental haemorrhage can be very significant, and potentially result 
in emergency hysterectomy and blood transfusion to save the life of the mother. It is a fact that although blood is thoroughly screened in the UK there 
still remains the potential for blood borne illnesses to be transmitted, and the fact that some of these may not have been identified yet by researchers is 
also a real risk to a mother receiving transfusion. Persons who have had a blood transfusion are currently unable to donate blood themselves in the UK, 
due to the risk of (vCJD) transmission. This is an indication of the gravity of receiving blood products. 
 
No medical intervention is EVER risk free. Receiving multiple blood products in the context of Massive Transfusion Protocol (eg platelets, Fresh Frozen 
Plasma, cryoprecipitate) only heighten those risks. 
 
Conditions such as HELLP (Haemolysis, Elevated Liver enzymes, Low Platelets) can be fatal, and although the maternal mortality rate is low, it can have 
significant sequelae, including renal failure potentially requiring dialysis, placental abruption (potentially fatal for mother and baby) permanent liver 
damage and retinal detachment resulting in visual impairment. 
 
Each of these conditions have long term consequences for a woman, psychologically, physically and emotionally, and may also affect her ability to return 
to work or care for other children. 
 
Also, the late complications of childbirth have been disregarded. Late consequences of childbirth can include vaginal or rectal prolapse, urinary and faecal 
incontinence. Women who have had a C section may experience ongoing pain around the scar. Some sources quote this as affecting between 6 and 18 
percent of women. These symptoms can be profoundly distressing, and may take years to present (conversely, may present immediately). 
How could we ensure that women suffering these complications are compensated? They are multifactorial, and risk increases with instrumented delivery 
and parity. How would it be proposed to unpick the role of a surrogate pregnancy in causing these symptoms in relation to other risk factors, for example 
parity, smoking history, personal medical history? 



Psychiatric conditions are also absent from this list. Complications including depression and anxiety may be worsened by pregnancy. Other mental health
conditions such as post natal depression and post partum psychosis can be fatal, and impact on a woman’s health for many years to come. I’m quite
shocked that none of these conditions have been explicitly mentioned and it does make me wonder how the list of complications was created. I’d also like
to know what level of haemorrhage would be considered “excessive”. 
 
The wording of the question “should” be able to pay compensation is not the same as being mandated to do so. This potentially creates a situation where
some “luckier” women would receive compensation others would not. 
 
All of the above illustrates the risks of surrogacy and confirms my support for a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.

88  Consultation Question 80: We invite consultees' views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay compensation to the
surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for
the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

This question illustrates the risks of surrogacy and why I oppose it.

89  Consultation Question 81:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to give the birth mother gifts.

90  Consultation Question 82:

It should not be possible for the intended parents to agree to pay a woman for the service of undertaking a surrogacy.

Please provide your views below:



I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her ‘services’.

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her ‘services’.

Please provide any views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to make any type of fee or payment to the birth mother for her ‘services’.

91  Consultation Question 83:

Please provide views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their ‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of
surrogacy.

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their ‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of
surrogacy.



92  Consultation Question 84: We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to surrogates should be the
same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. Do consultees
agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I am opposed to the ‘new pathway’ but consider that regardless of the surrogacy arrangement being used, the only payments that should ever be made
are essential and basic expenses for which receipts are provided.

93  Consultation Question 85: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have not discussed which
they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

94  Consultation Question 86: We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that intended parents should
be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

95  Consultation Question 87:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

The only payments that should be made are essential and basic expenses and for which receipts are provided. The judge or other competent authority
should closely monitor all financial aspects of the arrangement (in line with the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations*) and refuse the parental
order when payments have exceeded basic expenses. If it is not a judge overseeing the arrangements, the competent authority should be totally
independent and not, for example, an agency (or ‘regulated surrogacy organisation’) that has been involved in the arrangements in any way.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

96  Consultation Question 88:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

Other



Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The idea that a ‘surrogacy agreement’ could place restrictions on the birth mother’s
lifestyle is utterly abhorrent.

Chapter 16: International Surrogacy Arrangements

97  Consultation Question 89: We invite overseas surrogates (or bodies representing or advocating for surrogates) to share with us their
experiences of international surrogacy arrangements.

Please provide your views below:

98  Consultation Question 90: We invite organisations focused on children’s rights and welfare in the international context to share with us
their views on our proposed reforms and consultation questions in this chapter.

Please provide your views below:

99  Consultation Question 91: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of their experience of applying to register a child born through
an international surrogacy arrangement as a British citizen and obtaining a passport for the child. In particular, we would be interested to hear
how long the application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have about causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

100  Consultation Question 92: We provisionally propose that it should be possible for a file to be opened, and the application process for
obtaining registration of a child born from an international surrogacy arrangement and obtaining a passport to begin, prior to the birth of the
child.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a passport in international surrogacy arrangements appears
to contradict the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling and trafficking of children and the
protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly disagree with this proposal.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

101  Consultation Question 93: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of applying for a visa for a
child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In particular, we would be interested to hear how long the application took after
the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

102  Consultation Question 94:

No

Please provide your views below:

Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a passport before the child is born in international surrogacy
arrangements appears to contradict the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling and trafficking of
children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly disagree with this proposal.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

No

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

103  Consultation Question 95:We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process for applying for a EU 
Uniform Format Form in respect of a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement, before the child is born. The application will



need to be completed after the birth of the child.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for an EU Uniform Format Form for the child before she or he is born in international
surrogacy arrangements appears to contradict the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling and
trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly disagree with this proposal.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

104  Consultation Question 96: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of applying for a EU Uniform
Format Form for a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In particular we would be interested to hear how long the
application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

105  Consultation Question 97: We provisionally propose that the UK Government should provide a single, comprehensive guide for intended
parents explaining the nationality and immigration consequences of having a child through an international surrogacy arrangement. Do
consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I agree with such a guide, but would like to see it explaining the reasons why surrogacy is a violation of the human rights of women and children and all
the other ways in which it is possible for people to enjoy children in their lives.

106  Consultation Question 98: We provisionally propose that international surrogacy arrangements should not be eligible for the new
pathway to parenthood.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

107  Consultation Question 99:

No

Please provide your views below:

I do not see how this proposal for such a blanket power would align with the UN Special Rapporteur’s key recommendations* and the Hague Convention
on the Protection of Children and Cooperation in respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. The latter requires the birth mother to have legal parenthood
and parental responsibility when the child is born and that her consent to giving up the child must be given AFTER the child's birth and that the transfer of
‘parenthood’ should be overseen by the courts or a competent authority on an individual case by case basis, with the best interests of the child being the
paramount consideration. This is an important safeguard against the sale of children and for the protection of the birth mother and I believe it should
apply equally to international surrogacy arrangements. I therefore strongly disagree with this proposal.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

108  Consultation Question 100:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Restrictions and checks MUST be in place to protect the child and the birth mother from trafficking and exploitation. The process should include the same
checks as would be used in an international adoption.

Chapter 17: Miscellaneous Issues

109  Consultation Question 101: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current application of the law on statutory paternity leave, and
statutory paternity pay, to the situation of the surrogate’s spouse, civil partner or partner requires reform.

Please provide your views below:

I do not believe this needs changing.



110  Consultation Question 102: We provisionally propose that provision for maternity allowance should be made in respect of intended
parents, and that any such provision should be limited so that only one intended parent qualifies. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

111  Consultation Question 103:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a human rights abuse of both women and children.

112  Consultation Question 104: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the duty of employers to provide suitable facilities for any person at
work who is a pregnant woman or nursing mother to rest under Regulation 25 of the Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations 1992
is sufficient to include intended parents in a surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a human rights abuse of both women and children.

113  Consultation Question 105: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are further issues in relation to employment rights and
surrogacy arrangements and, if so, any suggestions for reform.

Please provude your views below:

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a human rights abuse of both women and children

114  Consultation Question 106: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they believe any reforms in relation to surrogacy and succession
law are required.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a human rights abuse of both women and children

115  Consultation Question 107:

Please provide your views below:

It is important that all health and care professionals are aware that surrogacy agreements are not legally binding and that ‘intended parents’ have no legal 
right to override the birth mother’s wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or medical and health care, including during pregnancy, labour and 
childbirth. Even if she has previously agreed to them sharing decisions and being informed on these matters, she can withdraw her consent at any time 
for any or no reason. All professionals involved in her care are duty-bound to comply with her wishes. 
 
All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or 
more persons, including her spouse or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be present in so-called 
altruistic surrogacy arrangements. 
 
Surrogacy arrangements place additional and complicated pressures on healthcare staff and this could reduce the standard of impartial care given to 
birth mothers and new-borns – especially when the ‘intended parents’ are entitled, rich or of high status. This itself is a valid reason to be extremely 
cautious about making changes that will increase the numbers of surrogacy births. 
 
It is generally recognised that egg donation and IVF pregnancies carry additional health risks. As most surrogacy pregnancies involve IVF, any increase in 
surrogacy is likely to lead to additional pressure on the NHS. 
 
Adoption research suggests that the separation of the new-born and the birth mother has long-term negative effects on the well-being of both of them. 
This is likely to be the same for birth mothers and babies in surrogacy arrangements and so can be expected to place additional long-term pressures on 
the NHS and society as a whole. This has not been considered and there are no questions about this. 
 
An increase in surrogacy will require an increase in egg donation, which is a risky procedure that can have a long-term negative impact on the woman’s 
health, including premature death. Ethical issues abound. Young women might be coerced by financial pressures to donate eggs when this isn’t in their 
best interests and there are worries about eugenics – where egg donors are selected on the basis of blonde hair, blue eyes and stereotypical measures of 
‘attractiveness’ for example. 
 
The law commissioners do not appear to have considered the likely impact of any of these issues. There is no question about people’s thoughts about the 
NHS picking up the tab for the extra costs involved in surrogacy and whether this affects their opinions on surrogacy itself. 
 
There appears to have been no evaluation of the size of the additional costs to the NHS and society. 
 
At a time when the NHS is under severe strain, and life changing therapies (for cancer, cystic fibrosis etc) are not funded due to financial constraints it is a



slap in the face to provide money for prospective parents to indulge their parenting fantasies while denying patients access to drugs which are standard
of care in other counties.

Please provide your views below:

The guidance should be revised to clarify that surrogacy agreements are not legally binding and that the birth mother has the right to change her mind at
any time, for any or no reason. Healthcare professionals must accept that her wishes are paramount and that the ‘intended parents’ have no legal right to
override her wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or medical and health care, including during pregnancy, labour, childbirth and the postpartum
period.

All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or
more persons, including her spouse or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be present in so-called
altruistic surrogacy arrangements.

The guidance should make it clear that healthcare professionals should be even more alert than normal to the possibility that she is being coerced and to
ensure that they can speak to her alone, including during labour, and that if she changes her mind about who is present in consultations, and the labour
ward/delivery suite, they must respect her wishes.

Please provide your views below:

It is important that midwifery practice always prioritises the wishes of the birth mother and the wellbeing of herself and the child.

116  Consultation Question 108: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other legal issues in relation to surrogacy, not
covered in this Consultation Paper, that merit examination.

Please provide your views below:

It is of considerable concern that the law commissioners appear to have given no consideration to the significant risk that women will be coerced into
agreeing to participate in surrogacy arrangements for someone else’s benefit. This can be true in ‘altruistic’ surrogacy but is even more likely if substantial
payments are involved.

It is well-known that women and girls are groomed and/or coerced into prostitution by partners and ‘boyfriends’ who act as their pimp and take all or
much of their earnings. This is a major route by which many women enter prostitution and is a major factor in preventing their exit. There is no reason to
expect that the same dynamics will not occur in relation to surrogacy if it is opened up and provides opportunities to make significant amounts of money.

If the law commissioners’ proposals are enacted, there must therefore also be legislation that prohibits coercing a woman into a surrogacy arrangement.
This should be a criminal offence and carry a hefty penalty – in recognition that it is a human rights violation and so that it acts as a deterrent. That such a
law would be difficult to enforce just adds to the arguments for why paid surrogacy is a bad idea – and especially for women.

It would be far better to simply ban all surrogacy arrangements – or at the very least any payments beyond basic and essential expenses backed by
receipts and overseen by a judge.

Chapter 18: Impact

117  Consultation Question 109:

Please insert the year of birth here:

Not Answered

If international, in which country did the arrangement take place?:

Not Answered

Not Answered

118  Consultation Question 110:

Not Answered

Not Answered

Not Answered

Please provide the cost of any legal advice or representation below:

119  Consultation Question 111: We invite consultees’ views as to the impact (social, emotional, financial or otherwise) of the current law
where the intended parents are not the legal parents from birth of the child born of the surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:



120  Consultation Question 112:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

121  Consultation Question 113:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

122  Consultation Question 114:

Please provide your views below:

123  Consultation Question 115:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

124  Consultation Question 116:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

125  Consultation Question 117: We invite consultees’ views as to the specific impact of our proposals in Northern Ireland.

Please provide your views below:

126  Consultation Question 118: We invite consultees’ views as to any other impact that we have not specifically addressed in this chapter, or
the preceding chapters, of this Consultation Paper.

Please provide your views below:

It seems that before the law commissioners designed this consultation, they had already decided that surrogacy is a positive thing and so legislation 
should enable it. This may be explained by a limited ‘pre-consultation’ mainly focusing on people who already had a vested interest in surrogacy – 
‘intended parents,’ women who claim to have had a positive experience of surrogacy, and lawyers and other organisations who stand to make money 
from commercial surrogacy if it is given the green light. 
 
It seems that the law commissioners did not consider women as a group to be key stakeholders in this endeavour. This is a major error, because just as 
all women are affected by the institution of prostitution, so all women will be affected by any opening up of commercial surrogacy in this country. 
 
It could even be argued that one of the key drivers of commercial surrogacy is a desire by men to break the legal and cultural recognition of the unique 
bond between birth mother and child – and indeed the proposals to make the ‘intended parents’ the legal parents from the moment of birth are a major 
step in this direction, and are likely to have a significant impact down the line – potentially affecting the status of all women. 
 
Paid surrogacy opens up enormous potential for abuse and risks spouses, partners and other family members coercing a woman into engaging in 
commercial surrogacy for their (and not her) financial benefit. This will be a potential risk for thousands of women, which appears to have been 
completely overlooked by the law commissioners. 
 
UK and Scottish Law Commissions are obliged to comply with the Public Sector Equality Duty (PSED) when carrying out public functions, such as this 
consultation. There doesn’t appear to be any evidence they have done so, because they have not provided their equality considerations and impact 
assessments. As surrogacy has a very different impact on women and children than on adult males, we believe the law commissioners are in breach of 
equality legislation. 
 
The Equality and Human Rights Commission describes the obligations under the PSED to have due regard to the need to: 
 
• Eliminate unlawful discrimination, harassment and victimisation and other conduct prohibited by the Act. 
• Advance equality of opportunity between people who share a protected characteristic and those who do not. 
• Foster good relations between people who share a protected characteristic and those who do not. 
 
There are many ways in which opening up surrogacy in the UK is likely to worsen women’s position relative to men’s, and the relationship between the



sexes. Any loosening of the laws around surrogacy could therefore be considered discriminatory. Surrogacy is also likely to have an impact on the
relations between the different generations. Imagine the rage that young people may feel when they discover that their ‘parents’ not only bought them
but took advantage of their birth mothers. 
 
It is of major concern that the law commissioners’ ethical arguments hinge on ideas that are not based on any recognised human rights instruments –
such as the idea that ‘procreative liberty’ confers some kind of human right to surrogacy and the idea that a woman has a human right to be a ‘surrogate.’
These arguments do not hold up to scrutiny and have been clearly rejected by the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
It is shocking that the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ violate many of the recommendations of the UN Special Rapporteur that are designed to guard
against the sale of children and the exploitation of birth mothers, including: 
 
 The birth mother must be accorded the status of legal mother at birth, and must be under no contractual or legal obligation to participate in the legal or
physical transfer of the child. 
 All payments to the birth mother must be made before the legal and physical transfer of the child and must be non-reimbursable – even if she decides
not to relinquish the child. 
 The birth mother’s choice to transfer the child “must be a gratuitous act, based on her own post-birth intentions, rather than on any legal or contractual
obligation.” 
 Pre-conception checks, while encouraged, cannot take the place of appropriate welfare checks after the birth of the child. 
 Decisions about parentage and parental responsibility must be made by a court or other competent authority on an individual basis after the birth with
the best interests of the child being paramount. 
 
The consultation is confusing and it does not conform to the government’s consultation guidelines. There are too many questions, they are too detailed
and do not ask the important high-level questions – such as whether you think surrogacy can ever be ethical, etc. 
 
For all these reasons, the law commissioners should go back to the drawing board and start again from the position of women’s and children’s human
rights. If it is found that there is no way to liberalise surrogacy law that is compliant with obligations under international treaties such as CEDAW and the
UNCRC and its first optional protocol, then the law must not be liberalised. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx



From:
To: surrogacy
Subject: Re: surrrogacy response
Date: 19 October 2019 09:13:16

Hi 
Yes this is a consultation response, with my details confidential for obvious reasons ie the
response includes personal information. I'm not impressed by the consultation as it is so
biassed.
Thanks

On Tue, Oct 15, 2019 at 12:00 PM surrogacy <surrogacy@lawcommission.gov.uk> wrote:

Dear ,

 

Thank you for your email. Would you like for your email below to be treated as a formal
consultation response? If so, I would be grateful if you could confirm your full name so
that your response can be correctly attributed.

 

Please note that we may publish or disclose information provided to us in a consultation
response, including personal information. For example, we may publish extracts of
responses in Law Commission publications, or publish a response in its entirety. We may
also share any responses received with Government. Additionally, we may be required to
disclose the information, such as in accordance with the Freedom of Information Act
2000.

 

If you would like information that you provide to be treated as confidential please
contact us, although we cannot give an assurance that confidentiality can be maintained
in all circumstances. An automatic disclaimer generated by an IT system will not be
regarded as binding on the Law Commission. The Law Commission will process your
personal data in accordance with the General Data Protection Regulation, which came
into force in May 2018.

 

If you would like further information about the progress of the surrogacy project, this
will be available on our website at: https://www.lawcom.gov.uk/project/surrogacy/

 

Thank you for your engagement with our work.

 

Yours sincerely

 

 | Law Commission

mailto:surrogacy@lawcommission.gov.uk
https://www.lawcom.gov.uk/project/surrogacy/


Research Assistant | Property, Family and Trusts Law Team
1st Floor, Tower, Post Point 1.53, 52 Queen Anne’s Gate, London SW1H 9AG
(access via 102 Petty France)

Tel:  | Web: www.lawcom.gov.uk

For information about how we handle your personal data, please see our Privacy Notice

 

 

From:  [mailto: ] 
Sent: 11 October 2019 16:32
To: surrogacy <surrogacy@lawcommission.gov.uk>
Subject: surrrogacy response

 

I am responding as a woman who had IVF for my own children and
fully understand the distress and longing for a child experienced by
would be parents who would use surrogacy. The prime concern of the
consultation is the ‘commissioners’, so they can have ease of access to
buying a baby, not the well being of the woman surrogate. The almost
commercial surrogacy you are seeking to encourage is illegal, and
endangers poorer women who risk their lives when pregnant and
would lose all rights as mother under your proposals, which are cruel.
It opens vulnerable women to further abuse and co ercive control from
men.

I am concerned your consultation has been drawn up following 
meetings with Stonewall/ mermaids ,but not with consultation with 
women's groups and mothers who would be most negatively affected. 
The prime concern of the consultation is the ‘commissioners’, so they 
can have ease of access to buying a baby, not the well being of the 
woman surrogate. Your consultation is already flawed and biassed, 
towards commisioning couples, who will often be male and in stronger 
financial positions than the women who would be risking their lives to 
serve them. I am deepy concerned that decision making on this 
consultation appears to lie with 6 men not women and the sex bias 
against women is offensive and irresponsible. I am horrified at the 
suggestion that teenage girls at the age of 18 could be paid as 
surrogates, an age when they are worried about student fees and 
starting their lives. Pregnancy and motherhood is lifechanging but has 
major heath risks.

This paper is misogynistic and fails to consider the rights and 

http://www.lawcom.gov.uk/
https://www.lawcom.gov.uk/document/handling-personal-data/
mailto:surrogacy@lawcommission.gov.uk


wellbeing of women and girls as mothers, and has been drawn up with 
no consultation with groups representing women and girls, who would 
be most affected negatively by the proposals. 

 

Consultation Question 1: 

Yes. All surrogacy arrangements should continue to be automatically 
allocated to a Judge of the High Court. There is a history of 
International surrogacy abuse and exploitation and a high level of 
scrutiny should be maintained.

Consultation Question 2: 

All international surrogacy cases should require a legal parental order 
post-birth and be dealt with at the current level of the judiciary, so that 
parental order processes, involving qualified social work assessments 
can take place.

Consultation Question 5:

Yes. The parental order report should be released to the parties in the 
proceedings by default. The circumstances under which a court can 
decide otherwise should be clarified.

Consultation Question 7:

No. The Intended parents should not be documented as the legal 
parents at birth.

The aim of this proposal seems to be to reduce the time pressure on the 
courts to make it immediately possible to remove a baby from the birth 
mother.

This would reduce the birth mother to a growbag, such knowledge of 
which would be detrimental to the mental health of the child, and 
against the healthy formation of their identity. This proposal weakens 
the surrogate's right to change her mind.

Consultation Question 9:

The prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes should 
apply to traditional surrogacy arrangements, otherwise this limits the 



right of the child to discover their genetic identity and may risk 
attraction to closely related persons.

Consultation Question 10:

The surrogate should have the right to object to the acquisition of legal 
status by the Intended Parents immediately after the birth and before 
the baby is handed over. This consultation takes no account of the 
natural link between birth mother and baby and assumes an immediate 
hand-over, whether the birth mother objects or not. The birth mother 
should have the right to change her mind.

Consultation Question 16:

I oppose the proposal that the commissioning parents should be the 
legal parents of a stillborn baby. Their disappointment will be 
diminished by the grief of the birth mother who already has a 
relationship with the child in her womb. What safeguards are planned 
in the new pathway should the woman surrogate die? What financial 
protections would there be for the woman's existing children and 
family?

Consultation Question 22:

The surrogacy business should be banned not made easier. There is no 
evidence in the proposed changes that the surrogacy business, which 
benefits Agencies, lawyers and those commissioning a surrogate (who 
is expected to carry a child as an altruistic act) should be made easier 
for those who profit. The evidence points to banning or severely 
restricting surrogacy practices as has been done in European countries 
such as Switzerland, France, Germany and Sweden and further afield 
in India and Thailand.

 

Consultation Question 27:

I disagree with the provisional proposal that, where a child is born of a 
surrogacy arrangement, the Intended Parents should acquire parental 
responsibility on the birth of the baby. This pathway will take no 
account of, and fails to recognise, the bond which is formed between 
mother and baby during and after the gestational period and the right 
of a child to know the identity of their birth mother.



This pathway will favour the Intended Parents and the removes the 
right of the child to have a biologically accurate birth record.

Consultation Question 28:

The birth mother should retain parental responsibility for the child 
until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right to 
object.

Consultation Question 31:

The views of independent surrogates are unlikely to be well 
represented, particularly overseas surrogates, mainly poor and 
uneducated and often exploited.

Consultation Question 32:

Consultation is built on a pro-surrogacy bias. There is no hard 
evidence of the long term impact upon the child who is a surrogate or 
the mother who gave birth to them. The entitlement to ‘found a family’ 
has been reinterpreted to ‘found a family=the right to have a child by 
surrogacy'. The consultation seems to accept that breaching surrogate 
women’s human rights not to experience dehumanising practices is lost 
in the attempt to covertly enable baby buyers to ‘found a family’.

Consultation Question 39:

The prime concern of the consultation is the ‘commissioners’, so they 
can have ease of access to buying a baby, not the well being of the 
woman surrogate. The vast majority of woman surrogates come from 
poorer circumstances than the ‘commissioners’ and yet the law wants 
to describe that as ‘altruistic’ rather that what it actually is - 
commercial surrogacy which is not legal.

Consultation Question 50:

Children born of surrogacy arrangement, where there is or is not a 
genetic connection to the birth mother, should have access to all facts 
relating to their birth heritage and origins. A practice adoption agencies 
now recognise as key elements for children’s rights, security and 
healthy maturity.

This e-mail and any attachments is intended only for the attention of the addressee(s). Its
unauthorised use, disclosure, storage or copying is not permitted. If you are not the
intended recipient, please destroy all copies and inform the sender by return e-mail.



Internet e-mail is not a secure medium. Any reply to this message could be intercepted
and read by someone else. Please bear that in mind when deciding whether to send
material in response to this message by e-mail. This e-mail (whether you are the sender
or the recipient) may be monitored, recorded and retained by the Ministry of Justice.
Monitoring / blocking software may be used, and e-mail content may be read at any
time. You have a responsibility to ensure laws are not broken when composing or
forwarding e-mails and their contents.
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Submitted to The Law Commissions' Consultation on Surrogacy
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About you

1  What is your name?

Name:

2  If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a university), what is the name of your organisation?

Enter the name of your organisation:

3  Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your organisation?

This is a personal response

If other, please provide details:

4  If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best describes you?

Other individual

5  What is your email address?

Email address:

6  What is your telephone number?

Telephone number:

7  If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be treated as confidential, please explain to us why you
regard the information as confidential. As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your explanation but cannot give an
assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances.

Please explain why you wish the information that you will provide to us to be treated as confidential:

Chapter 6: The parental order procedure

8  Consultation Question 1:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Yes

9  Consultation Question 2:

Please provide your views below:

10  Consultation Question 3: We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the current allocation
rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation Questions 1 and 2.

Please provide your views below:

11  Consultation Question 4:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

12  Consultation Question 5: We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the Family Procedure Rules 2010 
should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise.



Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

13  Consultation Question 6:

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 8: Legal Parenthood: Proposals for Reform - A New Pathway

14  Consultation Question 7:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

15  Consultation Question 8:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

100 years; or

Please provide your views below:

16  Consultation Question 9: We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes should apply to
traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated surrogacy organisation is involved.Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

17  Consultation Question 10: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a traditional, domestic
surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from entering into the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

18  Consultation Question 11:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

19  Consultation Question 12:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

20  Consultation Question 13:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

21  Consultation Question 14:

No

Please provide your views below:

This should not fall to a surrogacy agency in case of bias

22  Consultation Question 15:

Yes

Please provide your views below:



No

Please share your views below:

23  Consultation Question 16:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

24  Consultation Question 17: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, where the child dies
before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents
before the expiry of the period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a declaration to the
effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the birth.Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

25  Consultation Question 18: For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether, where the surrogate
dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during which she can exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the
new pathway and the intended parents should be required to make an application for a parental order.

Please provide your views below:

The intended parents should automatically get a parental order.

26  Consultation Question 19:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

27  Consultation Question 20:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

28  Consultation Question 21: We invite consultees’ views as to: (1) a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases;
and (2) how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this model.

Please provide your views below:

29  Consultation Question 22:

Please provide your views below:

30  Consultation Question 23:

Please provide your views below:

31  Consultation Question 24:

Please provide your views below:

32  Consultation Question 25: We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be amended to add the
intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section 8 order without leave.

Please provide your views below:

33  Consultation Question 26:

Not Answered



Please provide your views below:

34  Consultation Question 27:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

35  Consultation Question 28: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the surrogate should retain
parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right
to object, assuming that she does not exercise her right to object.Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

36  Consultation Question 29:

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 15: Payments to the Surrogate: Options for Reform

80  Consultation Question 72:

based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, and only on production of receipts.

Please provide your views below:

81  Consultation Question 73:

Please provide your views below:

Only medical expenditure should be considered. Surrogacy should not be considered employment or have an allowance to cover living costs, this would
run the risk of poor women being exploited.

82  Consultation Question 74:

Please provide your views below:

Only medical costs should be paid to prevent the risk of exploiting poor women.

83  Consultation Question 75:

Please provide your views below:

Only medical expenses

84  Consultation Question 76: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay their
surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or self-employed).

Please provide your views below:

Surrogacy should not be considered a job otherwise potentially poor women will be exploited.

85  Consultation Question 77:

Please provide your views below:

No as this runs the risk of poor women being exploited.

86  Consultation Question 78:

Please provide your views below:

87  Consultation Question 79:

medical treatments relating to the surrogacy, including payments for each insemination or embryo transfer; and/or

Please provide your views below:

Only direct medical costs should be paid to prevent the risk of poor women being pressured into surrogacy for financial gain.



Please provide your views below:

None

a fixed fee set by the regulator (operating as a cap on the maximum payable), or

Please provide your views below:

This should only cover medical fees, women’s bodies are not a commodity to be bought.

88  Consultation Question 80: We invite consultees' views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay compensation to the
surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for
the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

Life insurance would be appropriate

89  Consultation Question 81:

Please provide your views below:

Gifts could be construed as payment or compensation so should be limited to reasonable.

90  Consultation Question 82:

It should not be possible for the intended parents to agree to pay a woman for the service of undertaking a surrogacy.

Please provide your views below:

Women’s bodies are not commodities to be bought and payment for surrogacy puts poor women at greater risk of exploitation

a fixed fee set by the regulator.

Please provide your views below:

Rich people shouldn’t be able to buy a poor woman’s body

no other payments;

Please provide any views below:

Women’s bodies are not commodities to be bought and payment for surrogacy puts poor women at greater risk of exploitation

91  Consultation Question 83:

Please provide views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

92  Consultation Question 84: We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to surrogates should be the
same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. Do consultees
agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

93  Consultation Question 85: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have not discussed which
they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

Women’s bodies are not commodities to be bought and payment for surrogacy puts poor women at greater risk of exploitation

94  Consultation Question 86: We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that intended parents should
be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:



Women’s bodies are not commodities to be bought and payment for surrogacy puts poor women at greater risk of exploitation

95  Consultation Question 87:

Please provide your views below:

96  Consultation Question 88:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 16: International Surrogacy Arrangements

97  Consultation Question 89: We invite overseas surrogates (or bodies representing or advocating for surrogates) to share with us their
experiences of international surrogacy arrangements.

Please provide your views below:

98  Consultation Question 90: We invite organisations focused on children’s rights and welfare in the international context to share with us
their views on our proposed reforms and consultation questions in this chapter.

Please provide your views below:

99  Consultation Question 91: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of their experience of applying to register a child born through
an international surrogacy arrangement as a British citizen and obtaining a passport for the child. In particular, we would be interested to hear
how long the application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have about causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

100  Consultation Question 92: We provisionally propose that it should be possible for a file to be opened, and the application process for
obtaining registration of a child born from an international surrogacy arrangement and obtaining a passport to begin, prior to the birth of the
child.Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

101  Consultation Question 93: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of applying for a visa for a
child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In particular, we would be interested to hear how long the application took after
the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

102  Consultation Question 94:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

103  Consultation Question 95:We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process for applying for a EU
Uniform Format Form in respect of a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement, before the child is born. The application will
need to be completed after the birth of the child.Do consultees agree?



Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

104  Consultation Question 96: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of applying for a EU Uniform
Format Form for a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In particular we would be interested to hear how long the
application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

105  Consultation Question 97: We provisionally propose that the UK Government should provide a single, comprehensive guide for intended
parents explaining the nationality and immigration consequences of having a child through an international surrogacy arrangement. Do
consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

106  Consultation Question 98: We provisionally propose that international surrogacy arrangements should not be eligible for the new
pathway to parenthood.Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

107  Consultation Question 99:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

108  Consultation Question 100:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 17: Miscellaneous Issues

109  Consultation Question 101: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current application of the law on statutory paternity leave, and
statutory paternity pay, to the situation of the surrogate’s spouse, civil partner or partner requires reform.

Please provide your views below:

110  Consultation Question 102: We provisionally propose that provision for maternity allowance should be made in respect of intended
parents, and that any such provision should be limited so that only one intended parent qualifies. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

111  Consultation Question 103:

Please provide your views below:

112  Consultation Question 104: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the duty of employers to provide suitable facilities for any person at
work who is a pregnant woman or nursing mother to rest under Regulation 25 of the Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations 1992
is sufficient to include intended parents in a surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

113  Consultation Question 105: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are further issues in relation to employment rights and
surrogacy arrangements and, if so, any suggestions for reform.

Please provude your views below:

114  Consultation Question 106: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they believe any reforms in relation to surrogacy and succession
law are required.

Please provide your views below:



115  Consultation Question 107:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

116  Consultation Question 108: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other legal issues in relation to surrogacy, not
covered in this Consultation Paper, that merit examination.

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 18: Impact

117  Consultation Question 109:

Please insert the year of birth here:

Not Answered

If international, in which country did the arrangement take place?:

Not Answered

Not Answered

118  Consultation Question 110:

Not Answered

Not Answered

Not Answered

Please provide the cost of any legal advice or representation below:

119  Consultation Question 111: We invite consultees’ views as to the impact (social, emotional, financial or otherwise) of the current law
where the intended parents are not the legal parents from birth of the child born of the surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

120  Consultation Question 112:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

121  Consultation Question 113:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

122  Consultation Question 114:

Please provide your views below:

123  Consultation Question 115:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

124  Consultation Question 116:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:



Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

125  Consultation Question 117: We invite consultees’ views as to the specific impact of our proposals in Northern Ireland.

Please provide your views below:

126  Consultation Question 118: We invite consultees’ views as to any other impact that we have not specifically addressed in this chapter, or
the preceding chapters, of this Consultation Paper.

Please provide your views below:

Women’s bodies are not commodities to be bought and payment for surrogacy puts poor women at greater risk of exploitation. Rich people shouldn’t be
able to buy a baby from poor women, international surrogacy puts poor women at risk



From:
To: surrogacy
Subject: Consultation Feedback
Date: 15 September 2019 21:17:04

Dear Sir/Madam,

We are writing as a gay couple who have just completed a surrogacy journey - my husband
and I are now proud parents of a beautiful 12 month old daughter who has changed our
lives in every way for the better. We used Surrogacy UK who are a fantastic organisation
and we cannot recommend strongly enough. Surrogacy is a wonderful thing and we very
much hope this reform will only make the process easier, more open and more accessible. 

The proposed requirements for background and medical history checks etc should not be
assumed to always be required - having to share detailed reports from your
GP of your full medical history is incredibly invasive and totally over the top when no
fertile couples have to go through such extensive checks before they get pregnant. This is
simply an example of people thinking that “we should add steps and checks because we
can” but the law must assume people have a right to privacy. Of course, if the surrogate
wants to request these before signing an agreement that can be her choice (and the
intended parents can have the right to choose to refuse), but this cannot be mandated by
law as it is taking away people’s right to patient doctor confidentiality. Likewise IPs
should have the ability to ask this information from a surrogate but for her to refuse if she
wishes. 

Parental Leave laws should be updated to give the same rights to IPs as the primary care
givers - including time off to attend pre-natal appointments. 

The proposed National Surrogacy register is pointless. How a child is bought into the
world does not need to be documented into some ridiculous bureaucratic process. Before
this decision is made, we strongly urge you to speak to people who were born to surrogates
to see if this is something that they would want. Don’t assume it’s needed because a
surrogate or IP says so - ask the people affected what THEY think. Frankly if we had been
born by surrogacy we would just want to feel like every other child as much as possible,
and not be on some ridiculous additional publicly accessible register, designed to
marginalise and separate children from surrogacy from those born “naturally”. Stop trying
to force additional pointless bureaucratic steps that are neither wanted not helpful. 

The proposed period of time when a surrogate can object to the legal parentage of the child
being with the IP needs to be completely removed. The assumption from birth should be
that the IP is the legal parent full stop. Any challenge to that is an EXCEPTION that could
be applied for through court, but not the rule that governs all surrogacy births. Before
adding this, I sincerely hope that you at least look at the data to see just how many times a
surrogate has ever kept the baby in the past. If few or none, then this is just another
example of additional pointless bureaucratic steps that are neither wanted not helpful. 

When registering the birth, there should be no need to declare that one/both of you are the
“biological” parent. “Normal” births do not require a DNA test or confirmation of heritage,
so this is just yet another example of bureaucratic nonsense designed to still label
surrogacy births as “different”. Stop trying to force additional pointless bureaucratic steps
that are neither wanted not helpful. 

With regards to IVF, in general this needs it’s own reform and is a mess, with thousands of
couples being exploited by clinics every year. As a minimum, we hope this surrogacy



reform will put an end to clinics charging £2000 for IPs to add their names to a bogus 
“surrogacy register” that clinics have created and has no legal bearing. It is nothing more
than a scam to exploit desperate IPs. 

The proposed pre-birth “welfare assessment” of the child is ludicrous. Straight couples
who conceive naturally do not have to go through this so why should gay or infertile
couples? Why are you doing this? Are you concerned about child abuse? If so, why are
you saying that only gay or infertile couples must go through this step and not straight
fertile couples? The belief that people are having children through surrogacy are higher
risk of abusing them is totally absurd and borderline discrimination that stems from 1950s
false notions about the gay community. Stop trying to force additional pointless
bureaucratic steps that are neither wanted not helpful. 

Counselling should not be forced onto IPs. Gay couples have always known that traditional
routes to pregnancy were not an option so counselling is a total waste of time. Forcing
people to have counselling just adds costs that will make surrogacy only for the rich and
exclude working classes from having a family which is morally wrong. Stop trying to force
additional pointless bureaucratic steps that are neither wanted not helpful. 

People should not be forced to obtain legal advice. We completed a surrogacy journey
without legal advice. Legal advice is only required WHEN you have a legal problem.
Forcing people to obtain legal advice just adds costs that will make surrogacy only for the
rich and exclude working classes from having a family which is morally wrong, and
actually just leaves it open to more exploitation. Stop trying to force additional pointless
bureaucratic steps that are neither wanted not helpful. 

With regards to expenses, were very lucky and had a wonderful surrogate who was
incredibly open and honest, so from our personal experience we are very happy with our
journey. However the concern we have relates to the many horror stories we hear from
multiple sources. Expenses must be legitimate and not “compensation”. When talking
about expenses, we have recently seen comments by surrogates who say their expenses are
high because of “everything I have to put my body through” and the “inconvenience of
taking medication internally every day”. These comments are actually referring to
compensation, which is not part of the current law. Expenses are totally fair to be charged
so that a surrogate and her family are not financially disadvantaged but they must be
genuine expenses and reasonable otherwise we will create a system where only the rich
can have a surrogacy journey and the working classes are robbed of the chance to have a
family, or worse, a child is born into a family who in their desperation have had to take out
a crippling level of debt to cover the costs.

Finally, and this should go without saying, any surrogacy reform must not discriminate
against gay intended parents. Additional checks against IPs who are predominantly of the
gay community is just another example of descrimination under another name. Surrogacy
reform must treat intended parents exactly the same way as their fertile heterosexual
counterparts. And NHS care guidelines need to be updated based on whatever reform
happens e.g. giving a copy of the maternity leave form to the IPs when the pregnancy is
confirmed, IPs having all say over the care of the child as soon as it is born etc. 

Thank you for your time reading our inputs into the surrogacy reform. We hope the law
changes for the better, for all parties involved in surrogacy. 

Kind regards,
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About you

1  What is your name?

Name:

2  If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a university), what is the name of your organisation?

Enter the name of your organisation:

n/a

3  Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your organisation?

This is a personal response

If other, please provide details:

4  If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best describes you?

Family member of an intended parent

5  What is your email address?

Email address:

6  What is your telephone number?

Telephone number:

7  If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be treated as confidential, please explain to us why you
regard the information as confidential. As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your explanation but cannot give an
assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances.

Please explain why you wish the information that you will provide to us to be treated as confidential:

n/a

Chapter 6: The parental order procedure

8  Consultation Question 1:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

International surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale, abuse and trafficking of children and the exploitation of birth mothers. These are
human rights issues of the utmost seriousness and so the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. For this reason these
cases should continue to be heard by a judge of the High Court.

Please provide your views below:

9  Consultation Question 2:

Please provide your views below:

All surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights
issues of the utmost seriousness and so the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. For this reason these cases should
NOT be heard by a lay judge but rather by a senior judge, e.g. ticketed to circuit judges or higher.

10  Consultation Question 3: We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the current allocation
rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation Questions 1 and 2.



Please provide your views below:

11  Consultation Question 4:

No

Please provide your views below:

The UN Special Rapporteur recommends* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be
taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration. Nothing about the
transfer of parental responsibility should be automatic and all options should be open.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

12  Consultation Question 5: We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the Family Procedure Rules 2010
should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise.
Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

13  Consultation Question 6:

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 8: Legal Parenthood: Proposals for Reform - A New Pathway

14  Consultation Question 7:

No

Please provide your views below:

I vehemently disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s key recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the Protection
of Children and Cooperation in respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. These require the birth mother to have legal parenthood and parental
responsibility when the child is born and that her consent to giving up the child must be freely given AFTER the child's birth. I believe that this important
safeguard against the sale of children and the exploitation of birth mothers should apply equally to surrogacy arrangements, in both an international and
a domestic context.

This proposal would set a very dangerous precedent for all women, all mothers, all children and all of the implications need to be fully understood. There
is no evidence in the consultation paper that the law commissioners have considered these more general implications fully, if at all.

I understand that the proposal to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ legal parenthood at birth is based on (or justified by) in part at least the
wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the consultation. I do not agree that these claimed wishes alone justify measures that contravene
the recommendations of the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to reduce the risk of the sale and
trafficking of children and to protect birth mothers.

Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to encourage or condone a system that would require women to deliberately
conceive and subsequently give birth with the expectation that they would have little or no legal responsibility for the child. The rights of the child must
be prioritised regardless whether that is what some ‘surrogate’ mothers say they want or not.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

15  Consultation Question 8:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy organisations.

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

16  Consultation Question 9: We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes should apply to
traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated surrogacy organisation is involved.Do consultees agree?

Not Answered



Please provide your views below:

17  Consultation Question 10: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a traditional, domestic
surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from entering into the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway.’

18  Consultation Question 11:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposal that the ‘intended parents’ should automatically acquire legal parenthood at birth and that the birth mother has
only a limited time to object. This contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations,* including that the birth mother is the legal parent at birth
and that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements are taken by a court or other competent authority
AFTER the birth, with the child’s best interests being the paramount consideration.

The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6
weeks after childbirth are recognised as the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy human life. In a
normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering
from major abdominal surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered decision of such huge and
life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is
received before the expiry of the deadline.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

19  Consultation Question 12:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly with the ‘intended parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth
unless the birth mother objects.

The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent
change of legal parenthood and parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth and with the child’s best
interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.*

The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6
weeks after childbirth are recognised as the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy human life. In a
normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering
from major abdominal surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered decision of such huge and
life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is
received before the expiry of the deadline.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

20  Consultation Question 13:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth 
unless the birth mother objects. 
 
The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent 
change of legal parenthood and parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth and with the child’s best 
interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.* 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 
weeks after childbirth are recognised as the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy human life. In a 
normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering 
from major abdominal surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered decision of such huge and 
life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is 
received before the expiry of the deadline. 



* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

21  Consultation Question 14:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendation* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and
parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth and that the child’s best
interests are the paramount consideration. A welfare assessment is an absolute requirement if an informed decision is to be made about the child’s best
interest. Therefore a welfare assessment MUST be made after the child’s birth.

The pre-conception assessment would typically have been carried out more than a year before the birth of the child. Much can change in that time.

The justification that a welfare assessment after the birth of the child is not necessary because parents of children born through the normal process are
not subject to such checks does not hold. Pregnancy, birth and the post-partum changes are intense physical and existential experiences that change you
and prime you to love and be sensitive to the new-born child and rise to the challenge of the enormous task of raising him or her to adulthood. For
obvious reasons ‘intended parents’ do not have this advantage.

In addition, pregnancy and childbirth are a huge investment of the birth mother’s physical, physiological and emotional resources, which means she has
already made a huge and unquantifiable, nearly year-long, commitment to the child. This means her practical and emotional commitment to the child is
already well-developed, giving her the best chance of surmounting all the difficulties that will inevitably arise over the course of the child’s childhood and
adolescence.

The ‘intended parents’ have had no similar experience. The investment of financial resources does not in any way prepare you for the practical reality of
caring for a new-born child and the long road of nurturing and shepherding him or her to adulthood.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

22  Consultation Question 15:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the ‘new pathway.’

There is a very real risk that spouses and partners will coerce women into being a ‘surrogate’ for financial gain. This risk is likely to increase if he or she
does not have legal parenthood or parental responsibility for any children born of the arrangement. This is enough reason to reject this proposal.

However, it also represents a significant change in legal parenthood rules and would therefore have an implication for all children, all families because it
would set a precedent. It should not be introduced without a full assessment of all the implications, including on the rights of mothers and children. There
is no evidence that the law commissioners have carried out any such assessment.

Yes

Please share your views below:

The normal legal parenthood rules should apply. This will reduce the risk of spouses and partners coercing women into surrogacy for financial gain.

23  Consultation Question 16:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth
unless the birth mother objects. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should not change if the child is stillborn.

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the birth parents in this situation. The birth mother should always be the legal
parent of the child at birth and this should not change if the child is stillborn and the registration should accurately reflect this.

24  Consultation Question 17: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, where the child dies
before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents
before the expiry of the period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a declaration to the
effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the birth.Do consultees agree?



No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in this situation. The birth mother should always be the legal
parent of the child at birth and if the child dies before the parental order, the registration of birth should accurately reflect that the birth mother was the
legal parent.

25  Consultation Question 18: For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether, where the surrogate
dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during which she can exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the
new pathway and the intended parents should be required to make an application for a parental order.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

26  Consultation Question 19:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with the deceased ‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in
this situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and the registration of birth should accurately reflect this.

Please provide your views below:

The intended parents should NOT be registered as the child’s parents if they are already deceased – so option (2) is preferable.

27  Consultation Question 20:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

28  Consultation Question 21: We invite consultees’ views as to: (1) a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases;
and (2) how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this model.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly oppose a three-parent model of legal parenthood, even if it is temporary. The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth and all
decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority
AFTER the birth of the child with the best interests of the child being the paramount consideration, as recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.*

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

29  Consultation Question 22:

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should be the legal parent and have parental responsibility at birth and
all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority
AFTER the birth of the child based on the best interests of the child, as recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.*

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

30  Consultation Question 23:

Please provide your views below:

The child’s best interests should drive all decisions about the child in the event of a dispute about a surrogacy arrangement. The welfare checklist
provides a comprehensive summary of the issues to be considered and is adequate as it is, and conforms to the UN Special Rapporteur’s
recommendation* that the child’s best interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not believe any other factors should be added.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

31  Consultation Question 24:

Please provide your views below:

The child’s best interests should drive all decisions when considering whether to make a parental order. The welfare checklist provides a comprehensive 
summary of the issues to be considered and is adequate as it is, and it conforms to UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendation* that the child’s best



interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not believe any other factors should be added. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

32  Consultation Question 25: We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be amended to add the
intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section 8 order without leave.

Please provide your views below:

NO

There are real risks of the sale and trafficking of children and of exploitation of the birth mother and her reproductive capacities in all surrogacy
arrangements. The court should therefore always have oversight of the arrangements. I am also concerned that there should be no liberalisation of the
law on surrogacy because of the potential human rights abuses involved. I do not believe that ‘intended parents’ should be added to the list of those who
can apply for a section 8 order without leave.

33  Consultation Question 26:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with this proposal. The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental
responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, as recommended by the
UN Special Rapporteur* in order to reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities.

I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility is based on (or justified by) the wishes expressed by
some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify measures that contravene recommendations of the UN Special
Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children.

Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system that would require women to give birth with the
expectation that they would have no legal responsibility for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must be prioritised
regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

34  Consultation Question 27:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended parents’ should acquire parentage or parental
responsibility automatically. The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility
in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, with the child’s best interest the
paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of
children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities.

I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility is based on (or justified by) the wishes expressed by
some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify a measure that contravenes recommendations of the UN Special
Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children.

Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system that would require women to give birth with the
expectation that they would have no responsibility for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must be prioritised
regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

35  Consultation Question 28: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the surrogate should retain
parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right
to object, assuming that she does not exercise her right to object.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I agree that the birth mother should have parental responsibility for the child but NOT that the ‘intended parents’ should get automatic legal parenthood 
and parental responsibility. 
 
All decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority



AFTER the birth of the child, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and
has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their women’s reproductive capacities. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

36  Consultation Question 29:

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should have legal parenthood and parental responsibility at and after
the birth and all subsequent decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility should be taken by a court or other competent authority,
with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the
risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

Chapter 9: The Regulation of Surrogacy Arrangements

37  Consultation Question 30: We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the scope of the new
pathway.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

38  Consultation Question 31: We invite the views of independent surrogates, and intended parents who have used independent surrogacy
arrangements, to tell us about their experience. In particular, we would be interested to hear about any health screening, counselling and
legal advice that took place.

Please provide your views below:

n/a

39  Consultation Question 32:

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first
optional protocol.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first
optional protocol.

40  Consultation Question 33:

No

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its
prevalence. I consider surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

Other

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its
prevalence. I consider surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

Other

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its
prevalence. I consider surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

41  Consultation Question 34:



Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its
prevalence. I consider surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its
prevalence. I consider surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its
prevalence. I consider surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

42  Consultation Question 35: We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit making bodies. Do
consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human
rights of both women and children, and would drive an increase in surrogacy. Even if surrogacy organisations are non-profit making, they will inevitably
be driven by commercial imperatives (for example, to cover costs, salaries, etc.) and will need to continuously seek new business and to convince or
coerce more women to act as ‘surrogates.’

Deriving income from surrogacy is abhorrent and, given the parallels between surrogacy and prostitution, is a potential violation of Article 6 of CEDAW,
which prohibits third-parties profiting or otherwise benefiting from the prostitution of women.

43  Consultation Question 36: We invite consultees’ views as to what should be included in the definition of matching and facilitation services.

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with organisations being able to provide matching and facilitation services, because that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy,
which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

44  Consultation Question 37: We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer matching and
facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated surrogacy organisations or any other organisations being able to
provide matching and facilitation services for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I consider a
violation of the human rights of both women and children.

45  Consultation Question 37: We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer
matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated surrogacy organisations or any other organisations being able to
provide matching and facilitation services for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I consider a
violation of the human rights of both women and children.

46  Consultation Question 38: We invite consultees’ views as to the sanctions that should be available against organisations that offer
matching and facilitation services without being regulated to do so, and whether these should be criminal, civil or regulatory.

Please provide your views below:

I do not accept that matching and facilitation services should be allowed – regardless who they are provided by – because they would inevitably lead to an
increase in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. Offering such services should be a criminal offence.

47  Consultation Question 39: We provisionally propose that the remit of the Human Fertilisation and Embryology Authority be expanded to
include the regulation of regulated surrogacy organisations, and oversight of compliance with the proposed legal requirements for the new
pathway to legal parenthood. Do consultees agree?

Other



Please provide your views below:

I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human
rights of both women and children, and would drive an increase in surrogacy.

Please provide your views below:

48  Consultation Question 40: We provisionally propose that surrogacy agreements should remain unenforceable (subject to the exception we
provisionally propose in Consultation Question 88 in relation to financial terms). Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

49  Consultation Question 41: We provisionally propose that there should be no prohibition against charging for negotiating, facilitating and
advising on surrogacy arrangements. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

I VEHEMENTLY disagree with this proposal and the opening up of surrogacy in this country, because I consider it a violation of the human rights of both
women and the child. The idea of organisations charging to facilitate it is utterly abhorrent and violates the spirit, if not the letter, of Article 6 of CEDAW,
given the parallels between surrogacy and prostitution. Article 6 prohibits the exploitation of the prostitution of women – which includes deriving any
form of benefit from women’s prostitution.

50  Consultation Question 42: We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy should be removed, with
the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything that can lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. Do
consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

I VEHEMENTLY disagree with removing the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy. Surrogacy is a violation of the human rights of both women
and children, and enabling advertising sites (and other ‘service’ organisations) to financially benefit from it is abhorrent.

At this time of increasing poverty and inequality, it would be unethical to promote the idea that being a ‘surrogate’ mother would be a solution to an
impoverished woman’s financial problems. If this proposal is implemented, Facebook and Google are likely present surrogacy ads to female students and
young women suggesting that becoming a ‘surrogate’ would provide the solution to their financial worries. The most disadvantaged young women would
be the most vulnerable to this idea and it is doubtful it would ever truly be in her best interest.

Just as we protect disadvantaged people from the temptation of selling their kidneys for money, we need to protect disadvantaged women from the
temptation of renting their wombs. This means that advertising of surrogacy MUST remain banned.

Chapter 10: Children's Access to Information About Surrogacy Arrangements

51  Consultation Question 43: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, where the making of a parental order in respect of a child
born of a surrogacy arrangement has been recorded in the Parental Order Register, the child should be able to access his or her original birth
certificate at the age of 18. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

52  Consultation Question 44: We provisionally propose that where children are born of surrogacy arrangements that result in the intended
parents being recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of that certificate should make clear that the birth was the result of a
surrogacy arrangement. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended parents’ should be recorded as parents on the original 
birth certificate. The birth mother should be recorded as the birth mother on the birth certificate and all decisions involving legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility should be taken after the birth by a court or other competent authority, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. 
This is the recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation 
of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
However, if the ‘intended parents’ are recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of the certificate should make clear that the birth was the



result of a surrogacy arrangement. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

53  Consultation Question 45: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the birth registration system in England and Wales requires reform
and, if so, which reforms they would like to see.

Please provide your views below:

I do not consider the birth registration system to be in need for reform. I am particularly opposed to changes to allow for the registration of three parents
or for anyone other than the birth mother to be recorded as the mother on the original birth certificate. Such proposals could lead to the facilitation of
the sale of children and an erosion of mothers’ rights and a diluting of the understanding that the relationship between the birth mother and the child is
unique.

54  Consultation Question 46: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has been the subject of a
parental order should be able to access all the documents contained in the court’s file for those parental order proceedings.Do consultees
agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

55  Consultation Question 47:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy organisations. However, should surrogacy take place, it is
important that the children have access to information about their origins and these proposals seem generally sound, except that the information held
on gamete donors should also include identifying information – because otherwise it trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the right to
know her or his genetic parentage.

56  Consultation Question 48: We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate and the intended
parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy
arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

I agree but with the proviso that all the information should be identifying – because otherwise it trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the
right to know her or his genetic parentage.

57  Consultation Question 49:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

I agree with (1) and (2) and believe there might be other circumstances where this is reasonable.

58  Consultation Question 50: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any provision for those born of a surrogacy
arrangement to make a request for information to disclose whether a person whom he or she is intending to marry, or with whom he or she
intends to enter into a civil partnership or intimate physical relationship, was carried by the same surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

YES, this should be possible.

59  Consultation Question 51:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:



YES, I agree.

60  Consultation Question 52:

Please provide your views below:

YES to both (1) and (2)

Please provide your views below:

YES to both (1) and (2)

61  Consultation Question 53: For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether details of an
intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded in the register.

Please provide your views below:

The intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded in the register.

Chapter 11: Eligibility Criteria for a Parental Order

62  Consultation Question 54: We provisionally propose that the six month time limits in sections 54 and 54A of the HFEA 2008 for making a
parental order application should be abolished. Do consultees agree?

Please provide your views below:

NO

The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child.

63  Consultation Question 55:

No

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s
wombs. An adoption order can be considered as an option when a parental order is not possible.

No

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s
wombs. An adoption order can be considered as an option when a parental order is not possible.

Chapter 12: Eligibility Criteria for Both a Parental Order and for the New Pathway

64  Consultation Question 56:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The ‘intended parents’ should be domiciled (and not simply habitually resident) in the UK
in order to avoid surrogacy tourism.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with opening up parental orders to ‘intended parents’ who are habitual residents but not domiciled in the UK – because of the risk
of surrogacy tourism.

65  Consultation Question 57:

Please provide your views below:

The qualifying categories of relationship should not be reformed or removed.

66  Consultation Question 58: We provisionally propose that to use the new pathway, intended parents should be required to make a
declaration in the surrogacy agreement that they intend for the child’s home to be with them. Do consultees agree?



Other

Please provide views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

67  Consultation Question 59:

No

Please provide views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic link should be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical
necessity.’

Please provide views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and all other proposals that are likely to result in an increase in surrogacy. I therefore do
not believe that double donation should be permitted under the parental order pathway in domestic surrogacy arrangements.

Yes

Please provide views below:

68  Consultation Question 60: We provisionally propose that if the requirement for a genetic link is retained for domestic cases outside the
new pathway, the requirement should not apply, subject to medical necessity, if the court determines that the intended parents in good faith
began the surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway but were required to apply for a parental order. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

I fundamentally disagree with proposals to introduce the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic link should be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a
‘medical necessity.’

69  Consultation Question 61: We provisionally propose that if double donation is permitted only in cases of medical necessity, an exception
should be made to allow a parental order to be granted to a single parent without a genetic link where the intended parent’s former partner
provides gametes but the intended parents’ relationship breaks down before the grant of a parental order. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide views below:

I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’

70  Consultation Question 62:

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy and believe that it is a fundamental violation of women’s and children’s rights and that it should therefore be banned. I dispute that
surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’

Please provide your views below:

I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’

71  Consultation Question 63:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly oppose the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. However, I support the requirement in any surrogacy arrangements for the recording of the
identity of all genetic parents and the birth mother.

Please provide your views below:

While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, I support this condition for a parental order in the circumstances described in both (1) and (2).

Yes

Please provide your views below:



While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, if it happens, I support this provision.

72  Consultation Question 64:

No

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to surrogacy and would like to see it banned, because it is a violation of both women’s and children’s human rights.

Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good
health until the child reaches adulthood. Surrogacy is therefore particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are of an age where they would
normally not be able to birth and raise a child. If surrogacy is to be opened up, a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is imperative. This will make it
clear that society does not condone older people entering a surrogacy arrangement and will make it less likely that older people will go ahead with such
an arrangement and present the court with a fait accompli.

Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement
up to that age but not beyond. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be allowed, there should be a maximum age limit for ‘intended
parents’ and it should be 45.

Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good
health until the child reaches adulthood. I am opposed to surrogacy per se, because it is a violation of both women’s and children’s human rights.
However, it is particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. I therefore consider that a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is important.
This will make it clear that society does not consider it acceptable for older people to enter into a surrogacy arrangement and will make it less likely that
they will.

Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement
up to that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully.

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be allowed, there should be a minimum age for ‘intended
parents’ and it should be much older than 18. I suggest that 25 would be more appropriate.

Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement
at that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. What kind of society would want 18-year olds to believe that it would be
reasonable for them to become ‘parents’ through a surrogacy arrangement – before they have taken even their first steps into independence and
adulthood?

73  Consultation Question 65:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to surrogacy per se and would like to see it banned, because I consider it a violation of both women’s and children’s human rights.

At 18 a woman is barely out of childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish herself as an adult. This means that she is particularly
vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There should be a significantly older minimum age for entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I suggest that
25 years would be more appropriate.

Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that
age limits are set very carefully. What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy arrangement is a reasonable thing
for them to be doing before they have taken even their first steps into independence and adulthood?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for a ‘new pathway’. At 18 a woman is barely out of childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish 
herself as an adult. This means that she is particularly vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There should be a significantly older minimum age for 
entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I suggest that 25 years would be more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that 
age limits are set very carefully. What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy arrangement is a reasonable thing



for them to be doing before they have taken even their first steps into independence and adulthood?

Chapter 13: Eligibility Criteria for the New Pathway

74  Consultation Question 66:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

Please provide your views below:

75  Consultation Question 67:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

76  Consultation Question 68: We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that the surrogate and the
intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect of the law and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is
signed. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

77  Consultation Question 69:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

78  Consultation Question 70: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the surrogate has previously given
birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’.

Society should not condone women who have never had a child of their own entering an arrangement to undergo pregnancy and childbirth for someone
else. It is impossible to understand what pregnancy and childbirth are like and how they will change you until or unless you have had that experience
yourself.

79  Consultation Question 71: We provisionally propose that there should not be a maximum number of surrogate pregnancies that a woman
can undertake as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’.

Society should not condone women undergoing multiple ‘surrogate’ pregnancies and childbirths. Even the Kennel Club recognises that female dogs
should not be allowed to undertake more than four pregnancies. It is abhorrent that female dogs have better protections than women would have under
this proposal.

Chapter 15: Payments to the Surrogate: Options for Reform

80  Consultation Question 72:



Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

81  Consultation Question 73:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above the actual essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, and travel to medical
appointments – backed up by receipts.

82  Consultation Question 74:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above the actual essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, and travel to medical
appointments – backed up by receipts.

83  Consultation Question 75:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

84  Consultation Question 76: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay their
surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or self-employed).

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost earnings.



85  Consultation Question 77:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost earnings.

86  Consultation Question 78:

Please provide your views below:

n/a

87  Consultation Question 79:

Please provide your views below:

It is absurd to propose that one could place a monetary value on the pain of adverse pregnancy outcomes. In putting a price tag on perineal tear for
example, some mothers report little pain or symptoms, others have profound ongoing fear of vaginal penetration, which can result in very significant
emotional and relationship difficulties. Infection may complicate healing, and some women report long term sequelae from this, such as impaired wound
healing.

Haematology conditions should also be considered. Blood loss, for example due to placental haemorrhage can be very significant, and potentially result
in emergency hysterectomy and blood transfusion to save the life of the mother. It is a fact that although blood is thoroughly screened in the UK there
still remains the potential for blood borne illnesses to be transmitted, and the fact that some of these may not have been identified yet by researchers is
also a real risk to a mother receiving transfusion. Persons who have had a blood transfusion are currently unable to donate blood themselves in the UK,
due to the risk of (vCJD) transmission. This is an indication of the gravity of receiving blood products.

No medical intervention is EVER risk free. Receiving multiple blood products in the context of Massive Transfusion Protocol (eg platelets, Fresh Frozen
Plasma, cryoprecipitate) only heighten those risks.

Conditions such as HELLP (Haemolysis, Elevated Liver enzymes, Low Platelets) can be fatal, and although the maternal mortality rate is low, it can have
significant sequelae, including renal failure potentially requiring dialysis, placental abruption (potentially fatal for mother and baby) permanent liver
damage and retinal detachment resulting in visual impairment.

Each of these conditions have long term consequences for a woman, psychologically, physically and emotionally, and may also affect her ability to return
to work or care for other children.

Also, the late complications of childbirth have been disregarded. Late consequences of childbirth can include vaginal or rectal prolapse, urinary and faecal
incontinence. Women who have had a C section may experience ongoing pain around the scar. Some sources quote this as affecting between 6 and 18
percent of women. These symptoms can be profoundly distressing, and may take years to present (conversely, may present immediately).

How could we ensure that women suffering these complications are compensated? They are multifactorial, and risk increases with instrumented delivery
and parity. How would it be proposed to unpick the role of a surrogate pregnancy in causing these symptoms in relation to other risk factors, for example
parity, smoking history, personal medical history?

Psychiatric conditions are also absent from this list. Complications including depression and anxiety may be worsened by pregnancy. Other mental health
conditions such as post natal depression and post partum psychosis can be fatal, and impact on a woman’s health for many years to come. I’m quite
shocked that none of these conditions have been explicitly mentioned and it does make me wonder how the list of complications was created. I’d also like
to know what level of haemorrhage would be considered “excessive”.

The wording of the question “should” be able to pay compensation is not the same as being mandated to do so. This potentially creates a situation where
some “luckier” women would receive compensation others would not.

All of the above illustrates the risks of surrogacy and confirms my support for a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against 
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor



women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.

88  Consultation Question 80: We invite consultees' views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay compensation to the
surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for
the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

This question illustrates the risks of surrogacy and why I oppose it.

89  Consultation Question 81:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to give the birth mother gifts.

90  Consultation Question 82:

It should not be possible for the intended parents to agree to pay a woman for the service of undertaking a surrogacy.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her ‘services’.

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against 
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.



 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her ‘services’.

Please provide any views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to make any type of fee or payment to the birth mother for her ‘services’.

91  Consultation Question 83:

Please provide views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their ‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of
surrogacy.

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their ‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of
surrogacy.

92  Consultation Question 84: We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to surrogates should be the
same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. Do consultees
agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I am opposed to the ‘new pathway’ but consider that regardless of the surrogacy arrangement being used, the only payments that should ever be made
are essential and basic expenses for which receipts are provided.



93  Consultation Question 85: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have not discussed which
they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

94  Consultation Question 86: We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that intended parents should
be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

95  Consultation Question 87:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

The only payments that should be made are essential and basic expenses and for which receipts are provided. The judge or other competent authority
should closely monitor all financial aspects of the arrangement (in line with the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations*) and refuse the parental
order when payments have exceeded basic expenses. If it is not a judge overseeing the arrangements, the competent authority should be totally
independent and not, for example, an agency (or ‘regulated surrogacy organisation’) that has been involved in the arrangements in any way.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

96  Consultation Question 88:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The idea that a ‘surrogacy agreement’ could place restrictions on the birth mother’s
lifestyle is utterly abhorrent.

Chapter 16: International Surrogacy Arrangements

97  Consultation Question 89: We invite overseas surrogates (or bodies representing or advocating for surrogates) to share with us their
experiences of international surrogacy arrangements.

Please provide your views below:

n/a



98  Consultation Question 90: We invite organisations focused on children’s rights and welfare in the international context to share with us
their views on our proposed reforms and consultation questions in this chapter.

Please provide your views below:

n/a

99  Consultation Question 91: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of their experience of applying to register a child born through
an international surrogacy arrangement as a British citizen and obtaining a passport for the child. In particular, we would be interested to hear
how long the application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have about causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

n/a

100  Consultation Question 92: We provisionally propose that it should be possible for a file to be opened, and the application process for
obtaining registration of a child born from an international surrogacy arrangement and obtaining a passport to begin, prior to the birth of the
child.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a passport in international surrogacy arrangements appears
to contradict the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling and trafficking of children and the
protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly disagree with this proposal.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

101  Consultation Question 93: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of applying for a visa for a
child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In particular, we would be interested to hear how long the application took after
the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

n/a

102  Consultation Question 94:

No

Please provide your views below:

Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a passport before the child is born in international surrogacy
arrangements appears to contradict the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling and trafficking of
children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly disagree with this proposal.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

No

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

NO

The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child.

103  Consultation Question 95:We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process for applying for a EU
Uniform Format Form in respect of a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement, before the child is born. The application will
need to be completed after the birth of the child.Do consultees agree?



No

Please provide your views below:

Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for an EU Uniform Format Form for the child before she or he is born in international
surrogacy arrangements appears to contradict the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling and
trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly disagree with this proposal.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

104  Consultation Question 96: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of applying for a EU Uniform
Format Form for a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In particular we would be interested to hear how long the
application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

n/a

105  Consultation Question 97: We provisionally propose that the UK Government should provide a single, comprehensive guide for intended
parents explaining the nationality and immigration consequences of having a child through an international surrogacy arrangement. Do
consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I agree with such a guide, but would like to see it explaining the reasons why surrogacy is a violation of the human rights of women and children and all
the other ways in which it is possible for people to enjoy children in their lives.

106  Consultation Question 98: We provisionally propose that international surrogacy arrangements should not be eligible for the new
pathway to parenthood.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

107  Consultation Question 99:

No

Please provide your views below:

I do not see how this proposal for such a blanket power would align with the UN Special Rapporteur’s key recommendations* and the Hague Convention
on the Protection of Children and Cooperation in respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. The latter requires the birth mother to have legal parenthood
and parental responsibility when the child is born and that her consent to giving up the child must be given AFTER the child's birth and that the transfer of
‘parenthood’ should be overseen by the courts or a competent authority on an individual case by case basis, with the best interests of the child being the
paramount consideration. This is an important safeguard against the sale of children and for the protection of the birth mother and I believe it should
apply equally to international surrogacy arrangements. I therefore strongly disagree with this proposal.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

108  Consultation Question 100:

Please provide your views below:

n/a

Please provide your views below:

Restrictions and checks MUST be in place to protect the child and the birth mother from trafficking and exploitation. The process should include the same
checks as would be used in an international adoption.

Chapter 17: Miscellaneous Issues

109  Consultation Question 101: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current application of the law on statutory paternity leave, and
statutory paternity pay, to the situation of the surrogate’s spouse, civil partner or partner requires reform.

Please provide your views below:



I do not believe this needs changing.

110  Consultation Question 102: We provisionally propose that provision for maternity allowance should be made in respect of intended
parents, and that any such provision should be limited so that only one intended parent qualifies. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

111  Consultation Question 103:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a human rights abuse of both women and children.

112  Consultation Question 104: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the duty of employers to provide suitable facilities for any person at
work who is a pregnant woman or nursing mother to rest under Regulation 25 of the Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations 1992
is sufficient to include intended parents in a surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a human rights abuse of both women and children.

113  Consultation Question 105: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are further issues in relation to employment rights and
surrogacy arrangements and, if so, any suggestions for reform.

Please provude your views below:

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a human rights abuse of both women and children.

114  Consultation Question 106: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they believe any reforms in relation to surrogacy and succession
law are required.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a human rights abuse of both women and children.

115  Consultation Question 107:

Please provide your views below:

It is important that all health and care professionals are aware that surrogacy agreements are not legally binding and that ‘intended parents’ have no legal 
right to override the birth mother’s wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or medical and health care, including during pregnancy, labour and 
childbirth. Even if she has previously agreed to them sharing decisions and being informed on these matters, she can withdraw her consent at any time 
for any or no reason. All professionals involved in her care are duty-bound to comply with her wishes. 
 
All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or 
more persons, including her spouse or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be present in so-called 
altruistic surrogacy arrangements. 
 
Surrogacy arrangements place additional and complicated pressures on healthcare staff and this could reduce the standard of impartial care given to 
birth mothers and new-borns – especially when the ‘intended parents’ are entitled, rich or of high status. This itself is a valid reason to be extremely 
cautious about making changes that will increase the numbers of surrogacy births. 
 
It is generally recognised that egg donation and IVF pregnancies carry additional health risks. As most surrogacy pregnancies involve IVF, any increase in 
surrogacy is likely to lead to additional pressure on the NHS. 
 
Adoption research suggests that the separation of the new-born and the birth mother has long-term negative effects on the well-being of both of them. 
This is likely to be the same for birth mothers and babies in surrogacy arrangements and so can be expected to place additional long-term pressures on 
the NHS and society as a whole. This has not been considered and there are no questions about this. 
 
An increase in surrogacy will require an increase in egg donation, which is a risky procedure that can have a long-term negative impact on the woman’s 
health, including premature death. Ethical issues abound. Young women might be coerced by financial pressures to donate eggs when this isn’t in their 
best interests and there are worries about eugenics – where egg donors are selected on the basis of blonde hair, blue eyes and stereotypical measures of 
‘attractiveness’ for example. 
 
The law commissioners do not appear to have considered the likely impact of any of these issues. There is no question about people’s thoughts about the 
NHS picking up the tab for the extra costs involved in surrogacy and whether this affects their opinions on surrogacy itself. There appears to have been 
no evaluation of the size of the additional costs to the NHS and society. 



At a time when the NHS is under severe strain, and life changing therapies (for cancer, cystic fibrosis etc) are not funded due to financial constraints it is a
slap in the face to provide money for prospective parents to indulge their parenting fantasies while denying patients access to drugs which are standard
of care in other counties.

Please provide your views below:

The guidance should be revised to clarify that surrogacy agreements are not legally binding and that the birth mother has the right to change her mind at
any time, for any or no reason. Healthcare professionals must accept that her wishes are paramount and that the ‘intended parents’ have no legal right to
override her wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or medical and health care, including during pregnancy, labour, childbirth and the postpartum
period.

All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or
more persons, including her spouse or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be present in so-called
altruistic surrogacy arrangements.

The guidance should make it clear that healthcare professionals should be even more alert than normal to the possibility that she is being coerced and to
ensure that they can speak to her alone, including during labour, and that if she changes her mind about who is present in consultations, and the labour
ward/delivery suite, they must respect her wishes.

Please provide your views below:

It is important that midwifery practice always prioritises the wishes of the birth mother and the wellbeing of herself and the child.

116  Consultation Question 108: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other legal issues in relation to surrogacy, not
covered in this Consultation Paper, that merit examination.

Please provide your views below:

It is of considerable concern that the law commissioners appear to have given no consideration to the significant risk that women will be coerced into
agreeing to participate in surrogacy arrangements for someone else’s benefit. This can be true in ‘altruistic’ surrogacy but is even more likely if substantial
payments are involved.

It is well-known that women and girls are groomed and/or coerced into prostitution by partners and ‘boyfriends’ who act as their pimp and take all or
much of their earnings. This is a major route by which many women enter prostitution and is a major factor in preventing their exit. There is no reason to
expect that the same dynamics will not occur in relation to surrogacy if it is opened up and provides opportunities to make significant amounts of money.

If the law commissioners’ proposals are enacted, there must therefore also be legislation that prohibits coercing a woman into a surrogacy arrangement.
This should be a criminal offence and carry a hefty penalty – in recognition that it is a human rights violation and so that it acts as a deterrent. That such a
law would be difficult to enforce just adds to the arguments for why paid surrogacy is a bad idea – and especially for women.

It would be far better to simply ban all surrogacy arrangements – or at the very least any payments beyond basic and essential expenses backed by
receipts and overseen by a judge.

Chapter 18: Impact

117  Consultation Question 109:

Please insert the year of birth here:
n/a

Not Answered

If international, in which country did the arrangement take place?:

n/a

Not Answered

Not Answered

118  Consultation Question 110:

Not Answered

Not Answered

Not Answered

Please provide the cost of any legal advice or representation below:



119  Consultation Question 111: We invite consultees’ views as to the impact (social, emotional, financial or otherwise) of the current law
where the intended parents are not the legal parents from birth of the child born of the surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

120  Consultation Question 112:

Please provide your views below:

n/a

Please provide your views below:

n/a

121  Consultation Question 113:

Please provide your views below:

n/a

Please provide your views below:

n/a

122  Consultation Question 114:

Please provide your views below:

n/a

123  Consultation Question 115:

Please provide your views below:

n/a

Please provide your views below:

n/a

124  Consultation Question 116:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

n/a

Please provide your views below:

n/a

Please provide your views below:

n/a

Please provide your views below:

n/a

125  Consultation Question 117: We invite consultees’ views as to the specific impact of our proposals in Northern Ireland.

Please provide your views below:

n/a

126  Consultation Question 118: We invite consultees’ views as to any other impact that we have not specifically addressed in this chapter, or
the preceding chapters, of this Consultation Paper.

Please provide your views below:



It seems that before the law commissioners designed this consultation, they had already decided that surrogacy is a positive thing and so legislation
should enable it. This may be explained by a limited ‘pre-consultation’ mainly focusing on people who already had a vested interest in surrogacy –
‘intended parents,’ women who claim to have had a positive experience of surrogacy, and lawyers and other organisations who stand to make money
from commercial surrogacy if it is given the green light.

It seems that the law commissioners did not consider women as a group to be key stakeholders in this endeavour. This is a major error, because just as
all women are affected by the institution of prostitution, so all women will be affected by any opening up of commercial surrogacy in this country.

It could even be argued that one of the key drivers of commercial surrogacy is a desire by men to break the legal and cultural recognition of the unique
bond between birth mother and child – and indeed the proposals to make the ‘intended parents’ the legal parents from the moment of birth are a major
step in this direction, and are likely to have a significant impact down the line – potentially affecting the status of all women.

Paid surrogacy opens up enormous potential for abuse and risks spouses, partners and other family members coercing a woman into engaging in
commercial surrogacy for their (and not her) financial benefit. This will be a potential risk for thousands of women, which appears to have been
completely overlooked by the law commissioners.

UK and Scottish Law Commissions are obliged to comply with the Public Sector Equality Duty (PSED) when carrying out public functions, such as this
consultation. There doesn’t appear to be any evidence they have done so, because they have not provided their equality considerations and impact
assessments. As surrogacy has a very different impact on women and children than on adult males, we believe the law commissioners are in breach of
equality legislation.

The Equality and Human Rights Commission describes the obligations under the PSED to have due regard to the need to:

• Eliminate unlawful discrimination, harassment and victimisation and other conduct prohibited by the Act.
• Advance equality of opportunity between people who share a protected characteristic and those who do not.
• Foster good relations between people who share a protected characteristic and those who do not.

There are many ways in which opening up surrogacy in the UK is likely to worsen women’s position relative to men’s, and the relationship between the
sexes. Any loosening of the laws around surrogacy could therefore be considered discriminatory. Surrogacy is also likely to have an impact on the
relations between the different generations. Imagine the rage that young people may feel when they discover that their ‘parents’ not only bought them
but took advantage of their birth mothers.

It is of major concern that the law commissioners’ ethical arguments hinge on ideas that are not based on any recognised human rights instruments –
such as the idea that ‘procreative liberty’ confers some kind of human right to surrogacy and the idea that a woman has a human right to be a ‘surrogate.’
These arguments do not hold up to scrutiny and have been clearly rejected by the UN Special Rapporteur.*

It is shocking that the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ violate many of the recommendations of the UN Special Rapporteur that are designed to guard
against the sale of children and the exploitation of birth mothers, including:

 The birth mother must be accorded the status of legal mother at birth, and must be under no contractual or legal obligation to participate in the legal or
physical transfer of the child.
 All payments to the birth mother must be made before the legal and physical transfer of the child and must be non-reimbursable – even if she decides
not to relinquish the child.
 The birth mother’s choice to transfer the child “must be a gratuitous act, based on her own post-birth intentions, rather than on any legal or contractual
obligation.”
 Pre-conception checks, while encouraged, cannot take the place of appropriate welfare checks after the birth of the child.
 Decisions about parentage and parental responsibility must be made by a court or other competent authority on an individual basis after the birth with
the best interests of the child being paramount.

The consultation is confusing and it does not conform to the government’s consultation guidelines. There are too many questions, they are too detailed
and do not ask the important high-level questions – such as whether you think surrogacy can ever be ethical, etc.

For all these reasons, the law commissioners should go back to the drawing board and start again from the position of women’s and children’s human
rights. If it is found that there is no way to liberalise surrogacy law that is compliant with obligations under international treaties such as CEDAW and the
UNCRC and its first optional protocol, then the law must not be liberalised.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx
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Short Form Questionnaire: Law Commissions’ Surrogacy 

Consultation 

This form is an extract of the longer form for comments and responses to the Law Commission’s and the 

Scottish Law Commission’s consultation about reforming surrogacy law. If you would like to respond to the 

full version of our consultation questionnaire, please use the online form: https://consult.justice.gov.uk/law-

commission/surrogacy. Please see our websites for further details, and for links to download the full 

consultation paper: https://www.lawcom.gov.uk/project/surrogacy/ and https://www.scotlawcom.gov.uk/law-

reform/law-reform-projects/joint-projects/surrogacy/. 

We have selected 46 questions which may be of particular interest of those with lived experience of 

surrogacy arrangements: surrogates, intended parents, family members and adult children born of 

surrogacy arrangements. You do not need to answer all the questions if you do not want to, and you can 

write as much or as little as you would like in response to our questions.  

Please note that we may publish or disclose information you provide us in response to this 

consultation, including personal information. We ask consultees, when providing their responses, if 

they could avoid including personal identifying information in the text of their response, particularly 

where this may reveal the identities of other people involved in their surrogacy arrangement. 

For more information about how we consult and how we may use responses to the consultation, please see 

page i – ii of the Consultation Paper. 

HOW TO SUBMIT YOUR RESPONSE USING THIS QUESTIONNAIRE 

Type your response into the text fields below and then save your completed form. When you have completed 

your response, email the completed form as an attachment to surrogacy@lawcommission.gov.uk.  

The closing date for submitting a response to our consultation is 11 October 2019. 

https://consult.justice.gov.uk/law-commission/surrogacy
https://consult.justice.gov.uk/law-commission/surrogacy
https://www.lawcom.gov.uk/project/surrogacy/
https://www.scotlawcom.gov.uk/law-reform/law-reform-projects/joint-projects/surrogacy/
https://www.scotlawcom.gov.uk/law-reform/law-reform-projects/joint-projects/surrogacy/
https://s3-eu-west-2.amazonaws.com/lawcom-prod-storage-11jsxou24uy7q/uploads/2019/06/Surrogacy-consultation-paper.pdf
mailto:surrogacy@lawcommission.gov.uk
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QUESTIONS ABOUT YOU 

 

What is your name?  

 

If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a university), what is 

the name of your organisation? Surrogacy UK 

 

Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your organisation? 

Personal capacity only 

 

If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best describes you? 

Intended Parent 

 

What is your email address? 

 

 

What is your telephone number? 

 

 

If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be treated as 

confidential, please explain to us why you regard the information as confidential. As explained in our 

privacy notice, we take full account of your explanation but cannot give an assurance that 

confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances. 

Click or tap here to enter text. 

Question 

No. 

Consultation Question 

Q1 Consultation Question 7. 

In respect of a domestic surrogacy arrangement, we provisionally propose that, before the 

child is conceived, where the intended parents and surrogate have: 

(1)          entered into an agreement including the prescribed information, which will include a 

statement as to legal parenthood on birth, 

(2)          complied with procedural safeguards for the agreement, and 

(3)          met eligibility requirements, 

on the birth of the child the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child, subject 

to the surrogate’s right to object. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 

Response 

to Q1 

Yes 

Q2 Consultation Question 11. 

We provisionally propose that: 

https://www.lawcom.gov.uk/document/handling-personal-data/
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(1)          the surrogate should have the right to object to the acquisition of legal parenthood 

by the intended parents, for a fixed period after the birth of the child; 

(2)          this right to object should operate by the surrogate making her objection in writing 

within a defined period, with the objection being sent to both the intended parents and the 

body responsible for the regulation of surrogacy; and 

(3)          the defined period should be the applicable period for birth registration less one 

week. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 

Response 

to Q2 

Yes 

Q3 Consultation Question 12. 

We provisionally propose that, where the surrogate objects to the intended parents acquiring 

legal parenthood within the period fixed after birth, the surrogacy arrangement should no 

longer be able to proceed in the new pathway, with the result that: 

(1) the surrogate will be the legal parent of the child;  

(2) if one of the intended parents would, under the current law, be a legal parent of 

the child, then he or she will continue to be a legal parent in these 

circumstances; and 

(3) the intended parents would be able to make an application for a parental order 

to obtain legal parenthood. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 

Response 

to Q3 

Yes 

Q4 Consultation Question 15. 

We provisionally propose that, for a child born as a result of a surrogacy arrangement under 

the new pathway, where the surrogate has exercised her right to object to the intended 

parents’ acquisition of legal parenthood at birth, the surrogate’s spouse or civil partner, if 

any, should not be a legal parent of the child. 

Do consultees agree? 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in the case of a surrogacy arrangement outside 

the new pathway, the surrogate’s spouse or civil partner should continue to be a legal parent 

of the child born as a result of the arrangement. 

Your 

Response 

to Q4 

Yes. The surrogate’s spouse or civil partner should never be a legal parent of a child 

born as a result of the arrangement. The decision to be a surrogate is the women’s 

decision alone and should not depend on or impact on her partner.  

Q5 Consultation Question 27. 
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We provisionally propose that, where a child is born as a result of a surrogacy arrangement 

in the new pathway: 

(1) the intended parents should acquire parental responsibility on the birth of the 

child; and 

(2) if the surrogate exercises her right to object, the intended parents should 

continue to have parental responsibility for the child where the child is living 

with, or being cared for by, them, and they intend to apply for a parental order.  

Do consultees agree? 

Your 

Response 

to Q5 

Yes 

Q6 Consultation Question 28. 

We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the 

surrogate should retain parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the 

arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right to object, 

assuming that she does not exercise her right to object. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 

Response 

to Q6 

I need further clarification before I respond here 

Q7 Consultation Question 29. 

For all surrogacy arrangements, we invite consultees’ views as to:  

(1) whether there is a need for any restriction to be placed on the exercise of 

parental responsibility by either the surrogate (or other legal parent), or the 

intended parents, during the period in which parental responsibility is shared; 

and 

(2) whether it should operate to restrict the exercise of parental responsibility by the 

party not caring for the child or with whom the child is not living. 

Your 

Response 

to Q7 

  I need further clarification before I respond here   

Q8 Consultation Question 55. 

We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the current circumstances in which the consent of the surrogate (and any other 

legal parent) is not required, namely where a person cannot be found or is 

incapable of giving agreement, should continue to be available; 

(2) the court should have the power to dispense with the consent of the surrogate, 

and any other legal parent of the child, in the following circumstances: 
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(a) where the child is living with the intended parents, with the consent of the 

surrogate and any other legal parent, or 

(b) following a determination by the court that the child should live with the 

intended parents; and 

(3) the court’s power to dispense with consent should be subject to the paramount 

consideration of the child’s welfare throughout his or her life guided by the 

factors set out in section 1 of the Adoption and Children Act 2002 and, in 

Scotland, in line with the section 14(3) of the Adoption and Children (Scotland) 

Act 2007. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 

Response 

to Q8 

Yes 

Q9 Consultation Question 30. 

We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the 

scope of the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 

Response 

to Q9 

Yes 

Q10 Consultation Question 32. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether independent surrogacy arrangements should be 

brought within the scope of the new pathway. 

We invite consultees’ views as to how independent surrogacy arrangements might be 

brought within the scope of the new pathway. 

Your 

Response 

to Q10 

They should be. 

Q11 Consultation Question 67. 

We provisionally propose that, as a condition of being eligible for entry into the new pathway: 

(1) the surrogate, her spouse, civil partner or partner (if any) and the intended 

parents intending to enter into a surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway 

should be required to attend counselling with regard to the implications of 

entering into that arrangement; and 

(2) the implications counselling should be provided by a counsellor who meets the 

requirements set out in the Code of Practice at paragraphs 2.14 to 2.15. 

Do consultees agree? 
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Your 

Response 

to Q11 

Yes 

Q12 Consultation Question 68. 

We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that the 

surrogate and the intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect of the 

law and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is signed. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 

Response 

to Q12 

Yes 

Q13 Consultation Question 88. 

We provisionally propose that financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into under 

the new pathway to parenthood should be enforceable by the surrogate. 

Do consultees agree? 

We provisionally propose that if the financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into 

under the new pathway become enforceable, the ability to do so should not be dependent on 

the surrogate complying with any terms of the agreement relating to her lifestyle. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 

Response 

to Q13 

Yes 

Q14 Consultation Question 42. 

We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy should 

be removed, with the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything that can 

lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 

Response 

to Q14 

Yes 

Q15 Consultation Question 62. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that a surrogacy 

arrangement has been used because of medical necessity: 

(1) for cases under the new pathway to parenthood; and/or 

(2) for cases where a post-birth parental order application is made. 

We invite consultees’ views as to how a test of medical necessity for surrogacy, if it is 

introduced, should be defined and assessed. 
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Your 

Response 

to Q15 

 I need further clarification before I respond here need clarification here  

Q16 Consultation Question 70. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the surrogate 

has previously given birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway. 

Your 

Response 

to Q16 

No 

Q17 Consultation Question 33. 

We provisionally propose that: 

(1) there should be regulated surrogacy organisations;  

(2) there should be no requirement for a regulated surrogacy organisation to take a 

particular form; and 

(3) each surrogacy organisation should be required to appoint an individual 

responsible for ensuring that the organisation complies with regulation. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 

Response 

to Q17 

Yes 

Q18 Consultation Question 35. 

We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit 

making bodies. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 

Response 

to Q18 

Yes 

Q19 Consultation Question 37. 

We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer 

matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should be 

able to offer matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements outside 

the new pathway. 

Your 

Response 

to Q19 

Yes 

Q20 Consultation Question 59. 
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We provisionally propose that the new pathway –  

(1) should not impose a requirement that the intended parent, or one of the 

intended parents, provide gametes for the conception of the child, so that 

double donation of gametes is permitted, but 

(2) that double donation should only be permitted in cases of medical necessity, 

meaning that there is not an intended parent who is able to provide a gamete 

due to infertility. 

Do consultees agree? 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether double donation should be permitted under the 

parental order pathway (to the same extent that it may be permitted in the new pathway) in 

domestic surrogacy arrangements.  

We provisionally propose that the requirement that the intended parent or one of the 

intended parents contribute gametes to the conception of the child in the parental order 

pathway should be retained in international surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 

Response 

to Q20 

Yes 

Q21 Consultation Question 46. 

We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has 

been the subject of a parental order should be able to access all the documents contained in 

the court’s file for those parental order proceedings. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 

Response 

to Q21 

Yes 

Q22 Consultation Question 47. 

We provisionally propose that a national register of surrogacy arrangements should be 

created to record the identity of the intended parents, the surrogate and the gamete donors. 

Do consultees agree? 

We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the register should be maintained by the Authority; 

(2) the register should record information for all surrogacy arrangements, whether 

in or outside the new pathway, provided that the information about who has 

contributed gametes for the conception of the child has been medically verified, 

and that the information should include: 

(a) identifying information about all the parties to the surrogacy arrangement, 

and 
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(b) non-identifying information about those who have contributed gametes to 

the conception of the child; and 

(3) to facilitate the record of this information, the application form/petition for a 

parental order should record full information about a child’s genetic heritage 

where available and established by DNA or medical evidence, recording the 

use of an anonymous gamete donor if that applies. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 

Response 

to Q22 

Yes 

Q23 Consultation Question 48. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate 

and the intended parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy 

arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy arrangement. 

Your 

Response 

to Q23 

Yes 

Q24 Consultation Question 49. 

We provisionally propose that a child born of a surrogacy arrangement should be able to 

access the information recorded in the register from the age of 18 for identifying information, 

and 16 for non-identifying information (if such information is included on the register), 

provided that he or she has been given a suitable opportunity to receive counselling about 

the implications of compliance with this request. 

Do consultees agree? 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether a child under the age of 18 or 16 (depending on 

whether the information is identifying or non-identifying respectively) should be able to 

access the information in the register and, if so, in which circumstances: 

(1) where his or her legal parents have consented; 

(2) if he or she has received counselling and the counsellor judges that he or she is 

sufficiently mature to receive this information; and/or 

(3) in any other circumstances. 

Your 

Response 

to Q24 

Yes 

Q25 Consultation Question 51. 

We provisionally propose that where two people are born to, and genetically related through, 

the same surrogate, they should be able to access the register to identify each other, if they 

both wish to do so. 

Do consultees agree? 
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We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be provision to allow people born to 

the same surrogate – but who are not genetically related – to access the register to identify 

each other, if they both wish to do so. 

Your 

Response 

to Q25 

Yes 

Q26 Consultation Question 52. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether provision should be made to allow a person 

carried by a surrogate, and the surrogate’s own child, to access the register to identify each 

other, if they both wish to do so: 

(1) if they are genetically related through the surrogate; and/or 

(2) if they are not genetically related through the surrogate. 

 

Your 

Response 

to Q26 

Yes 

Q27 Consultation Question 53. 

For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to 

whether details of an intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental 

order should be recorded in the register. 

Your 

Response 

to Q27 

Yes 

Q28 Consultation Question 72. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether payment of costs by the intended parents to the 

surrogate should be able to be: 

(1) based on an allowance;  

(2) based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, but without the need for 

production of receipts; or 

(3) based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, and only on production of 

receipts. 

Your 

Response 

to Q28 

Number (3) 

Q29 Consultation Question 73. 

We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate essential costs 

relating to the pregnancy; and 
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(2) the types of expenditure which should be considered “essential”.    

Your 

Response 

to Q29 

Yes 

Q30 Consultation Question 74. 

We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay the 

surrogate additional costs relating to the pregnancy; and 

(2) the types of expenditure which should be considered additional, rather than 

essential.   

Your 

Response 

to Q30 

Yes 

Q31 Consultation Question 75. 

We invite consultees’ views as to:  

(1) whether intended parents should be permitted to pay all costs that arise from 

entering into a surrogacy arrangement, and those unique to a surrogate 

pregnancy; and 

(2) the types of cost which should be included within this category. 

Your 

Response 

to Q31 

Yes 

Q32 Consultation Question 76. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be 

able to pay their surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or 

self-employed). 

Your 

Response 

to Q32 

Yes 

Q33 Consultation Question 77. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be 

able to pay their surrogate either or both of the following lost potential earnings: 

(1) her lost employment-related potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 15.35 

above); and/or 

(2) other lost potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 15.36 above). 

 

Your 

Response 

to Q33 

Yes 
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Q34 Consultation Question 78. 

We invite consultees to share their experiences:  

(1) of the impact that payments received by a surrogate from the intended parents 

has had on the surrogate’s entitlement to means-tested social welfare benefits; 

and 

(2) where a surrogacy arrangement has had an impact on the surrogate’s 

entitlement to means-tested social welfare benefits, how that has been 

addressed in their surrogacy arrangement. 

 

Your 

Response 

to Q34 

 I need further clarification before I respond here  

Q35 Consultation Question 79. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay 

compensation to the surrogate for the following: 

(1) pain and inconvenience arising from the pregnancy and childbirth; 

(2) medical treatments relating to the surrogacy, including payments for each 

insemination or embryo transfer; and/or 

(3)  specified complications, including hyperemesis gravidarum, pre-eclampsia, an 

ectopic pregnancy, miscarriage, termination, caesarean birth, excessive 

haemorrhaging, perineal tearing, removal of fallopian tubes or ovaries or a 

hysterectomy. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other matters in respect of which 

intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate compensation. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether the level of compensation payable should be: 

(1) a fixed fee set by the regulator (operating as a cap on the maximum payable), 

or  

(2) left to the parties to negotiate.   

Your 

Response 

to Q35 

Parties to negotiate 

Q36 Consultation Question 80. 

We invite consultees views’ as to whether intended parents should be able to pay 

compensation to the surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the 

surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for the surrogate. 

Your 

Response 

to Q36 

Yes 

Q37 Consultation Question 81. 
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We invite consultees’ views as to whether:  

(1) intended parents should be able to buy gifts for the surrogate; and 

(2) if so, specific provision should be made for these gifts to be modest or 

reasonable in nature. 

 

Your 

Response 

to Q37 

Yes 

Q38 Consultation Question 82. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be possible for the intended parents to 

agree to pay a woman for the service of undertaking a surrogacy. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay a 

woman for the service of undertaking surrogacy, whether that the fee should be: 

(1) any sum agreed between the parties to the surrogacy; or 

(2) a fixed fee set by the regulator. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay a 

woman a fixed fee for the service of undertaking surrogacy, what, if any, other payments the 

law should permit, in addition to that fixed fee: 

(1) no other payments; 

(2) essential costs relating to the pregnancy; 

(3) additional costs relating to the pregnancy; 

(4) lost earnings; 

(5) compensation for pain and inconvenience, medical treatment and 

complications, and the death of the surrogate; and/or 

(6) gifts. 

Your 

Response 

to Q38 

(1) any sum agreed. 

And then (1) – (6) 

Q39 Consultation Question 84. 

We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to 

surrogates should be the same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to 

parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 

Response 

to Q39 

Yes 
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Q40 Consultation Question 85. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have not 

discussed which they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate. 

 

Your 

Response 

to Q40 

 I need further clarification before I respond here  

Q41 Consultation Question 92. 

We provisionally propose that it should be possible for a file to be opened, and the 

application process for obtaining registration of a child born from an international surrogacy 

arrangement and obtaining a passport to begin, prior to the birth of the child. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 

Response 

to Q41 

Yes 

Q42 Consultation Question 94. 

We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process for 

applying for a visa in respect of a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement, 

before the child is born. The application will need to be completed after the birth of the child, 

and the issue of a passport in the child’s country of birth. 

Do consultees agree? 

We provisionally propose that the current provision made for the grant of a visa outside of 

the Immigration Rules where the intended parents are not the legal parents of the child 

under nationality law should be brought within the Rules. 

Do consultees agree? 

We provisionally propose that:  

(1) the grant of a visa should not be dependent on the child breaking links with 

the surrogate; or  

(2) that this condition should be clarified to ensure that it does not prevent the 

child having contact, and an on-going relationship, with the surrogate. 

Do consultees agree? 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current requirement for the grant of a visa 

outside the Rules that the intended parents must apply for a parental order within six months 

of the child’s birth should be removed (regardless of whether the availability of the visa is 

brought within the Rules), if our provisional proposal to remove the time limit on applications 

for parental orders is accepted. 

Your 

Response 

to Q42 

Yes 
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Q43 Consultation Question 95. 

We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process for 

applying for a EU Uniform Format Form in respect of a child born through an international 

surrogacy arrangement, before the child is born. The application will need to be completed 

after the birth of the child. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 

Response 

to Q43 

Yes 

Q44 Consultation Question 97. 

We provisionally propose that the UK Government should provide a single, comprehensive 

guide for intended parents explaining the nationality and immigration consequences of 

having a child through an international surrogacy arrangement.  

Do consultees agree? 

Your 

Response 

to Q44 

Yes 

Q45 Consultation Question 99. 

We provisionally propose that:  

the Secretary of State should have the power to provide that the intended parents of children 

born through international surrogacy arrangements, who are recognised as the legal parents 

of the child in the country of the child’s birth, should also be recognised as the child’s legal 

parents in the UK, without it being necessary for the intended parents to apply for a parental 

order, but 

before exercising the power, the Secretary of State should be required to be satisfied that 

the domestic law and practice in the country in question provides protection against the 

exploitation of surrogates, and for the welfare of the child, that is at least equivalent to that 

provided in UK law. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 

Response 

to Q45 

Yes 

Q46 Consultation Question 107. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any issues in how surrogacy 

arrangements are dealt with by the health services, and whether there are reforms to law or 

practice that consultees would like to see in this area. 

We invite consultees’ views as to any additions or revisions that they would like to see made 

to the guidance published by the Department for Health and Social Care for England and 

Wales. 
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END OF QUESTIONNAIRE – HOW TO SUBMIT 

 

Thank you for completing this form. To submit it as a formal response to the Law Commission, save your 

completed form and email it as an attachment to surrogacy@lawcommission.gov.uk. Please note that the 

deadline for responding to our consultation is 11 October 2019.  

 

We invite consultees’ views as to how midwifery practice may better accommodate 

surrogacy arrangements, in particular with regard to safeguarding issues. 

Your 

Response 

to Q46 

Recognition by hospitals that more than 2 people can be in the delivery room and that 

the IP or IPs can leave the hospital with their child before the surrogate. Recognition 

that IPs should be included in all appointments related to their embryos or unborn 

children. Single male IPs should not be turned away from fertility clinics when 

seeking a surrogacy pathway. Funding for NHS to provide free blood investigations 

for private clinics. Ensure fair funding access to IVF through surrogacy for singles 

and gay couples. 

mailto:surrogacy@lawcommission.gov.uk
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About you

1  What is your name?

Name:

2  If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a university), what is the name of your organisation?

Enter the name of your organisation:

Not applicable

3  Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your organisation?

This is a personal response

If other, please provide details:

4  If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best describes you?

Intended parent

5  What is your email address?

Email address:

6  What is your telephone number?

Telephone number:

7  If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be treated as confidential, please explain to us why you
regard the information as confidential. As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your explanation but cannot give an
assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances.

Please explain why you wish the information that you will provide to us to be treated as confidential:

Chapter 6: The parental order procedure

8  Consultation Question 1:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

9  Consultation Question 2:

Please provide your views below:

10  Consultation Question 3: We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the current allocation
rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation Questions 1 and 2.

Please provide your views below:

11  Consultation Question 4:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:



12  Consultation Question 5: We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the Family Procedure Rules 2010
should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise.
Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

13  Consultation Question 6:

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 8: Legal Parenthood: Proposals for Reform - A New Pathway

14  Consultation Question 7:

Other

Please provide your views below:

The grounds for a surrogate to object should be restricted and based on what is the best for the child.

15  Consultation Question 8:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

16  Consultation Question 9: We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes should apply to
traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated surrogacy organisation is involved.Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

17  Consultation Question 10: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a traditional, domestic
surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from entering into the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

18  Consultation Question 11:

Other

Please provide your views below:

The grounds for objection by the surrogate should be restricted and based on what is in the best interests of the child.

19  Consultation Question 12:

No

Please provide your views below:

Provided there is a proper pre birth agreement between the IP's and the surrogate the surrogate should not have the right to be legal parent of the child
except for restricted circumstances . The onus should be on the surrogate to demonstrate to the courts why she should be considered the legal parent.

20  Consultation Question 13:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

21  Consultation Question 14:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:



22  Consultation Question 15:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please share your views below:

23  Consultation Question 16:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

24  Consultation Question 17: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, where the child dies
before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents
before the expiry of the period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a declaration to the
effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the birth.Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

25  Consultation Question 18: For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether, where the surrogate
dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during which she can exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the
new pathway and the intended parents should be required to make an application for a parental order.

Please provide your views below:

26  Consultation Question 19:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

27  Consultation Question 20:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

28  Consultation Question 21: We invite consultees’ views as to: (1) a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases;
and (2) how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this model.

Please provide your views below:

29  Consultation Question 22:

Please provide your views below:

30  Consultation Question 23:

Please provide your views below:

31  Consultation Question 24:

Please provide your views below:

32  Consultation Question 25: We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be amended to add the
intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section 8 order without leave.

Please provide your views below:



33  Consultation Question 26:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

34  Consultation Question 27:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

35  Consultation Question 28: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the surrogate should retain
parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right
to object, assuming that she does not exercise her right to object.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

36  Consultation Question 29:

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 9: The Regulation of Surrogacy Arrangements

37  Consultation Question 30: We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the scope of the new
pathway.Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

38  Consultation Question 31: We invite the views of independent surrogates, and intended parents who have used independent surrogacy
arrangements, to tell us about their experience. In particular, we would be interested to hear about any health screening, counselling and
legal advice that took place.

Please provide your views below:

39  Consultation Question 32:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

40  Consultation Question 33:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

41  Consultation Question 34:

representing the organisation to, and liaising with, the regulator;, managing the regulated surrogacy organisation with sufficient care, competence and
skill;, ensuring the compliance of the organisation with relevant law and regulation, including the creation, maintenance and operation of necessary
policies and procedures;, training any staff, including that of the person responsible; and, providing data to the regulator and to such other person as
required by law.

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:



42  Consultation Question 35: We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit making bodies. Do
consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

43  Consultation Question 36: We invite consultees’ views as to what should be included in the definition of matching and facilitation services.

Please provide your views below:

44  Consultation Question 37: We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer matching and
facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

45  Consultation Question 37: We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer
matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

46  Consultation Question 38: We invite consultees’ views as to the sanctions that should be available against organisations that offer
matching and facilitation services without being regulated to do so, and whether these should be criminal, civil or regulatory.

Please provide your views below:

47  Consultation Question 39: We provisionally propose that the remit of the Human Fertilisation and Embryology Authority be expanded to
include the regulation of regulated surrogacy organisations, and oversight of compliance with the proposed legal requirements for the new
pathway to legal parenthood. Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

48  Consultation Question 40: We provisionally propose that surrogacy agreements should remain unenforceable (subject to the exception we
provisionally propose in Consultation Question 88 in relation to financial terms). Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

Why would an agreement freely entered into by the parties be unenforceable ?

49  Consultation Question 41: We provisionally propose that there should be no prohibition against charging for negotiating, facilitating and
advising on surrogacy arrangements. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

50  Consultation Question 42: We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy should be removed, with
the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything that can lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. Do
consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 10: Children's Access to Information About Surrogacy Arrangements

51  Consultation Question 43: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, where the making of a parental order in respect of a child
born of a surrogacy arrangement has been recorded in the Parental Order Register, the child should be able to access his or her original birth
certificate at the age of 18. Do consultees agree?

Yes



Please provide your views below:

52  Consultation Question 44: We provisionally propose that where children are born of surrogacy arrangements that result in the intended
parents being recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of that certificate should make clear that the birth was the result of a
surrogacy arrangement. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

53  Consultation Question 45: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the birth registration system in England and Wales requires reform
and, if so, which reforms they would like to see.

Please provide your views below:

54  Consultation Question 46: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has been the subject of a
parental order should be able to access all the documents contained in the court’s file for those parental order proceedings.Do consultees
agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

55  Consultation Question 47:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

56  Consultation Question 48: We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate and the intended
parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy
arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

57  Consultation Question 49:

No

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

58  Consultation Question 50: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any provision for those born of a surrogacy
arrangement to make a request for information to disclose whether a person whom he or she is intending to marry, or with whom he or she
intends to enter into a civil partnership or intimate physical relationship, was carried by the same surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

59  Consultation Question 51:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

60  Consultation Question 52:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

61  Consultation Question 53: For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether details of an
intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded in the register.

Please provide your views below:



Chapter 11: Eligibility Criteria for a Parental Order

62  Consultation Question 54: We provisionally propose that the six month time limits in sections 54 and 54A of the HFEA 2008 for making a
parental order application should be abolished. Do consultees agree?

Please provide your views below:

Yes

63  Consultation Question 55:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 12: Eligibility Criteria for Both a Parental Order and for the New Pathway

64  Consultation Question 56:

No

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

65  Consultation Question 57:

Please provide your views below:

66  Consultation Question 58: We provisionally propose that to use the new pathway, intended parents should be required to make a
declaration in the surrogacy agreement that they intend for the child’s home to be with them. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide views below:

67  Consultation Question 59:

Not Answered

Please provide views below:

Please provide views below:

Not Answered

Please provide views below:

68  Consultation Question 60: We provisionally propose that if the requirement for a genetic link is retained for domestic cases outside the
new pathway, the requirement should not apply, subject to medical necessity, if the court determines that the intended parents in good faith
began the surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway but were required to apply for a parental order. Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

69  Consultation Question 61: We provisionally propose that if double donation is permitted only in cases of medical necessity, an exception
should be made to allow a parental order to be granted to a single parent without a genetic link where the intended parent’s former partner
provides gametes but the intended parents’ relationship breaks down before the grant of a parental order. Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide views below:

70  Consultation Question 62:

Please provide your views below:



Please provide your views below:

71  Consultation Question 63:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

72  Consultation Question 64:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

73  Consultation Question 65:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 13: Eligibility Criteria for the New Pathway

74  Consultation Question 66:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

75  Consultation Question 67:

No

Please provide your views below:

76  Consultation Question 68: We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that the surrogate and the
intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect of the law and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is
signed. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

77  Consultation Question 69:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

78  Consultation Question 70: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the surrogate has previously given
birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:



79  Consultation Question 71: We provisionally propose that there should not be a maximum number of surrogate pregnancies that a woman
can undertake as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 15: Payments to the Surrogate: Options for Reform

80  Consultation Question 72:

based on an allowance;

Please provide your views below:

81  Consultation Question 73:

Please provide your views below:

82  Consultation Question 74:

Please provide your views below:

83  Consultation Question 75:

Please provide your views below:

84  Consultation Question 76: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay their
surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or self-employed).

Please provide your views below:

85  Consultation Question 77:

Please provide your views below:

86  Consultation Question 78:

Please provide your views below:

87  Consultation Question 79:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

left to the parties to negotiate. 

Please provide your views below:

88  Consultation Question 80: We invite consultees' views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay compensation to the
surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for
the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

89  Consultation Question 81:

Please provide your views below:

90  Consultation Question 82:

It should be possible for the intended parents to agree to pay a woman for the service of undertaking a surrogacy.

Please provide your views below:

any sum agreed between the parties to the surrogacy; or

Please provide your views below:

Please provide any views below:



91  Consultation Question 83:

Please provide views below:

to any miscarriage or termination; or

Please provide your views below:

92  Consultation Question 84: We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to surrogates should be the
same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. Do consultees
agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

93  Consultation Question 85: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have not discussed which
they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

94  Consultation Question 86: We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that intended parents should
be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

95  Consultation Question 87:

Please provide your views below:

96  Consultation Question 88:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 16: International Surrogacy Arrangements

97  Consultation Question 89: We invite overseas surrogates (or bodies representing or advocating for surrogates) to share with us their
experiences of international surrogacy arrangements.

Please provide your views below:

98  Consultation Question 90: We invite organisations focused on children’s rights and welfare in the international context to share with us
their views on our proposed reforms and consultation questions in this chapter.

Please provide your views below:

99  Consultation Question 91: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of their experience of applying to register a child born through
an international surrogacy arrangement as a British citizen and obtaining a passport for the child. In particular, we would be interested to hear
how long the application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have about causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

100  Consultation Question 92: We provisionally propose that it should be possible for a file to be opened, and the application process for
obtaining registration of a child born from an international surrogacy arrangement and obtaining a passport to begin, prior to the birth of the
child.Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

101  Consultation Question 93: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of applying for a visa for a
child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In particular, we would be interested to hear how long the application took after
the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process.



Please provide your views below:

102  Consultation Question 94:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

103  Consultation Question 95:We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process for applying for a EU
Uniform Format Form in respect of a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement, before the child is born. The application will
need to be completed after the birth of the child.Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

104  Consultation Question 96: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of applying for a EU Uniform
Format Form for a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In particular we would be interested to hear how long the
application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

105  Consultation Question 97: We provisionally propose that the UK Government should provide a single, comprehensive guide for intended
parents explaining the nationality and immigration consequences of having a child through an international surrogacy arrangement. Do
consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

106  Consultation Question 98: We provisionally propose that international surrogacy arrangements should not be eligible for the new
pathway to parenthood.Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

107  Consultation Question 99:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

108  Consultation Question 100:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 17: Miscellaneous Issues

109  Consultation Question 101: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current application of the law on statutory paternity leave, and
statutory paternity pay, to the situation of the surrogate’s spouse, civil partner or partner requires reform.

Please provide your views below:



110  Consultation Question 102: We provisionally propose that provision for maternity allowance should be made in respect of intended
parents, and that any such provision should be limited so that only one intended parent qualifies. Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

111  Consultation Question 103:

Please provide your views below:

112  Consultation Question 104: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the duty of employers to provide suitable facilities for any person at
work who is a pregnant woman or nursing mother to rest under Regulation 25 of the Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations 1992
is sufficient to include intended parents in a surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

113  Consultation Question 105: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are further issues in relation to employment rights and
surrogacy arrangements and, if so, any suggestions for reform.

Please provude your views below:

114  Consultation Question 106: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they believe any reforms in relation to surrogacy and succession
law are required.

Please provide your views below:

115  Consultation Question 107:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

116  Consultation Question 108: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other legal issues in relation to surrogacy, not
covered in this Consultation Paper, that merit examination.

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 18: Impact

117  Consultation Question 109:

Please insert the year of birth here:

Not Answered

If international, in which country did the arrangement take place?:

Not Answered

Not Answered

118  Consultation Question 110:

Not Answered

Not Answered

Not Answered

Please provide the cost of any legal advice or representation below:

119  Consultation Question 111: We invite consultees’ views as to the impact (social, emotional, financial or otherwise) of the current law
where the intended parents are not the legal parents from birth of the child born of the surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

120  Consultation Question 112:



Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

121  Consultation Question 113:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

122  Consultation Question 114:

Please provide your views below:

123  Consultation Question 115:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

124  Consultation Question 116:

international

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

125  Consultation Question 117: We invite consultees’ views as to the specific impact of our proposals in Northern Ireland.

Please provide your views below:

126  Consultation Question 118: We invite consultees’ views as to any other impact that we have not specifically addressed in this chapter, or
the preceding chapters, of this Consultation Paper.

Please provide your views below:



From:                                             
Sent:                                               11 October 2019 22:44
To:                                                  surrogacy
Subject:                                         Surrogacy Consultation
 
Surrogacy Consultation Questions

Email the completed document to surrogacy@lawcommission.gov.uk before the deadline of 11 October 2019.

ABOUT YOU

1. What is your name?

Name (Required)

 

 

2. If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a university), what is the name of your organisation?

Not applicable 

 

3. Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your organisation?

(Required – Choose one response)

 This is a personal response

If other, please provide details:

 

 

4. If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best describes you?

(Choose one response)

 Other individual

5. What is your email address?

Email address: 

 

If you enter your email address then you will automatically receive an acknowledgement email when you submit your response.

6. What is your telephone number?

Telephone number: 

Not applicable 

 

7. If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be treated as confidential, please explain to us why you regard the information as confidential.

As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your explanation but cannot give an assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances.

 

Please do not share my personal information. The information is for the Surrogacy consultation only.

 

 

 

 

 

Consultation Question 1.

1.1 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in England and Wales: 

(1) all international surrogacy arrangements should continue to be automatically allocated to a judge of the High Court; and

YES

 

International surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale, abuse and trafficking of children and the exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights issues of the

utmost seriousness and so the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. For this reason these cases should continue to be heard by a judge of the

High Court. 

 

(2) if international surrogacy arrangements are not automatically allocated to a judge of the High Court, circuit judges should be ticketed to hear such cases.

Paragraph 6.42

 

Consultation Question 2.

1.2 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in respect of England and Wales 

(1) domestic surrogacy cases which continue to require a post-birth parental order should continue to be heard by lay justices, or whether they should be allocated to another

level of the judiciary; and

(2) If consultees consider that such cases should be allocated to another level of the judiciary, which level of the judiciary would be appropriate.

All surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights issues of the utmost seriousness

and so the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. For this reason these cases should NOT be heard by a lay judge but rather by a senior judge,

e.g. ticketed to circuit judges or higher.

Paragraph 6.51

 

mailto:surrogacy@lawcommission.gov.uk


Consultation Question 3.

1.3 We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the current allocation rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation

Questions 1 and 2.

 

Paragraph 6.53

 

Consultation Question 4.

1.4 We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, the court should be placed under a duty to consider whether to make an order awarding the intended parents parental

responsibility at the first directions hearing in the proceedings.

Do consultees agree?

(Note that this provisional proposal would be necessary only if our provisional proposal in Chapter 8 that all intended parents (whether in the new pathway or not) automatically

acquire parental responsibility if the child is living with or being cared for by them is not supported by consultees).

NO

 

The UN Special Rapporteur recommends* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other

competent authority AFTER the birth and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration. Nothing about the transfer of parental responsibility should be automatic and

all options should be open.

 

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

Paragraph 6.58

 

Consultation Question 5.

1.5 We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the FPR 2010 should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the

proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise. 

Do consultees agree?

YES

Paragraph 6.72

 

Consultation Question 6.

1.6 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they are of the view that, in Scotland: 

(1) there is a need for greater consistency and clarity in provisions relating to the expenses of curators ad litem and reporting officers and, if so, how this should be addressed;  

(2) it should be provided by statute that, at the initial hearing or any subsequent hearing for a parental order, the court may make any such interim order or orders for parental

responsibilities and parental rights as it sees fit; and/or

(3) further procedural reform is needed and, if so, what that reform should be.

 

Paragraph 6.110

 

Consultation Question 7.

1.7 In respect of a domestic surrogacy arrangement, we provisionally propose that, before the child is conceived, where the intended parents and surrogate have:

(1) entered into an agreement including the prescribed information, which will include a statement as to legal parenthood on birth,

(2) complied with procedural safeguards for the agreement, and

(3) met eligibility requirements,

on the birth of the child the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child, subject to the surrogate’s right to object.

Do consultees agree?

NO

 

I vehemently disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s key recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the Protection of Children and Cooperation

in respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. These require the birth mother to have legal parenthood and parental responsibility when the child is born and that her consent to giving up

the child must be freely given AFTER the child's birth. I believe that this important safeguard against the sale of children and the exploitation of birth mothers should apply equally to

surrogacy arrangements, in both an international and a domestic context.

 

This proposal would set a very dangerous precedent for all women, all mothers, all children and all of the implications need to be fully understood. There is no evidence in the

consultation paper that the law commissioners have considered these more general implications fully, if at all.

 

I understand that the proposal to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ legal parenthood at birth is based on (or justified by) in part at least the wishes expressed

by some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the consultation. I do not agree that these claimed wishes alone justify measures that contravene the recommendations of the UN Special

Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and to protect birth mothers.

 

Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to encourage or condone a system that would require women to deliberately conceive and subsequently give

birth with the expectation that they would have little or no legal responsibility for the child. The rights of the child must be prioritised regardless whether that is what

some ‘surrogate’ mothers say they want or not.

 

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

Paragraph 8.13

 

Consultation Question 8.

https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx
https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx
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1.8 We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations and licensed clinics should be under a duty to keep a record of surrogacy arrangements under the new pathway

to which they are a party, with such records being retained for a specified minimum period.

Do consultees agree?

OTHER

 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy organisations.

 

1.9 We invite consultees’ views as to what the length of that period should be: whether 100 years or another period.

Paragraph 8.14

 

Consultation Question 9.

1.10 We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes should apply to traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated surrogacy

organisation is involved.

Do consultees agree?

OTHER

 

I profoundly disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations, because they would inevitably lead to a normalising of surrogacy and an increase in its prevalence.

Paragraph 8.21

 

Consultation Question 10.

1.11 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a traditional, domestic surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from

entering into the new pathway.

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway.’ 

Paragraph 8.22

 

Consultation Question 11.

1.12 We provisionally propose that:

(1) the surrogate should have the right to object to the acquisition of legal parenthood by the intended parents, for a fixed period after the birth of the child; 

(2) this right to object should operate by the surrogate making her objection in writing within a defined period, with the objection being sent to both the intended parents and the

body responsible for the regulation of surrogacy; and

(3) the defined period should be the applicable period for birth registration less one week.

Do consultees agree?

NO

 

I profoundly disagree with the proposal that the ‘intended parents’ should automatically acquire legal parenthood at birth and that the birth mother has only a limited time to

object. This contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations,* including that the birth mother is the legal parent at birth and that all decisions involving legal parenthood

and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements are taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth,with the child’s best interests being the paramount

consideration.

 

The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are

recognised as the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant

blood loss leading to anaemia. After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth

mother to make a calm and considered decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following through with the practical requirements of

putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before the expiry of the deadline.

 

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

Paragraph 8.35

 

Consultation Question 12.

1.13 We provisionally propose that, where the surrogate objects to the intended parents acquiring legal parenthood within the period fixed after birth, the surrogacy arrangement

should no longer be able to proceed in the new pathway, with the result that:

(1) the surrogate will be the legal parent of the child; 

(2) if one of the intended parents would, under the current law, be a legal parent of the child, then he or she will continue to be a legal parent in these circumstances; and

(3) the intended parents would be able to make an application for a parental order to obtain legal parenthood.

Do consultees agree?

OTHER

 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly with the ‘intended parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother

objects.

 

The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent change of legal parenthood

and parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth and with the child’s best interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance

with the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.*

 

The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are

recognised as the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant

blood loss leading to anaemia. After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth

mother to make a calm and considered decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following through with the practical requirements of

putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before the expiry of the deadline.

 

https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx


* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

Paragraph 8.36

 

Consultation Question 13.

1.14 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway:

(1) the intended parents should be required to make a declaration on registering the birth of the child that they have no reason to believe that the surrogate has lacked capacity

at any time during the period in which she had the right to object to the intended parents acquiring legal parenthood;

(2) if the intended parents cannot provide this declaration then, during the period in which she has the right to object to the intended parents acquiring legal parenthood, the

surrogate should be able to provide a positive consent to such acquisition; and

(3) if the intended parents are unable to make this declaration and the surrogate is unable to provide the positive consent within the relevant period, the surrogacy arrangement

should exit the new pathway and the intended parents should be able to make an application for a parental order.

Do consultees agree?

NO

 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects.

 

The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent change of legal parenthood

and parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth and with the child’s best interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance

with the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.*

 

The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are

recognised as the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant

blood loss leading to anaemia. After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth

mother to make a calm and considered decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following through with the practical requirements of

putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before the expiry of the deadline.

 

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

Paragraph 8.37

 

Consultation Question 14.

1.15 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway, the welfare of the child to be born as a result of the surrogacy arrangement:

(1) should be assessed in the way set out in Chapter 8 of the current Code of Practice;

(2) either the regulated surrogacy organisation or regulated clinic, as appropriate, should be responsible for ensuring that this procedure is followed; and

(3) there should be no requirement for any welfare assessment of the child after his or her birth.

Do consultees agree?

 

NO

 

I profoundly disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendation* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility

in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration. A welfare

assessment is an absolute requirement if an informed decision is to be made about the child’s best interest. Therefore a welfare assessment MUST be made after the child’s birth.

 

The pre-conception assessment would typically have been carried out more than a year before the birth of the child. Much can change in that time. 

 

The justification that a welfare assessment after the birth of the child is not necessary because parents of children born through the normal process are not subject to such checks

does not hold. Pregnancy, birth and the post-partum changes are intense physical and existential experiences that change you and prime you to love and be sensitive to the new-born

child and rise to the challenge of the enormous task of raising him or her to adulthood. For obvious reasons ‘intended parents’ do not have this advantage. 

 

In addition, pregnancy and childbirth are a huge investment of the birth mother’s physical, physiological and emotional resources, which means she has already made a huge and

unquantifiable, nearly year-long, commitment to the child. This means her practical and emotional commitment to the child is already well-developed, giving her the best chance of

surmounting all the difficulties that will inevitably arise over the course of the child’s childhood and adolescence. 

 

The ‘intended parents’ have had no similar experience. The investment of financial resources does not in any way prepare you for the practical reality of caring for a new-born child

and the long road of nurturing and shepherding him or her to adulthood.

 

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

Paragraph 8.51

 

Consultation Question 15.

1.15 We provisionally propose that, for a child born as a result of a surrogacy arrangement under the new pathway, where the surrogate has exercised her right to object to the

intended parents’ acquisition of legal parenthood at birth, the surrogate’s spouse or civil partner, if any, should not be a legal parent of the child.

Do consultees agree?

NO

 

I profoundly disagree with the ‘new pathway.’ 

 

There is a very real risk that spouses and partners will coerce women into being a ‘surrogate’ for financial gain. This risk is likely to increase if he or she does not have legal

parenthood or parental responsibility for any children born of the arrangement.This is enough reason to reject this proposal.

 

However, it also represents a significant change in legal parenthood rules and would therefore have an implication for all children, all families because it would set a precedent. It

should not be introduced without a full assessment of all the implications, including on the rights of mothers and children. There is no evidence that the law commissioners have

carried out any such assessment.

https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx
https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx
https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx


 

1.16 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in the case of a surrogacy arrangement outside the new pathway, the surrogate’s spouse or civil partner should continue to be a legal

parent of the child born as a result of the arrangement.

YES

 

The normal legal parenthood rules should apply. This will reduce the risk of spouses and partners coercing women into surrogacy for financial gain.

Paragraph 8.57

 

Consultation Question 16.

1.17 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway, where a child born of a surrogacy arrangement is stillborn:

(1) the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child unless the surrogate exercises her right to object; and

(2) the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents before the expiry of the period of the right to object.

Do consultees agree?

NO

 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects.

The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should not change if the child is stillborn.

 

1.18 We provisionally propose that, outside the new pathway, where a child born of a surrogacy arrangement is stillborn, the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended

parents being registered as the parents before the expiry of the period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a declaration to the

effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the stillbirth.

Do consultees agree?

NO

 

I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the birth parents in this situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this

should not change if the child is stillborn and the registration should accurately reflect this.

Paragraph 8.77

 

Consultation Question 17.

1.19 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, where the child dies before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able to

consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents before the expiry of the period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have

made a declaration to the effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the birth.

Do consultees agree?

NO

 

I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in this situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and if

the child dies before the parental order, the registration of birth should accurately reflect that the birth mother was the legal parent.

Paragraph 8.79

 

Consultation Question 18.

1.20 For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether, where the surrogate dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during which

she can exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the new pathway and the intended parents should be required to make an application for a parental

order.

OTHER

 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

Paragraph 8.80

 

Consultation Question 19.

1.21 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, where both intended parents die during the surrogate’s pregnancy, the intended parents should

be registered as the child’s parents on birth, subject to the surrogate not exercising her right to object within the defined period.

Do consultees agree?

NO

 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with the deceased ‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in this situation. The birth mother

should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and the registration of birth should accurately reflect this.

 

1.22 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, where both intended parents die during the surrogate’s pregnancy or before a

parental order is made:

(1) it should be competent for an application to be made, by a person who claims an interest under section 11(3)(a) of the Children (Scotland) Act 1995, or who would be

permitted to apply for an order under section 8 of the Children Act 1989:

(a) for an order for appointment as guardian of the child, and

(b) for a parental order in the name of the intended parents, subject to the surrogate’s consent; or

(2) the surrogate should be registered as the child’s mother and it should not be possible for the intended parents to be registered as the child’s parents, but that there should

be a procedure for the surrogate to provide details of the intended parents, and, if relevant, gamete donors, for entry onto the register of surrogacy arrangements.

The intended parents should NOT be registered as the child’s parents if they are already deceased – so option (2) is preferable.

Paragraph 8.81

 



Consultation Question 20.

1.23 We provisionally propose that, where an application is made for a parental order by a sole applicant under section 54A:

(1) the applicant should have to make a declaration that it was always intended that there would only be a single applicant for a parental order in respect of the child concerned

or to supply the name and contact details of the other intended parent; 

(2) if details of another intended parent are supplied, a provision should be made for notice to be given to the potential second intended parent of the application and an

opportunity given to that party to provide notice of opposition within a brief period (of, say, 14 to 21 days); and

(3) if the second intended parent gives notice of his or her intention to oppose, he or she should be required to make his or her own application within a brief period (say 14

days), otherwise the application of the first intended parent will be determined by the court.

Do consultees agree?

YES

Paragraph 8.86

 

Consultation Question 21.

1.24 We invite consultees’ views as to:

(1) a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases; and

(2) how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this model.

I profoundly oppose a three-parent model of legal parenthood, even if it is temporary. The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood

and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the childwith the best interests of the child being the

paramount consideration, as recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.*

 

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

Paragraph 8.91

 

Consultation Question 22.

1.25 We invite consultees’ views: 

(1) as to whether there should be any additional oversight in the new pathway that we have proposed, leading to the acquisition of legal parenthood by the intended parents at

birth; and

(2) if so, as to whether should this oversight be:

(a) administrative, or

(b) judicial.

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should be the legal parent and have parental responsibility at birth and all decisions involving legal

parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the childbased on the best interests of

the child, as recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.*

 

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

Paragraph 8.93

 

Consultation Question 23.

1.26 In respect of England and Wales, we invite consultees’ views as to:

(1) whether the welfare checklist, contained in section 1(3) of the Children Act 1989, should be amended to provide for the court to have regard to additional specific factors in the

situation where it is considering the arrangements for a child in the context of a dispute about a surrogacy arrangement; and

(2) if so, as to what those additional factors should be.

The child’s best interests should drive all decisions about the child in the event of a dispute about a surrogacy arrangement. The welfare checklist provides a comprehensive

summary of the issues to be considered and is adequate as it is, and conforms to the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendation* that the child’s best interest is the paramount

consideration. I therefore do not believe any other factors should be added.

 

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

Paragraph 8.120

 

Consultation Question 24.

1.27 In respect of England and Wales, we invite consultees’ views:

(1) as to whether the checklist, contained in section 1(4) of the ACA 2002 (as applied and modified by regulation 2 and paragraph 1 of Schedule 1 of the 2018 Regulations)

should be further amended to provide for the court to have regard to additional specific factors in the situation where it is considering whether to make a parental order; and

(2) what those additional factors should be.

The child’s best interests should drive all decisions when considering whether to make a parental order. The welfare checklist provides a comprehensive summary of the issues to

be considered and is adequate as it is, and it conforms to UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendation* that the child’s best interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not

believe any other factors should be added.

 

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

Paragraph 8.121

 

Consultation Question 25.

1.28 We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be amended to add the intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section

8 order without leave.

NO
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There are real risks of the sale and trafficking of children and of exploitation of the birth mother and her reproductive capacities in all surrogacy arrangements. The court should

therefore always have oversight of the arrangements. I am also concerned that there should be no liberalisation of the law on surrogacy because of the potential human rights

abuses involved. I do not believe that ‘intended parents’ should be added to the list of those who can apply for a section 8 order without leave.

Paragraph 8.123

 

Consultation Question 26.

1.29 We provisionally propose that, where a child is born as a result of a surrogacy arrangement outside the new pathway, the intended parents should acquire parental responsibility

automatically where:

(1) the child is living with them or being cared for by them; and 

(2) they intend to apply for a parental order.

Do consultees agree?

NO

 

I profoundly disagree with this proposal. The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy

arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, as recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur* in order to reduce the risk of the

sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities.

 

I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility is based on (or justified by) the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’mothers prior

to the consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify measures that contravene recommendations of the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are

designed to reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children. 

 

Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system that would require women to give birth with the expectation that they would have no

legal responsibility for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must be prioritised regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish.

 

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

Paragraph 8.132

 

Consultation Question 27.

1.30 We provisionally propose that, where a child is born as a result of a surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway:

(1) the intended parents should acquire parental responsibility on the birth of the child; and

(2) if the surrogate exercises her right to object, the intended parents should continue to have parental responsibility for the child where the child is living with, or being cared for

by, them, and they intend to apply for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree?

NO

 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended parents’ should acquire parentage or parental responsibility automatically. The birth

mother should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other

competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the

aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and theirreproductive capacities.

 

I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility is based on (or justified by) the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’mothers prior

to the consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify a measure that contravenes recommendations of the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague

Convention that are designed to reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children. 

 

Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system that would require women to give birth with the expectation that they would have no

responsibility for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must be prioritised regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish.

 

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

Paragraph 8.134

 

Consultation Question 28.

1.31 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the surrogate should retain parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the

arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right to object, assuming that she does not exercise her right to object.

Do consultees agree?

OTHER

 

I agree that the birth mother should have parental responsibility for the child but NOT that the ‘intended parents’ should get automatic legal parenthood and parental responsibility.

 

All decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child,

with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking

of children and the exploitation of women and their women’s reproductive capacities.

 

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

Paragraph 8.139

 

Consultation Question 29.

1.32 For all surrogacy arrangements, we invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether there is a need for any restriction to be placed on the exercise of parental responsibility by either the surrogate (or other legal parent), or the intended parents, during

the period in which parental responsibility is shared; and

(2) whether it should operate to restrict the exercise of parental responsibility by the party not caring for the child or with whom the child is not living.
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I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should have legal parenthood and parental responsibility at and after the birth and all subsequent

decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility should be taken by a court or other competent authority, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration.

This is the recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and

their reproductive capacities.

 

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

Paragraph 8.140

 

Consultation Question 30.

1.33 We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the scope of the new pathway.

Do consultees agree?

OTHER

 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

Paragraph 9.29

 

Consultation Question 31.

1.34 We invite the views of independent surrogates, and intended parents who have used independent surrogacy arrangements, to tell us about their experience. In particular, we

would be interested to hear about any health screening, counselling and legal advice that took place.

N/A

Paragraph 9.35

 

Consultation Question 32.

1.35 We invite consultees’ views as to whether independent surrogacy arrangements should be brought within the scope of the new pathway.

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first optional protocol.

 

1.36 We invite consultees’ views as to how independent surrogacy arrangements might be brought within the scope of the new pathway.

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first optional protocol.

Paragraph 9.36

 

 
Consultation Question 33.

1.37 We provisionally propose that:

(1) there should be regulated surrogacy organisations; 

NO

 

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider

surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

 

(2) there should be no requirement for a regulated surrogacy organisation to take a particular form; and

OTHER

 

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider

surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

 

(3) each surrogacy organisation should be required to appoint an individual responsible for ensuring that the organisation complies with regulation.

Do consultees agree?

OTHER

 

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider

surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

 
 
 

Sent from my iPhone 
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About you

1  What is your name?

Name:

2  If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a university), what is the name of your organisation?

Enter the name of your organisation:

3  Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your organisation?

This is a personal response

If other, please provide details:

4  If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best describes you?

Other individual

5  What is your email address?

Email address:

6  What is your telephone number?

Telephone number:

7  If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be treated as confidential, please explain to us why you
regard the information as confidential. As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your explanation but cannot give an
assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances.

Please explain why you wish the information that you will provide to us to be treated as confidential:

Chapter 6: The parental order procedure

8  Consultation Question 1:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

International surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale, abuse and trafficking of children and the exploitation of birth mothers. These are
human rights issues of the utmost seriousness and so the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. For this reason these
cases should continue to be heard by a judge of the High Court.

Please provide your views below:

9  Consultation Question 2:

Please provide your views below:

All surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights
issues of the utmost seriousness and so the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. For this reason these cases should
NOT be heard by a lay judge but rather by a senior judge, e.g. ticketed to circuit judges or higher.

10  Consultation Question 3: We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the current allocation
rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation Questions 1 and 2.

Please provide your views below:

11  Consultation Question 4:



No

Please provide your views below:

The UN Special Rapporteur recommends* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be
taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration. Nothing about the
transfer of parental responsibility should be automatic and all options should be open.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

12  Consultation Question 5: We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the Family Procedure Rules 2010
should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise.
Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

13  Consultation Question 6:

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 8: Legal Parenthood: Proposals for Reform - A New Pathway

14  Consultation Question 7:

No

Please provide your views below:

I vehemently disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s key recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the Protection
of Children and Cooperation in respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. These require the birth mother to have legal parenthood and parental
responsibility when the child is born and that her consent to giving up the child must be freely given AFTER the child's birth. I believe that this important
safeguard against the sale of children and the exploitation of birth mothers should apply equally to surrogacy arrangements, in both an international and
a domestic context.

This proposal would set a very dangerous precedent for all women, all mothers, all children and all of the implications need to be fully understood. There
is no evidence in the consultation paper that the law commissioners have considered these more general implications fully, if at all.

I understand that the proposal to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ legal parenthood at birth is based on (or justified by) in part at least the
wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the consultation. I do not agree that these claimed wishes alone justify measures that contravene
the recommendations of the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to reduce the risk of the sale and
trafficking of children and to protect birth mothers.

Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to encourage or condone a system that would require women to deliberately
conceive and subsequently give birth with the expectation that they would have little or no legal responsibility for the child. The rights of the child must
be prioritised regardless whether that is what some ‘surrogate’ mothers say they want or not.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

15  Consultation Question 8:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy organisations.

100 years; or

Please provide your views below:

16  Consultation Question 9: We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes should apply to
traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated surrogacy organisation is involved.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations, because they would inevitably lead to a normalising of surrogacy and an
increase in its prevalence.



17  Consultation Question 10: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a traditional, domestic
surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from entering into the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway.’

18  Consultation Question 11:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposal that the ‘intended parents’ should automatically acquire legal parenthood at birth and that the birth mother has
only a limited time to object. This contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations,* including that the birth mother is the legal parent at birth
and that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements are taken by a court or other competent authority
AFTER the birth, with the child’s best interests being the paramount consideration.

The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6
weeks after childbirth are recognised as the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy human life. In a
normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering
from major abdominal surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered decision of such huge and
life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is
received before the expiry of the deadline.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

19  Consultation Question 12:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly with the ‘intended parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth
unless the birth mother objects.

The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent
change of legal parenthood and parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth and with the child’s best
interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.*

The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6
weeks after childbirth are recognised as the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy human life. In a
normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering
from major abdominal surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered decision of such huge and
life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is
received before the expiry of the deadline.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

20  Consultation Question 13:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly with the ‘intended parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth
unless the birth mother objects.

The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent
change of legal parenthood and parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth and with the child’s best
interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.*

The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6
weeks after childbirth are recognised as the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy human life. In a
normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering
from major abdominal surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered decision of such huge and
life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is
received before the expiry of the deadline.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx



21  Consultation Question 14:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendation* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and
parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth and that the child’s best
interests are the paramount consideration. A welfare assessment is an absolute requirement if an informed decision is to be made about the child’s best
interest. Therefore a welfare assessment MUST be made after the child’s birth.

The pre-conception assessment would typically have been carried out more than a year before the birth of the child. Much can change in that time.

The justification that a welfare assessment after the birth of the child is not necessary because parents of children born through the normal process are
not subject to such checks does not hold. Pregnancy, birth and the post-partum changes are intense physical and existential experiences that change you
and prime you to love and be sensitive to the new-born child and rise to the challenge of the enormous task of raising him or her to adulthood. For
obvious reasons ‘intended parents’ do not have this advantage.

In addition, pregnancy and childbirth are a huge investment of the birth mother’s physical, physiological and emotional resources, which means she has
already made a huge and unquantifiable, nearly year-long, commitment to the child. This means her practical and emotional commitment to the child is
already well-developed, giving her the best chance of surmounting all the difficulties that will inevitably arise over the course of the child’s childhood and
adolescence.

The ‘intended parents’ have had no similar experience. The investment of financial resources does not in any way prepare you for the practical reality of
caring for a new-born child and the long road of nurturing and shepherding him or her to adulthood.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

22  Consultation Question 15:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the ‘new pathway.’

There is a very real risk that spouses and partners will coerce women into being a ‘surrogate’ for financial gain. This risk is likely to increase if he or she
does not have legal parenthood or parental responsibility for any children born of the arrangement. This is enough reason to reject this proposal.

However, it also represents a significant change in legal parenthood rules and would therefore have an implication for all children, all families because it
would set a precedent. It should not be introduced without a full assessment of all the implications, including on the rights of mothers and children. There
is no evidence that the law commissioners have carried out any such assessment.

Yes

Please share your views below:

The normal legal parenthood rules should apply. This will reduce the risk of spouses and partners coercing women into surrogacy for financial gain.

23  Consultation Question 16:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth
unless the birth mother objects. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should not change if the child is stillborn.

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the birth parents in this situation. The birth mother should always be the legal
parent of the child at birth and this should not change if the child is stillborn and the registration should accurately reflect this.

24  Consultation Question 17: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, where the child dies
before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents
before the expiry of the period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a declaration to the
effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the birth.Do consultees agree?

No



Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in this situation. The birth mother should always be the legal
parent of the child at birth and if the child dies before the parental order, the registration of birth should accurately reflect that the birth mother was the
legal parent.

25  Consultation Question 18: For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether, where the surrogate
dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during which she can exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the
new pathway and the intended parents should be required to make an application for a parental order.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

26  Consultation Question 19:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with the deceased ‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in
this situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and the registration of birth should accurately reflect this.

Please provide your views below:

The intended parents should NOT be registered as the child’s parents if they are already deceased – so option (2) is preferable.

27  Consultation Question 20:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

28  Consultation Question 21: We invite consultees’ views as to: (1) a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases;
and (2) how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this model.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly oppose a three-parent model of legal parenthood, even if it is temporary. The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth and all
decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority
AFTER the birth of the child with the best interests of the child being the paramount consideration, as recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.*

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

29  Consultation Question 22:

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should be the legal parent and have parental responsibility at birth and
all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority
AFTER the birth of the child based on the best interests of the child, as recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.*

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

30  Consultation Question 23:

Please provide your views below:

The child’s best interests should drive all decisions about the child in the event of a dispute about a surrogacy arrangement. The welfare checklist
provides a comprehensive summary of the issues to be considered and is adequate as it is, and conforms to the UN Special Rapporteur’s
recommendation* that the child’s best interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not believe any other factors should be added.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

31  Consultation Question 24:

Please provide your views below:

The child’s best interests should drive all decisions when considering whether to make a parental order. The welfare checklist provides a comprehensive 
summary of the issues to be considered and is adequate as it is, and it conforms to UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendation* that the child’s best 
interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not believe any other factors should be added.



 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

32  Consultation Question 25: We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be amended to add the
intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section 8 order without leave.

Please provide your views below:

There are real risks of the sale and trafficking of children and of exploitation of the birth mother and her reproductive capacities in all surrogacy
arrangements. The court should therefore always have oversight of the arrangements. I am also concerned that there should be no liberalisation of the
law on surrogacy because of the potential human rights abuses involved. I do not believe that ‘intended parents’ should be added to the list of those who
can apply for a section 8 order without leave.

33  Consultation Question 26:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with this proposal. The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental
responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, as recommended by the
UN Special Rapporteur* in order to reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities.

I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility is based on (or justified by) the wishes expressed by
some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify measures that contravene recommendations of the UN Special
Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children.

Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system that would require women to give birth with the
expectation that they would have no legal responsibility for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must be prioritised
regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

34  Consultation Question 27:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended parents’ should acquire parentage or parental
responsibility automatically. The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility
in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, with the child’s best interest the
paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of
children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities.

I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility is based on (or justified by) the wishes expressed by
some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify a measure that contravenes recommendations of the UN Special
Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children.

Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system that would require women to give birth with the
expectation that they would have no responsibility for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must be prioritised
regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

35  Consultation Question 28: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the surrogate should retain
parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right
to object, assuming that she does not exercise her right to object.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I agree that the birth mother should have parental responsibility for the child but NOT that the ‘intended parents’ should get automatic legal parenthood 
and parental responsibility. 
 
All decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority 
AFTER the birth of the child, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and 
has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their women’s reproductive capacities. 



* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should have legal parenthood and parental responsibility at and after
the birth and all subsequent decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility should be taken by a court or other competent authority,
with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the
risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

36  Consultation Question 29:

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should have legal parenthood and parental responsibility at and after
the birth and all subsequent decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility should be taken by a court or other competent authority,
with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the
risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

Chapter 9: The Regulation of Surrogacy Arrangements

37  Consultation Question 30: We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the scope of the new
pathway.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

38  Consultation Question 31: We invite the views of independent surrogates, and intended parents who have used independent surrogacy
arrangements, to tell us about their experience. In particular, we would be interested to hear about any health screening, counselling and
legal advice that took place.

Please provide your views below:

39  Consultation Question 32:

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first
optional protocol.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first
optional protocol.

40  Consultation Question 33:

No

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its
prevalence. I consider surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

Other

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its
prevalence. I consider surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

Other

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its
prevalence. I consider surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.



41  Consultation Question 34:

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its
prevalence. I consider surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its
prevalence. I consider surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its
prevalence. I consider surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

42  Consultation Question 35: We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit making bodies. Do
consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human
rights of both women and children, and would drive an increase in surrogacy. Even if surrogacy organisations are non-profit making, they will inevitably
be driven by commercial imperatives (for example, to cover costs, salaries, etc.) and will need to continuously seek new business and to convince or
coerce more women to act as ‘surrogates.’

Deriving income from surrogacy is abhorrent and, given the parallels between surrogacy and prostitution, is a potential violation of Article 6 of CEDAW,
which prohibits third-parties profiting or otherwise benefiting from the prostitution of women.

43  Consultation Question 36: We invite consultees’ views as to what should be included in the definition of matching and facilitation services.

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with organisations being able to provide matching and facilitation services, because that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy,
which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

44  Consultation Question 37: We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer matching and
facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated surrogacy organisations or any other organisations being able to
provide matching and facilitation services for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I consider a
violation of the human rights of both women and children.

45  Consultation Question 37: We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer
matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated surrogacy organisations or any other organisations being able to
provide matching and facilitation services for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I consider a
violation of the human rights of both women and children.

46  Consultation Question 38: We invite consultees’ views as to the sanctions that should be available against organisations that offer
matching and facilitation services without being regulated to do so, and whether these should be criminal, civil or regulatory.

Please provide your views below:

I do not accept that matching and facilitation services should be allowed – regardless who they are provided by – because they would inevitably lead to an
increase in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. Offering such services should be a criminal offence.

47  Consultation Question 39: We provisionally propose that the remit of the Human Fertilisation and Embryology Authority be expanded to
include the regulation of regulated surrogacy organisations, and oversight of compliance with the proposed legal requirements for the new
pathway to legal parenthood. Do consultees agree?



Other

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human
rights of both women and children, and would drive an increase in surrogacy.

Please provide your views below:

48  Consultation Question 40: We provisionally propose that surrogacy agreements should remain unenforceable (subject to the exception we
provisionally propose in Consultation Question 88 in relation to financial terms). Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

49  Consultation Question 41: We provisionally propose that there should be no prohibition against charging for negotiating, facilitating and
advising on surrogacy arrangements. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

I VEHEMENTLY disagree with this proposal and the opening up of surrogacy in this country, because I consider it a violation of the human rights of both
women and the child. The idea of organisations charging to facilitate it is utterly abhorrent and violates the spirit, if not the letter, of Article 6 of CEDAW,
given the parallels between surrogacy and prostitution. Article 6 prohibits the exploitation of the prostitution of women – which includes deriving any
form of benefit from women’s prostitution.

50  Consultation Question 42: We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy should be removed, with
the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything that can lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. Do
consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

I VEHEMENTLY disagree with removing the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy. Surrogacy is a violation of the human rights of both women
and children, and enabling advertising sites (and other ‘service’ organisations) to financially benefit from it is abhorrent.

At this time of increasing poverty and inequality, it would be unethical to promote the idea that being a ‘surrogate’ mother would be a solution to an
impoverished woman’s financial problems. If this proposal is implemented, Facebook and Google are likely present surrogacy ads to female students and
young women suggesting that becoming a ‘surrogate’ would provide the solution to their financial worries. The most disadvantaged young women would
be the most vulnerable to this idea and it is doubtful it would ever truly be in her best interest.

Just as we protect disadvantaged people from the temptation of selling their kidneys for money, we need to protect disadvantaged women from the
temptation of renting their wombs. This means that advertising of surrogacy MUST remain banned.

Chapter 10: Children's Access to Information About Surrogacy Arrangements

51  Consultation Question 43: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, where the making of a parental order in respect of a child
born of a surrogacy arrangement has been recorded in the Parental Order Register, the child should be able to access his or her original birth
certificate at the age of 18. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

52  Consultation Question 44: We provisionally propose that where children are born of surrogacy arrangements that result in the intended
parents being recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of that certificate should make clear that the birth was the result of a
surrogacy arrangement. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended parents’ should be recorded as parents on the original 
birth certificate. The birth mother should be recorded as the birth mother on the birth certificate and all decisions involving legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility should be taken after the birth by a court or other competent authority, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. 
This is the recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation 
of women and their reproductive capacities.



 
However, if the ‘intended parents’ are recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of the certificate should make clear that the birth was the
result of a surrogacy arrangement. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

53  Consultation Question 45: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the birth registration system in England and Wales requires reform
and, if so, which reforms they would like to see.

Please provide your views below:

I do not consider the birth registration system to be in need of reform. I am particularly opposed to changes to allow for the registration of three parents
or for anyone other than the birth mother to be recorded as the mother on the original birth certificate. Such proposals could lead to the facilitation of
the sale of children and an erosion of mothers’ rights and a diluting of the understanding that the relationship between the birth mother and the child is
unique.

54  Consultation Question 46: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has been the subject of a
parental order should be able to access all the documents contained in the court’s file for those parental order proceedings.Do consultees
agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

55  Consultation Question 47:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy organisations. However, should surrogacy take place, it is
important that the children have access to information about their origins and these proposals seem generally sound, except that the information held
on gamete donors should also include identifying information – because otherwise it trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the right to
know her or his genetic parentage.

56  Consultation Question 48: We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate and the intended
parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy
arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

I agree but with the proviso that all the information should be identifying – because otherwise it trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the
right to know her or his genetic parentage.

57  Consultation Question 49:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

I agree with (1) and (2) and believe there might be other circumstances where this is reasonable.

58  Consultation Question 50: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any provision for those born of a surrogacy
arrangement to make a request for information to disclose whether a person whom he or she is intending to marry, or with whom he or she
intends to enter into a civil partnership or intimate physical relationship, was carried by the same surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

YES, this should be possible.

59  Consultation Question 51:

Yes

Please provide your views below:



Please provide your views below:

Yes, I agree

60  Consultation Question 52:

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

61  Consultation Question 53: For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether details of an
intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded in the register.

Please provide your views below:

The intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded in the register.

Chapter 11: Eligibility Criteria for a Parental Order

62  Consultation Question 54: We provisionally propose that the six month time limits in sections 54 and 54A of the HFEA 2008 for making a
parental order application should be abolished. Do consultees agree?

Please provide your views below:

The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child.

63  Consultation Question 55:

No

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s
wombs. An adoption order can be considered as an option when a parental order is not possible.

No

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s
wombs. An adoption order can be considered as an option when a parental order is not possible.

Chapter 12: Eligibility Criteria for Both a Parental Order and for the New Pathway

64  Consultation Question 56:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The ‘intended parents’ should be domiciled (and not simply habitually resident) in the UK
in order to avoid surrogacy tourism.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with opening up parental orders to ‘intended parents’ who are habitual residents but not domiciled in the UK – because of the risk
of surrogacy tourism.

65  Consultation Question 57:

Please provide your views below:

The qualifying categories of relationship should not be reformed or removed.

66  Consultation Question 58: We provisionally propose that to use the new pathway, intended parents should be required to make a
declaration in the surrogacy agreement that they intend for the child’s home to be with them. Do consultees agree?

Other



Please provide views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

67  Consultation Question 59:

No

Please provide views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic link should be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical
necessity.’

Please provide views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and all other proposals that are likely to result in an increase in surrogacy. I therefore do
not believe that double donation should be permitted under the parental order pathway in domestic surrogacy arrangements.

Yes

Please provide views below:

68  Consultation Question 60: We provisionally propose that if the requirement for a genetic link is retained for domestic cases outside the
new pathway, the requirement should not apply, subject to medical necessity, if the court determines that the intended parents in good faith
began the surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway but were required to apply for a parental order. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

I fundamentally disagree with proposals to introduce the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic link should be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a
‘medical necessity.’

69  Consultation Question 61: We provisionally propose that if double donation is permitted only in cases of medical necessity, an exception
should be made to allow a parental order to be granted to a single parent without a genetic link where the intended parent’s former partner
provides gametes but the intended parents’ relationship breaks down before the grant of a parental order. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide views below:

I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’

70  Consultation Question 62:

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy and believe that it is a fundamental violation of women’s and children’s rights and that it should therefore be banned. I dispute that
surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’

Please provide your views below:

I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’

71  Consultation Question 63:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly oppose the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. However, I support the requirement in any surrogacy arrangements for the recording of the
identity of all genetic parents and the birth mother.

Please provide your views below:

While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, I support this condition for a parental order in the circumstances described in both (1) and (2).

Yes

Please provide your views below:

While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, if it happens, I support this provision.



72  Consultation Question 64:

No

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to surrogacy and would like to see it banned, because it is a violation of both women’s and children’s human rights.

Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good
health until the child reaches adulthood. Surrogacy is therefore particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. If surrogacy is to be opened up,
a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is imperative. This will make it clear that society does not condone older people entering a surrogacy
arrangement and will make it less likely that older people will go ahead with such an arrangement and present the court with a fait accompli.

Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement
up to that age but not beyond. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be allowed, there should be a maximum age limit for ‘intended
parents’ and it should be 45.

Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good
health until the child reaches adulthood. I am opposed to surrogacy per se, because it is a violation of both women’s and children’s human rights.
However, it is particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. I therefore consider that a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is important.
This will make it clear that society does not consider it acceptable for older people to enter into a surrogacy arrangement and will make it less likely that
they will.

Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement
up to that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully.

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be allowed, there should be a minimum age for ‘intended
parents’ and it should be much older than 18. I suggest that 25 would be more appropriate.

Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement
at that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. What kind of society would want 18-year olds to believe that it would be
reasonable for them to become ‘parents’ through a surrogacy arrangement – before they have taken even their first steps into independence and
adulthood?

73  Consultation Question 65:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to surrogacy per se and would like to see it banned, because I consider it a violation of both women’s and children’s human rights.

At 18 a woman is barely out of childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish herself as an adult. This means that she is particularly
vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There should be a significantly older minimum age for entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I suggest that
25 years would be more appropriate.

Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that
age limits are set very carefully. What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy arrangement is a reasonable thing
for them to be doing before they have taken even their first steps into independence and adulthood?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to surrogacy per se and would like to see it banned, because I consider it a violation of both women’s and children’s human rights.

At 18 a woman is barely out of childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish herself as an adult. This means that she is particularly
vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There should be a significantly older minimum age for entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I suggest that
25 years would be more appropriate.

Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that
age limits are set very carefully. What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy arrangement is a reasonable thing
for them to be doing before they have taken even their first steps into independence and adulthood?



Chapter 13: Eligibility Criteria for the New Pathway

74  Consultation Question 66:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

Please provide your views below:

75  Consultation Question 67:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

76  Consultation Question 68: We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that the surrogate and the
intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect of the law and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is
signed. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

77  Consultation Question 69:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

Please provide your views below:

78  Consultation Question 70: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the surrogate has previously given
birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’.

Society should not condone women who have never had a child of their own entering an arrangement to undergo pregnancy and childbirth for someone
else. It is impossible to understand what pregnancy and childbirth are like and how they will change you until or unless you have had that experience
yourself.

79  Consultation Question 71: We provisionally propose that there should not be a maximum number of surrogate pregnancies that a woman
can undertake as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’.

Society should not condone women undergoing multiple ‘surrogate’ pregnancies and childbirths. Even the Kennel Club recognises that female dogs
should not be allowed to undertake more than four pregnancies. It is abhorrent that female dogs have better protections than women would have under
this proposal.

Chapter 15: Payments to the Surrogate: Options for Reform

80  Consultation Question 72:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:



I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

81  Consultation Question 73:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

82  Consultation Question 74:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

83  Consultation Question 75:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

84  Consultation Question 76: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay their
surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or self-employed).

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost earnings.

85  Consultation Question 77:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against 
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.



 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost earnings.

86  Consultation Question 78:

Please provide your views below:

87  Consultation Question 79:

Please provide your views below:

It is absurd to propose that one could place a monetary value on the pain of adverse pregnancy outcomes. In putting a price tag on perineal tear for
example, some mothers report little pain or symptoms, others have profound ongoing fear of vaginal penetration, which can result in very significant
emotional and relationship difficulties. Infection may complicate healing, and some women report long term sequelae from this, such as impaired wound
healing.

Haematology conditions should also be considered. Blood loss, for example due to placental haemorrhage can be very significant, and potentially result
in emergency hysterectomy and blood transfusion to save the life of the mother. It is a fact that although blood is thoroughly screened in the UK there
still remains the potential for blood borne illnesses to be transmitted, and the fact that some of these may not have been identified yet by researchers is
also a real risk to a mother receiving transfusion. Persons who have had a blood transfusion are currently unable to donate blood themselves in the UK,
due to the risk of (vCJD) transmission. This is an indication of the gravity of receiving blood products.

No medical intervention is EVER risk free. Receiving multiple blood products in the context of Massive Transfusion Protocol (eg platelets, Fresh Frozen
Plasma, cryoprecipitate) only heighten those risks.

Conditions such as HELLP (Haemolysis, Elevated Liver enzymes, Low Platelets) can be fatal, and although the maternal mortality rate is low, it can have
significant sequelae, including renal failure potentially requiring dialysis, placental abruption (potentially fatal for mother and baby) permanent liver
damage and retinal detachment resulting in visual impairment.

Each of these conditions have long term consequences for a woman, psychologically, physically and emotionally, and may also affect her ability to return
to work or care for other children.

Also, the late complications of childbirth have been disregarded. Late consequences of childbirth can include vaginal or rectal prolapse, urinary and faecal
incontinence. Women who have had a C section may experience ongoing pain around the scar. Some sources quote this as affecting between 6 and 18
percent of women. These symptoms can be profoundly distressing, and may take years to present (conversely, may present immediately).

How could we ensure that women suffering these complications are compensated? They are multifactorial, and risk increases with instrumented delivery
and parity. How would it be proposed to unpick the role of a surrogate pregnancy in causing these symptoms in relation to other risk factors, for example
parity, smoking history, personal medical history?

Psychiatric conditions are also absent from this list. Complications including depression and anxiety may be worsened by pregnancy. Other mental health
conditions such as post natal depression and post partum psychosis can be fatal, and impact on a woman’s health for many years to come. I’m quite
shocked that none of these conditions have been explicitly mentioned and it does make me wonder how the list of complications was created. I’d also like
to know what level of haemorrhage would be considered “excessive”.

The wording of the question “should” be able to pay compensation is not the same as being mandated to do so. This potentially creates a situation where
some “luckier” women would receive compensation others would not.

All of the above illustrates the risks of surrogacy and confirms my support for a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:



I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.

88  Consultation Question 80: We invite consultees' views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay compensation to the
surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for
the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

This question illustrates the risks of surrogacy and why I oppose it.

89  Consultation Question 81:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to give the birth mother gifts.

90  Consultation Question 82:

It should not be possible for the intended parents to agree to pay a woman for the service of undertaking a surrogacy.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her ‘services’.

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against 
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor 
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the 
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts. 



I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her ‘services’.

Please provide any views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to make any type of fee or payment to the birth mother for her ‘services’.

91  Consultation Question 83:

Please provide views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their ‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of
surrogacy.

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their ‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of
surrogacy.

92  Consultation Question 84: We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to surrogates should be the
same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. Do consultees
agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I am opposed to the ‘new pathway’ but consider that regardless of the surrogacy arrangement being used, the only payments that should ever be made
are essential and basic expenses for which receipts are provided.

93  Consultation Question 85: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have not discussed which
they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against 
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.



 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

94  Consultation Question 86: We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that intended parents should
be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

95  Consultation Question 87:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

The only payments that should be made are essential and basic expenses and for which receipts are provided. The judge or other competent authority
should closely monitor all financial aspects of the arrangement (in line with the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations*) and refuse the parental
order when payments have exceeded basic expenses. If it is not a judge overseeing the arrangements, the competent authority should be totally
independent and not, for example, an agency (or ‘regulated surrogacy organisation’) that has been involved in the arrangements in any way.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

96  Consultation Question 88:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The idea that a ‘surrogacy agreement’ could place restrictions on the birth mother’s
lifestyle is utterly abhorrent.

Chapter 16: International Surrogacy Arrangements

97  Consultation Question 89: We invite overseas surrogates (or bodies representing or advocating for surrogates) to share with us their
experiences of international surrogacy arrangements.

Please provide your views below:

98  Consultation Question 90: We invite organisations focused on children’s rights and welfare in the international context to share with us
their views on our proposed reforms and consultation questions in this chapter.

Please provide your views below:

99  Consultation Question 91: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of their experience of applying to register a child born through
an international surrogacy arrangement as a British citizen and obtaining a passport for the child. In particular, we would be interested to hear
how long the application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have about causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:



100  Consultation Question 92: We provisionally propose that it should be possible for a file to be opened, and the application process for
obtaining registration of a child born from an international surrogacy arrangement and obtaining a passport to begin, prior to the birth of the
child.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a passport in international surrogacy arrangements appears
to contradict the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling and trafficking of children and the
protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly disagree with this proposal.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

101  Consultation Question 93: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of applying for a visa for a
child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In particular, we would be interested to hear how long the application took after
the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

102  Consultation Question 94:

No

Please provide your views below:

Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a passport before the child is born in international surrogacy
arrangements appears to contradict the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling and trafficking of
children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly disagree with this proposal.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

No

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

No

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child.

103  Consultation Question 95:We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process for applying for a EU
Uniform Format Form in respect of a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement, before the child is born. The application will
need to be completed after the birth of the child.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for an EU Uniform Format Form for the child before she or he is born in international
surrogacy arrangements appears to contradict the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling and
trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly disagree with this proposal.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

104  Consultation Question 96: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of applying for a EU Uniform
Format Form for a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In particular we would be interested to hear how long the
application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

105  Consultation Question 97: We provisionally propose that the UK Government should provide a single, comprehensive guide for intended
parents explaining the nationality and immigration consequences of having a child through an international surrogacy arrangement. Do
consultees agree?



Other

Please provide your views below:

I agree with such a guide, but would like to see it explaining the reasons why surrogacy is a violation of the human rights of women and children and all
the other ways in which it is possible for people to enjoy children in their lives.

106  Consultation Question 98: We provisionally propose that international surrogacy arrangements should not be eligible for the new
pathway to parenthood.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

107  Consultation Question 99:

No

Please provide your views below:

I do not see how this proposal for such a blanket power would align with the UN Special Rapporteur’s key recommendations* and the Hague Convention
on the Protection of Children and Cooperation in respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. The latter requires the birth mother to have legal parenthood
and parental responsibility when the child is born and that her consent to giving up the child must be given AFTER the child's birth and that the transfer of
‘parenthood’ should be overseen by the courts or a competent authority on an individual case by case basis, with the best interests of the child being the
paramount consideration. This is an important safeguard against the sale of children and for the protection of the birth mother and I believe it should
apply equally to international surrogacy arrangements. I therefore strongly disagree with this proposal.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

108  Consultation Question 100:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Restrictions and checks MUST be in place to protect the child and the birth mother from trafficking and exploitation. The process should include the same
checks as would be used in an international adoption.

Chapter 17: Miscellaneous Issues

109  Consultation Question 101: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current application of the law on statutory paternity leave, and
statutory paternity pay, to the situation of the surrogate’s spouse, civil partner or partner requires reform.

Please provide your views below:

I do not believe this needs changing

110  Consultation Question 102: We provisionally propose that provision for maternity allowance should be made in respect of intended
parents, and that any such provision should be limited so that only one intended parent qualifies. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

111  Consultation Question 103:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a human rights abuse of both women and children. I am
opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a human rights abuse of both women and children.

112  Consultation Question 104: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the duty of employers to provide suitable facilities for any person at
work who is a pregnant woman or nursing mother to rest under Regulation 25 of the Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations 1992
is sufficient to include intended parents in a surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a human rights abuse of both women and children.



113  Consultation Question 105: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are further issues in relation to employment rights and
surrogacy arrangements and, if so, any suggestions for reform.

Please provude your views below:

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a human rights abuse of both women and children.

114  Consultation Question 106: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they believe any reforms in relation to surrogacy and succession
law are required.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a human rights abuse of both women and children.

115  Consultation Question 107:

Please provide your views below:

It is important that all health and care professionals are aware that surrogacy agreements are not legally binding and that ‘intended parents’ have no legal
right to override the birth mother’s wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or medical and health care, including during pregnancy, labour and
childbirth. Even if she has previously agreed to them sharing decisions and being informed on these matters, she can withdraw her consent at any time
for any or no reason. All professionals involved in her care are duty-bound to comply with her wishes.

All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or
more persons, including her spouse or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be present in so-called
altruistic surrogacy arrangements.

Surrogacy arrangements place additional and complicated pressures on healthcare staff and this could reduce the standard of impartial care given to
birth mothers and new-borns – especially when the ‘intended parents’ are entitled, rich or of high status. This itself is a valid reason to be extremely
cautious about making changes that will increase the numbers of surrogacy births.

It is generally recognised that egg donation and IVF pregnancies carry additional health risks. As most surrogacy pregnancies involve IVF, any increase in
surrogacy is likely to lead to additional pressure on the NHS.

Adoption research suggests that the separation of the new-born and the birth mother has long-term negative effects on the well-being of both of them.
This is likely to be the same for birth mothers and babies in surrogacy arrangements and so can be expected to place additional long-term pressures on
the NHS and society as a whole. This has not been considered and there are no questions about this.

An increase in surrogacy will require an increase in egg donation, which is a risky procedure that can have a long-term negative impact on the woman’s
health, including premature death. Ethical issues abound. Young women might be coerced by financial pressures to donate eggs when this isn’t in their
best interests and there are worries about eugenics – where egg donors are selected on the basis of blonde hair, blue eyes and stereotypical measures of
‘attractiveness’ for example.

The law commissioners do not appear to have considered the likely impact of any of these issues. There is no question about people’s thoughts about the
NHS picking up the tab for the extra costs involved in surrogacy and whether this affects their opinions on surrogacy itself. There appears to have been
no evaluation of the size of the additional costs to the NHS and society.

At a time when the NHS is under severe strain, and life changing therapies (for cancer, cystic fibrosis etc) are not funded due to financial constraints it is a
slap in the face to provide money for prospective parents to indulge their parenting fantasies while denying patients access to drugs which are standard
of care in other counties.

Please provide your views below:

The guidance should be revised to clarify that surrogacy agreements are not legally binding and that the birth mother has the right to change her mind at
any time, for any or no reason. Healthcare professionals must accept that her wishes are paramount and that the ‘intended parents’ have no legal right to
override her wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or medical and health care, including during pregnancy, labour, childbirth and the postpartum
period.

All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or
more persons, including her spouse or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be present in so-called
altruistic surrogacy arrangements.

The guidance should make it clear that healthcare professionals should be even more alert than normal to the possibility that she is being coerced and to
ensure that they can speak to her alone, including during labour, and that if she changes her mind about who is present in consultations, and the labour
ward/delivery suite, they must respect her wishes.

Please provide your views below:

It is important that midwifery practice always prioritises the wishes of the birth mother and the wellbeing of herself and the child.



116  Consultation Question 108: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other legal issues in relation to surrogacy, not
covered in this Consultation Paper, that merit examination.

Please provide your views below:

It is of considerable concern that the law commissioners appear to have given no consideration to the significant risk that women will be coerced into
agreeing to participate in surrogacy arrangements for someone else’s benefit. This can be true in ‘altruistic’ surrogacy but is even more likely if substantial
payments are involved.

It is well-known that women and girls are groomed and/or coerced into prostitution by partners and ‘boyfriends’ who act as their pimp and take all or
much of their earnings. This is a major route by which many women enter prostitution and is a major factor in preventing their exit. There is no reason to
expect that the same dynamics will not occur in relation to surrogacy if it is opened up and provides opportunities to make significant amounts of money.

If the law commissioners’ proposals are enacted, there must therefore also be legislation that prohibits coercing a woman into a surrogacy arrangement.
This should be a criminal offence and carry a hefty penalty – in recognition that it is a human rights violation and so that it acts as a deterrent. That such a
law would be difficult to enforce just adds to the arguments for why paid surrogacy is a bad idea – and especially for women.

It would be far better to simply ban all surrogacy arrangements – or at the very least any payments beyond basic and essential expenses backed by
receipts and overseen by a judge.

Chapter 18: Impact

117  Consultation Question 109:

Please insert the year of birth here:

Not Answered

If international, in which country did the arrangement take place?:

Not Answered

Not Answered

118  Consultation Question 110:

Not Answered

Not Answered

Not Answered

Please provide the cost of any legal advice or representation below:

119  Consultation Question 111: We invite consultees’ views as to the impact (social, emotional, financial or otherwise) of the current law
where the intended parents are not the legal parents from birth of the child born of the surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

120  Consultation Question 112:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

121  Consultation Question 113:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

122  Consultation Question 114:

Please provide your views below:

123  Consultation Question 115:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:



124  Consultation Question 116:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

125  Consultation Question 117: We invite consultees’ views as to the specific impact of our proposals in Northern Ireland.

Please provide your views below:

126  Consultation Question 118: We invite consultees’ views as to any other impact that we have not specifically addressed in this chapter, or
the preceding chapters, of this Consultation Paper.

Please provide your views below:

It seems that before the law commissioners designed this consultation, they had already decided that surrogacy is a positive thing and so legislation 
should enable it. This may be explained by a limited ‘pre-consultation’ mainly focusing on people who already had a vested interest in surrogacy – 
‘intended parents,’ women who claim to have had a positive experience of surrogacy, and lawyers and other organisations who stand to make money 
from commercial surrogacy if it is given the green light. 
 
It seems that the law commissioners did not consider women as a group to be key stakeholders in this endeavour. This is a major error, because just as 
all women are affected by the institution of prostitution, so all women will be affected by any opening up of commercial surrogacy in this country. 
 
It could even be argued that one of the key drivers of commercial surrogacy is a desire by men to break the legal and cultural recognition of the unique 
bond between birth mother and child – and indeed the proposals to make the ‘intended parents’ the legal parents from the moment of birth are a major 
step in this direction, and are likely to have a significant impact down the line – potentially affecting the status of all women. 
 
Paid surrogacy opens up enormous potential for abuse and risks spouses, partners and other family members coercing a woman into engaging in 
commercial surrogacy for their (and not her) financial benefit. This will be a potential risk for thousands of women, which appears to have been 
completely overlooked by the law commissioners. 
 
UK and Scottish Law Commissions are obliged to comply with the Public Sector Equality Duty (PSED) when carrying out public functions, such as this 
consultation. There doesn’t appear to be any evidence they have done so, because they have not provided their equality considerations and impact 
assessments. As surrogacy has a very different impact on women and children than on adult males, we believe the law commissioners are in breach of 
equality legislation. 
 
The Equality and Human Rights Commission describes the obligations under the PSED to have due regard to the need to: 
 
• Eliminate unlawful discrimination, harassment and victimisation and other conduct prohibited by the Act. 
• Advance equality of opportunity between people who share a protected characteristic and those who do not. 
• Foster good relations between people who share a protected characteristic and those who do not. 
 
There are many ways in which opening up surrogacy in the UK is likely to worsen women’s position relative to men’s, and the relationship between the 
sexes. Any loosening of the laws around surrogacy could therefore be considered discriminatory. Surrogacy is also likely to have an impact on the 
relations between the different generations. Imagine the rage that young people may feel when they discover that their ‘parents’ not only bought them 
but took advantage of their birth mothers. 
 
It is of major concern that the law commissioners’ ethical arguments hinge on ideas that are not based on any recognised human rights instruments – 
such as the idea that ‘procreative liberty’ confers some kind of human right to surrogacy and the idea that a woman has a human right to be a ‘surrogate.’ 
These arguments do not hold up to scrutiny and have been clearly rejected by the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
It is shocking that the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ violate many of the recommendations of the UN Special Rapporteur that are designed to guard 
against the sale of children and the exploitation of birth mothers, including: 
 
 The birth mother must be accorded the status of legal mother at birth, and must be under no contractual or legal obligation to participate in the legal or 
physical transfer of the child. 
 All payments to the birth mother must be made before the legal and physical transfer of the child and must be non-reimbursable – even if she decides 
not to relinquish the child. 
 The birth mother’s choice to transfer the child “must be a gratuitous act, based on her own post-birth intentions, rather than on any legal or contractual 
obligation.” 
 Pre-conception checks, while encouraged, cannot take the place of appropriate welfare checks after the birth of the child. 
 Decisions about parentage and parental responsibility must be made by a court or other competent authority on an individual basis after the birth with 
the best interests of the child being paramount. 



The consultation is confusing and it does not conform to the government’s consultation guidelines. There are too many questions, they are too detailed
and do not ask the important high-level questions – such as whether you think surrogacy can ever be ethical, etc. 
 
For all these reasons, the law commissioners should go back to the drawing board and start again from the position of women’s and children’s human
rights. If it is found that there is no way to liberalise surrogacy law that is compliant with obligations under international treaties such as CEDAW and the
UNCRC and its first optional protocol, then the law must not be liberalised. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx
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Surrogacy Consultation Questions 

Email the completed document to surrogacy@lawcommission.gov.uk before the deadline 
of 11 October 2019. 

ABOUT YOU 

1. What is your name? 
Name (Required) 

 
 
2. If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a 
university), what is the name of your organisation? 
[Name of organisation if relevant.] 
 
3. Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your 
organisation? 
(Required – Choose one response) 

• This is a personal response 
• This is a response on behalf of an organisation 
• Other 

If other, please provide details: 

 
 
4. If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best 
describes you? 
(Choose one response) 

• Surrogate 
• Intended parent 
• Person born of a surrogacy arrangement 
• Family member of a surrogate 
• Family member of an intended parent 
• Legal practitioner 
• Medical practitioner or counsellor 
• Social worker 
• Academic 
• Other individual 
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5. What is your email address? 
Email address:  

 
 
If you enter your email address then you will automatically receive an acknowledgement email 
when you submit your response. 

6. What is your telephone number? 
Telephone number:  

 
 
7. If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be 
treated as confidential, please explain to us why you regard the information as confidential. 
As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your explanation but cannot 
give an assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances. 
 
 
 

 

 

Consultation Question 1. 
1.1 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in England and Wales:  

(1) all international surrogacy arrangements should continue to be automatically 
allocated to a judge of the High Court; and 

YES 
 
International surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale, abuse and trafficking of 
children and the exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights issues of the utmost 
seriousness and so the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. 
For this reason these cases should continue to be heard by a judge of the High Court.  

 
(2) if international surrogacy arrangements are not automatically allocated to a judge of 

the High Court, circuit judges should be ticketed to hear such cases. 

Paragraph 6.42 

 



3 
 

Consultation Question 2. 
1.2 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in respect of England and Wales  

(1) domestic surrogacy cases which continue to require a post-birth parental order 
should continue to be heard by lay justices, or whether they should be allocated to another 
level of the judiciary; and 

(2) If consultees consider that such cases should be allocated to another level of the 
judiciary, which level of the judiciary would be appropriate. 

All surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale and trafficking of children and the 
exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights issues of the utmost seriousness and so 
the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. For this reason these 
cases should NOT be heard by a lay judge but rather by a senior judge, e.g. ticketed to circuit 
judges or higher. 

Paragraph 6.51 

 

Consultation Question 3. 
1.3 We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the 

current allocation rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation 
Questions 1 and 2. 

 
Paragraph 6.53 
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Consultation Question 4. 
1.4 We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, the court should be placed under a 

duty to consider whether to make an order awarding the intended parents parental 
responsibility at the first directions hearing in the proceedings. 

Do consultees agree? 

(Note that this provisional proposal would be necessary only if our provisional proposal in 
Chapter 8 that all intended parents (whether in the new pathway or not) automatically 
acquire parental responsibility if the child is living with or being cared for by them is not 
supported by consultees). 

NO 
 
The UN Special Rapporteur recommends* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent 
authority AFTER the birth and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration. 
Nothing about the transfer of parental responsibility should be automatic and all options should 
be open. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 6.58 

 

Consultation Question 5. 
1.5 We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the FPR 2010 

should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the 
proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise.  

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 6.72 
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Consultation Question 6. 
1.6 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they are of the view that, in Scotland:  

(1) there is a need for greater consistency and clarity in provisions relating to the 
expenses of curators ad litem and reporting officers and, if so, how this should be 
addressed;   

(2) it should be provided by statute that, at the initial hearing or any subsequent hearing 
for a parental order, the court may make any such interim order or orders for 
parental responsibilities and parental rights as it sees fit; and/or 

(3) further procedural reform is needed and, if so, what that reform should be. 

 
Paragraph 6.110 
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Consultation Question 7. 
1.7 In respect of a domestic surrogacy arrangement, we provisionally propose that, before the 

child is conceived, where the intended parents and surrogate have: 

(1) entered into an agreement including the prescribed information, which will include a 
statement as to legal parenthood on birth, 

(2) complied with procedural safeguards for the agreement, and 

(3) met eligibility requirements, 

on the birth of the child the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child, 
subject to the surrogate’s right to object. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I vehemently disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s key 
recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the Protection of Children and Cooperation in 
respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. These require the birth mother to have legal 
parenthood and parental responsibility when the child is born and that her consent to giving up 
the child must be freely given AFTER the child's birth. I believe that this important safeguard 
against the sale of children and the exploitation of birth mothers should apply equally to 
surrogacy arrangements, in both an international and a domestic context. 
 
This proposal would set a very dangerous precedent for all women, all mothers, all children and 
all of the implications need to be fully understood. There is no evidence in the consultation paper 
that the law commissioners have considered these more general implications fully, if at all. 
 
I understand that the proposal to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ legal parenthood at 
birth is based on (or justif ied by) in part at least the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ 
mothers prior to the consultation. I do not agree that these claimed wishes alone justify 
measures that contravene the recommendations of the UN Special Rapporteur and the 
provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to reduce the risk of the sale and 
trafficking of children and to protect birth mothers. 
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to encourage or 
condone a system that would require women to deliberately conceive and subsequently give 
birth with the expectation that they would have little or no legal responsibility for the child. The 
rights of the child must be prioritised regardless whether that is what some ‘surrogate’ mothers 
say they want or not. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.13 
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Consultation Question 8. 
1.8 We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations and licensed clinics 

should be under a duty to keep a record of surrogacy arrangements under the new 
pathway to which they are a party, with such records being retained for a specified 
minimum period. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy 
organisations. 

 
1.9 We invite consultees’ views as to what the length of that period should be: whether 100 

years or another period. 

Paragraph 8.14 

 

Consultation Question 9. 
1.10 We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes 

should apply to traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated surrogacy 
organisation is involved. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations, because they 
would inevitably lead to a normalising of surrogacy and an increase in its prevalence. 

Paragraph 8.21 

 

Consultation Question 10. 
1.11 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a 

traditional, domestic surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from 
entering into the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway.’  
Paragraph 8.22 
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Consultation Question 11. 
1.12 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the surrogate should have the right to object to the acquisition of legal parenthood 
by the intended parents, for a fixed period after the birth of the child;  

(2) this right to object should operate by the surrogate making her objection in writing 
within a defined period, with the objection being sent to both the intended parents 
and the body responsible for the regulation of surrogacy; and 

(3) the defined period should be the applicable period for birth registration less one 
week. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposal that the ‘intended parents’ should automatically acquire 
legal parenthood at birth and that the birth mother has only a limited time to object. This 
contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations,* including that the birth mother is the 
legal parent at birth and that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility 
in surrogacy arrangements are taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth, 
with the child’s best interests being the paramount consideration. 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to 
give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as 
the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before 
the expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.35 
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Consultation Question 12. 
1.13 We provisionally propose that, where the surrogate objects to the intended parents 

acquiring legal parenthood within the period fixed after birth, the surrogacy arrangement 
should no longer be able to proceed in the new pathway, with the result that: 

(1) the surrogate will be the legal parent of the child;  

(2) if one of the intended parents would, under the current law, be a legal parent of the 
child, then he or she will continue to be a legal parent in these circumstances; and 

(3) the intended parents would be able to make an application for a parental order to 
obtain legal parenthood. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly with the ‘intended 
parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects.  
 
The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil 
partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent change of legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth 
and with the child’s best interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN 
Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.* 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to 
give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as 
the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before 
the expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.36 
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Consultation Question 13. 
1.14 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway: 

(1) the intended parents should be required to make a declaration on registering the 
birth of the child that they have no reason to believe that the surrogate has lacked 
capacity at any time during the period in which she had the right to object to the 
intended parents acquiring legal parenthood; 

(2) if the intended parents cannot provide this declaration then, during the period in 
which she has the right to object to the intended parents acquiring legal parenthood, 
the surrogate should be able to provide a positive consent to such acquisition; and 

(3) if the intended parents are unable to make this declaration and the surrogate is 
unable to provide the positive consent within the relevant period, the surrogacy 
arrangement should exit the new pathway and the intended parents should be able 
to make an application for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended 
parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects.  
 
The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil 
partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent change of legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth 
and with the child’s best interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN 
Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.* 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to 
give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as 
the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before 
the expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.37 
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Consultation Question 14. 
1.15 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway, the welfare of the child to be born as a 

result of the surrogacy arrangement: 

(1) should be assessed in the way set out in Chapter 8 of the current Code of Practice; 

(2) either the regulated surrogacy organisation or regulated clinic, as appropriate, 
should be responsible for ensuring that this procedure is followed; and 

(3) there should be no requirement for any welfare assessment of the child after his or 
her birth. 

Do consultees agree? 
 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s 
recommendation* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in 
surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the 
birth and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration. A welfare assessment is 
an absolute requirement if an informed decision is to be made about the child’s best interest. 
Therefore a welfare assessment MUST be made after the child’s birth. 
 
The pre-conception assessment would typically have been carried out more than a year before 
the birth of the child. Much can change in that time.  
 
The justif ication that a welfare assessment after the birth of the child is not necessary because 
parents of children born through the normal process are not subject to such checks does not 
hold. Pregnancy, birth and the post-partum changes are intense physical and existential 
experiences that change you and prime you to love and be sensitive to the new-born child and 
rise to the challenge of the enormous task of raising him or her to adulthood. For obvious 
reasons ‘intended parents’ do not have this advantage.  
 
In addition, pregnancy and childbirth are a huge investment of the birth mother’s physical, 
physiological and emotional resources, which means she has already made a huge and 
unquantif iable, nearly year-long, commitment to the child. This means her practical and 
emotional commitment to the child is already well-developed, giving her the best chance of 
surmounting all the diff iculties that will inevitably arise over the course of the child’s childhood 
and adolescence.  
 
The ‘intended parents’ have had no similar experience. The investment of f inancial resources 
does not in any way prepare you for the practical reality of caring for a new-born child and the 
long road of nurturing and shepherding him or her to adulthood. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 



12 
 

Paragraph 8.51 

 

Consultation Question 15. 
1.16 We provisionally propose that, for a child born as a result of a surrogacy arrangement 

under the new pathway, where the surrogate has exercised her right to object to the 
intended parents’ acquisition of legal parenthood at birth, the surrogate’s spouse or civil 
partner, if any, should not be a legal parent of the child. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘new pathway.’  
 
There is a very real risk that spouses and partners will coerce women into being a ‘surrogate’ for 
f inancial gain. This risk is likely to increase if he or she does not have legal parenthood or 
parental responsibility for any children born of the arrangement. This is enough reason to reject 
this proposal. 
 
However, it also represents a significant change in legal parenthood rules and would therefore 
have an implication for all children, all families because it would set a precedent. It should not be 
introduced without a full assessment of all the implications, including on the rights of mothers and 
children. There is no evidence that the law commissioners have carried out any such 
assessment. 
 
1.17 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in the case of a surrogacy arrangement outside 

the new pathway, the surrogate’s spouse or civil partner should continue to be a legal 
parent of the child born as a result of the arrangement. 

YES 
 
The normal legal parenthood rules should apply. This will reduce the risk of spouses and 
partners coercing women into surrogacy for financial gain. 

Paragraph 8.57 
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Consultation Question 16. 
1.18 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway, where a child born of a surrogacy 

arrangement is stillborn: 

(1) the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child unless the surrogate 
exercises her right to object; and 

(2) the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being registered as 
the parents before the expiry of the period of the right to object. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended 
parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects. The 
birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should not change if 
the child is stillborn. 
 
1.19 We provisionally propose that, outside the new pathway, where a child born of a surrogacy 

arrangement is stillborn, the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents 
being registered as the parents before the expiry of the period allowed for the registration 
of the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a declaration to the effect that 
the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the 
stillbirth. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the birth parents in this 
situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should 
not change if the child is stillborn and the registration should accurately reflect this. 

Paragraph 8.77 
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Consultation Question 17. 
1.20 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, 

where the child dies before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able 
to consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents before the expiry of the 
period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have 
made a declaration to the effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order 
are satisfied, on registration of the birth. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in this 
situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and if the child 
dies before the parental order, the registration of birth should accurately reflect that the birth 
mother was the legal parent. 

Paragraph 8.79 

 

Consultation Question 18. 
1.21 For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to 

whether, where the surrogate dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during which 
she can exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the new 
pathway and the intended parents should be required to make an application for a 
parental order. 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 8.80 
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Consultation Question 19. 
1.22 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, where 

both intended parents die during the surrogate’s pregnancy, the intended parents should 
be registered as the child’s parents on birth, subject to the surrogate not exercising her 
right to object within the defined period. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with the deceased 
‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in this situation. The birth mother should 
always be the legal parent of the child at birth and the registration of birth should accurately 
reflect this. 
 
1.23 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new 

pathway, where both intended parents die during the surrogate’s pregnancy or before a 
parental order is made: 

(1) it should be competent for an application to be made, by a person who claims an 
interest under section 11(3)(a) of the Children (Scotland) Act 1995, or who would be 
permitted to apply for an order under section 8 of the Children Act 1989: 

(a) for an order for appointment as guardian of the child, and 

(b) for a parental order in the name of the intended parents, subject to the 
surrogate’s consent; or 

(2) the surrogate should be registered as the child’s mother and it should not be 
possible for the intended parents to be registered as the child’s parents, but that 
there should be a procedure for the surrogate to provide details of the intended 
parents, and, if relevant, gamete donors, for entry onto the register of surrogacy 
arrangements. 

The intended parents should NOT be registered as the child’s parents if they are already 
deceased – so option (2) is preferable. 

Paragraph 8.81 
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Consultation Question 20. 
1.24 We provisionally propose that, where an application is made for a parental order by a sole 

applicant under section 54A: 

(1) the applicant should have to make a declaration that it was always intended that 
there would only be a single applicant for a parental order in respect of the child 
concerned or to supply the name and contact details of the other intended parent;  

(2) if details of another intended parent are supplied, a provision should be made for 
notice to be given to the potential second intended parent of the application and an 
opportunity given to that party to provide notice of opposition within a brief period 
(of, say, 14 to 21 days); and 

(3) if the second intended parent gives notice of his or her intention to oppose, he or 
she should be required to make his or her own application within a brief period (say 
14 days), otherwise the application of the first intended parent will be determined by 
the court. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 8.86 

 

Consultation Question 21. 
1.25 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases; and 

(2) how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this model. 

I profoundly oppose a three-parent model of legal parenthood, even if it is temporary. The birth 
mother should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent 
authority AFTER the birth of the child with the best interests of the child being the paramount 
consideration, as recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.91 
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Consultation Question 22. 
1.26 We invite consultees’ views:  

(1) as to whether there should be any additional oversight in the new pathway that we 
have proposed, leading to the acquisition of legal parenthood by the intended 
parents at birth; and 

(2) if so, as to whether should this oversight be: 

(a) administrative, or 

(b) judicial. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should be the 
legal parent and have parental responsibility at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood 
and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other 
competent authority AFTER the birth of the child based on the best interests of the child, as 
recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.93 

 

Consultation Question 23. 
1.27 In respect of England and Wales, we invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether the welfare checklist, contained in section 1(3) of the Children Act 1989, 
should be amended to provide for the court to have regard to additional specific 
factors in the situation where it is considering the arrangements for a child in the 
context of a dispute about a surrogacy arrangement; and 

(2) if so, as to what those additional factors should be. 

The child’s best interests should drive all decisions about the child in the event of a dispute about 
a surrogacy arrangement. The welfare checklist provides a comprehensive summary of the 
issues to be considered and is adequate as it is, and conforms to the UN Special Rapporteur’s 
recommendation* that the child’s best interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not 
believe any other factors should be added. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx  

Paragraph 8.120 
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Consultation Question 24. 
1.28 In respect of England and Wales, we invite consultees’ views: 

(1) as to whether the checklist, contained in section 1(4) of the ACA 2002 (as applied 
and modified by regulation 2 and paragraph 1 of Schedule 1 of the 2018 
Regulations) should be further amended to provide for the court to have regard to 
additional specific factors in the situation where it is considering whether to make a 
parental order; and 

(2) what those additional factors should be. 

The child’s best interests should drive all decisions when considering whether to make a parental 
order. The welfare checklist provides a comprehensive summary of the issues to be considered 
and is adequate as it is, and it conforms to UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendation* that the 
child’s best interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not believe any other factors 
should be added. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.121 

 

Consultation Question 25. 
1.29 We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be 

amended to add the intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section 
8 order without leave. 

NO 
 
There are real risks of the sale and trafficking of children and of exploitation of the birth mother 
and her reproductive capacities in all surrogacy arrangements. The court should therefore 
always have oversight of the arrangements. I am also concerned that there should be no 
liberalisation of the law on surrogacy because of the potential human rights abuses involved. I do 
not believe that ‘intended parents’ should be added to the list of those who can apply for a 
section 8 order without leave. 

Paragraph 8.123 
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Consultation Question 26. 
1.30 We provisionally propose that, where a child is born as a result of a surrogacy 

arrangement outside the new pathway, the intended parents should acquire parental 
responsibility automatically where: 

(1) the child is living with them or being cared for by them; and  

(2) they intend to apply for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with this proposal. The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth and 
all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements 
should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, as 
recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur* in order to reduce the risk of the sale and 
trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility 
is based on (or justif ied by) the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the 
consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify measures that contravene recommendations of 
the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to 
reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children.  
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system 
that would require women to give birth with the expectation that they would have no legal 
responsibility for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must 
be prioritised regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.132 
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Consultation Question 27. 
1.31 We provisionally propose that, where a child is born as a result of a surrogacy 

arrangement in the new pathway: 

(1) the intended parents should acquire parental responsibility on the birth of the child; 
and 

(2) if the surrogate exercises her right to object, the intended parents should continue to 
have parental responsibility for the child where the child is living with, or being cared 
for by, them, and they intend to apply for a parental order.  

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended 
parents’ should acquire parentage or parental responsibility automatically. The birth mother 
should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental 
responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority 
AFTER the birth of the child, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is 
the recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the 
sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility 
is based on (or justif ied by) the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the 
consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify a measure that contravenes recommendations of 
the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to 
reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children.  
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system 
that would require women to give birth with the expectation that they would have no responsibility 
for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must be prioritised 
regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.134 

 



21 
 

Consultation Question 28. 
1.32 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the 

surrogate should retain parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the 
arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right to 
object, assuming that she does not exercise her right to object. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I agree that the birth mother should have parental responsibility for the child but NOT that the 
‘intended parents’ should get automatic legal parenthood and parental responsibility. 
 
All decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements 
should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, with the 
child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN Special 
Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the 
exploitation of women and their women’s reproductive capacities. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.139 

 

Consultation Question 29. 
1.33 For all surrogacy arrangements, we invite consultees’ views as to:  

(1) whether there is a need for any restriction to be placed on the exercise of parental 
responsibility by either the surrogate (or other legal parent), or the intended parents, 
during the period in which parental responsibility is shared; and 

(2) whether it should operate to restrict the exercise of parental responsibility by the 
party not caring for the child or with whom the child is not living. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should have 
legal parenthood and parental responsibility at and after the birth and all subsequent decisions 
involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility should be taken by a court or other 
competent authority, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the 
recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale 
and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.140 
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Consultation Question 30. 
1.34 We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the 

scope of the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 9.29 

 

Consultation Question 31. 
1.35 We invite the views of independent surrogates, and intended parents who have used 

independent surrogacy arrangements, to tell us about their experience. In particular, we 
would be interested to hear about any health screening, counselling and legal advice that 
took place. 

N/A 
Paragraph 9.35 

 

Consultation Question 32. 
1.36 We invite consultees’ views as to whether independent surrogacy arrangements should be 

brought within the scope of the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts 
binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first optional protocol. 
 
1.37 We invite consultees’ views as to how independent surrogacy arrangements might be 

brought within the scope of the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts 
binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first optional protocol. 

Paragraph 9.36 

 



23 
 

Consultation Question 33. 
1.38 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) there should be regulated surrogacy organisations;  

NO 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 

(2) there should be no requirement for a regulated surrogacy organisation to take a 
particular form; and 

OTHER 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 

(3) each surrogacy organisation should be required to appoint an individual responsible 
for ensuring that the organisation complies with regulation. 

Do consultees agree?  

OTHER 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.61 
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Consultation Question 34. 
1.39 We provisionally propose that the person responsible must be responsible for: 

(1) representing the organisation to, and liaising with, the regulator; 

(2) managing the regulated surrogacy organisation with sufficient care, competence 
and skill; 

(3) ensuring the compliance of the organisation with relevant law and regulation, 
including the creation, maintenance and operation of necessary policies and 
procedures; 

(4) training any staff, including that of the person responsible; and 

(5) providing data to the regulator and to such other person as required by law. 

Do consultees agree? 

LEAVE ALL CHECK BOXES BLANK (i.e. none of the above) 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
1.40 We invite consultees to identify any other responsibilities which a responsible individual 

should have. 

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
1.41 We invite consultees’ views as to what experience, skills and qualif ications a person 

responsible for a surrogacy organisation should have. 

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.62 
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Consultation Question 35. 
1.42 We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit 

making bodies. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction 
surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and 
would drive an increase in surrogacy. Even if surrogacy organisations are non-profit making, they 
will inevitably be driven by commercial imperatives (for example, to cover costs, salaries, etc.) 
and will need to continuously seek new business and to convince or coerce more women to act 
as ‘surrogates.’ 
 
Deriving income from surrogacy is abhorrent and, given the parallels between surrogacy and 
prostitution, is a potential violation of Article 6 of CEDAW, which prohibits third-parties profiting or 
otherwise benefiting from the prostitution of women. 

Paragraph 9.84 

 

Consultation Question 36. 
1.43 We invite consultees’ views as to what should be included in the definition of matching and 

facilitation services. 

I disagree with organisations being able to provide matching and facilitation services, because 
that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human 
rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.94 
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Consultation Question 37. 
1.44 We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to 

offer matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new 
pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated 
surrogacy organisations or any other organisations being able to provide matching and 
facilitation services for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase 
in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
  
1.45 We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should 

be able to offer matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements 
outside the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated 
surrogacy organisations or any other organisations being able to provide matching and 
facilitation services for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase 
in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.95 

 

Consultation Question 38. 
1.46 We invite consultees’ views as to the sanctions that should be available against 

organisations that offer matching and facilitation services without being regulated to do so, 
and whether these should be criminal, civil or regulatory. 

I do not accept that matching and facilitation services should be allowed – regardless who they 
are provided by – because they would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I 
consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. Offering such services 
should be a criminal offence. 

Paragraph 9.97 
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Consultation Question 39. 
1.47 We provisionally propose that the remit of the Human Fertilisation and Embryology 

Authority be expanded to include the regulation of regulated surrogacy organisations, and 
oversight of compliance with the proposed legal requirements for the new pathway to legal 
parenthood. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction 
surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and 
would drive an increase in surrogacy.  
 
1.48 If consultees agree, we invite their views as to how the Authority’s Code of Practice should 

apply to regulated surrogacy organisations, including which additional or new areas of 
regulation should be applied. 

Paragraph 9.117 

 

Consultation Question 40. 
1.49 We provisionally propose that surrogacy agreements should remain unenforceable 

(subject to the exception we provisionally propose in Consultation Question 88 in relation 
to financial terms).  

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 9.129 
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Consultation Question 41. 
1.50 We provisionally propose that there should be no prohibition against charging for 

negotiating, facilitating and advising on surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I VEHEMENTLY disagree with this proposal and the opening up of surrogacy in this country, 
because I consider it a violation of the human rights of both women and the child. The idea of 
organisations charging to facilitate it is utterly abhorrent and violates the spirit, if not the letter, of 
Article 6 of CEDAW, given the parallels between surrogacy and prostitution. Article 6 prohibits 
the exploitation of the prostitution of women – which includes deriving any form of benefit from 
women’s prostitution. 

Paragraph 9.135 

 

Consultation Question 42. 
1.51 We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy 

should be removed, with the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything 
that can lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I VEHEMENTLY disagree with removing the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy. 
Surrogacy is a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and enabling 
advertising sites (and other ‘service’ organisations) to financially benefit from it is abhorrent. 
 
At this time of increasing poverty and inequality, it would be unethical to promote the idea that 
being a ‘surrogate’ mother would be a solution to an impoverished woman’s financial problems. If 
this proposal is implemented, Facebook and Google are likely present surrogacy ads to female 
students and young women suggesting that becoming a ‘surrogate’ would provide the solution to 
their f inancial worries. The most disadvantaged young women would be the most vulnerable to 
this idea and it is doubtful it would ever truly be in her best interest. 
 
Just as we protect disadvantaged people from the temptation of selling their kidneys for money, 
we need to protect disadvantaged women from the temptation of renting their wombs. This 
means that advertising of surrogacy MUST remain banned. 

Paragraph 9.145 
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Consultation Question 43. 
1.52 We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, where the making of a parental 

order in respect of a child born of a surrogacy arrangement has been recorded in the 
Parental Order Register, the child should be able to access his or her original birth 
certif icate at the age of 18. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 10.80 

 

Consultation Question 44. 
1.53 We provisionally propose that where children are born of surrogacy arrangements that 

result in the intended parents being recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full 
form of that certif icate should make clear that the birth was the result of a surrogacy 
arrangement. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended 
parents’ should be recorded as parents on the original birth certif icate. The birth mother should 
be recorded as the birth mother on the birth certificate and all decisions involving legal 
parenthood and parental responsibility should be taken after the birth by a court or other 
competent authority, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the 
recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale 
and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
However, if the ‘intended parents’ are recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of 
the certif icate should make clear that the birth was the result of a surrogacy arrangement. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 10.85 
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Consultation Question 45. 
1.54 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the birth registration system in England and 

Wales requires reform and, if so, which reforms they would like to see. 

I do not consider the birth registration system to be in need for reform. I am particularly opposed 
to changes to allow for the registration of three parents or for anyone other than the birth mother 
to be recorded as the mother on the original birth certif icate. Such proposals could lead to the 
facilitation of the sale of children and an erosion of mothers’ rights and a diluting of the 
understanding that the relationship between the birth mother and the child is unique. 

Paragraph 10.87 

 

Consultation Question 46. 
1.55 We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has 

been the subject of a parental order should be able to access all the documents contained 
in the court’s file for those parental order proceedings. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 10.89 
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Consultation Question 47. 
1.56 We provisionally propose that a national register of surrogacy arrangements should be 

created to record the identity of the intended parents, the surrogate and the gamete 
donors. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
1.57 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the register should be maintained by the Authority; 

(2) the register should record information for all surrogacy arrangements, whether in or 
outside the new pathway, provided that the information about who has contributed 
gametes for the conception of the child has been medically verif ied, and that the 
information should include: 

(a) identifying information about all the parties to the surrogacy arrangement, and 

(b) non-identifying information about those who have contributed gametes to the 
conception of the child; and 

(3) to facilitate the record of this information, the application form/petition for a parental 
order should record full information about a child’s genetic heritage where available 
and established by DNA or medical evidence, recording the use of an anonymous 
gamete donor if that applies. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy 
organisations. However, should surrogacy take place, it is important that the children have 
access to information about their origins and these proposals seem generally sound, except that 
the information held on gamete donors should also include identifying information – because 
otherwise it trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the right to know her or his 
genetic parentage. 

Paragraph 10.102 
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Consultation Question 48. 
1.58 We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate 

and the intended parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy 
arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy arrangement. 

I agree but with the proviso that all the information should be identifying – because otherwise it 
trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the right to know her or his genetic 
parentage. 

Paragraph 10.104 

 

Consultation Question 49. 
1.59 We provisionally propose that a child born of a surrogacy arrangement should be able to 

access the information recorded in the register from the age of 18 for identifying 
information, and 16 for non-identifying information (if such information is included on the 
register), provided that he or she has been given a suitable opportunity to receive 
counselling about the implications of compliance with this request. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
1.60 We invite consultees’ views as to whether a child under the age of 18 or 16 (depending on 

whether the information is identifying or non-identifying respectively) should be able to 
access the information in the register and, if so, in which circumstances: 

(1) where his or her legal parents have consented; 

(2) if he or she has received counselling and the counsellor judges that he or she is 
sufficiently mature to receive this information; and/or 

(3) in any other circumstances. 

I agree with (1) and (2) and believe there might be other circumstances where this is reasonable. 
Paragraph 10.110 
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Consultation Question 50. 
1.61 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any provision for those born of 

a surrogacy arrangement to make a request for information to disclose whether a person 
whom he or she is intending to marry, or with whom he or she intends to enter into a civil 
partnership or intimate physical relationship, was carried by the same surrogate. 

YES, this should be possible. 
Paragraph 10.114 

 

Consultation Question 51. 
1.62 We provisionally propose that where two people are born to, and genetically related 

through, the same surrogate, they should be able to access the register to identify each 
other, if they both wish to do so. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
1.63 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be provision to allow people born 

to the same surrogate – but who are not genetically related – to access the register to 
identify each other, if they both wish to do so. 

YES, I agree. 
Paragraph 10.121 

 

Consultation Question 52. 
1.64 We invite consultees’ views as to whether provision should be made to allow a person 

carried by a surrogate, and the surrogate’s own child, to access the register to identify 
each other, if they both wish to do so: 

(1) if they are genetically related through the surrogate; and/or 

(2) if they are not genetically related through the surrogate. 

YES to both (1) and (2) 
Paragraph 10.123 

 



34 
 

Consultation Question 53. 
1.65 For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to 

whether details of an intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental 
order should be recorded in the register. 

The intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded 
in the register. 

Paragraph 10.128 

 

Consultation Question 54. 
1.66 We provisionally propose that the six month time limits in sections 54 and 54A of the 

HFEA 2008 for making a parental order application should be abolished. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain 
circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child. 

Paragraph 11.20 
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Consultation Question 55. 
1.67 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the current circumstances in which the consent of the surrogate (and any other legal 
parent) is not required, namely where a person cannot be found or is incapable of 
giving agreement, should continue to be available; 

NO  
 
I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child 
trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s wombs. An adoption order can be considered 
as an option when a parental order is not possible. 
 

(2) the court should have the power to dispense with the consent of the surrogate, and 
any other legal parent of the child, in the following circumstances: 

(a) where the child is living with the intended parents, with the consent of the 
surrogate and any other legal parent, or 

(b) following a determination by the court that the child should live with the 
intended parents; and 

(3) the court’s power to dispense with consent should be subject to the paramount 
consideration of the child’s welfare throughout his or her life guided by the factors 
set out in section 1 of the Adoption and Children Act 2002 and, in Scotland, in line 
with the section 14(3) of the Adoption and Children (Scotland) Act 2007. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child 
trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s wombs. An adoption order can be considered 
as an option when a parental order is not possible. 

Paragraph 11.58 

 



36 
 

Consultation Question 56. 
1.68 We provisionally propose that, both for a parental order and in the new pathway, the 

intended parents or one of the intended parents must be domiciled or habitually resident in 
the UK, Channel Islands or Isle of Man. 

Do consultees agree?  

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The ‘intended parents’ should be 
domiciled (and not simply habitually resident) in the UK in order to avoid surrogacy tourism. 
 
1.69 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any additional conditions 

imposed on the test of habitual residence, for example, a qualifying period of habitual 
residence required to satisfy the test. 

I profoundly disagree with opening up parental orders to ‘intended parents’ who are habitual 
residents but not domiciled in the UK – because of the risk of surrogacy tourism. 

Paragraph 12.15 

 

Consultation Question 57. 
1.70 We invite consultees’ views on whether: 

(1) the qualifying categories of relationship in section 54(2) of the HFEA 2008 should be 
reformed and, if so, how; or 

(2) the requirement should be removed, subject to two persons who are within the 
prohibited degrees of relationship being prevented from applying. 

The qualifying categories of relationship should not be reformed or removed. 
Paragraph 12.29 
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Consultation Question 58. 
1.71 We provisionally propose that to use the new pathway, intended parents should be 

required to make a declaration in the surrogacy agreement that they intend for the child’s 
home to be with them. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.  

Paragraph 12.34 
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Consultation Question 59. 
1.72 We provisionally propose that the new pathway –  

(1) should not impose a requirement that the intended parent, or one of the intended 
parents, provide gametes for the conception of the child, so that double donation of 
gametes is permitted, but 

(2) that double donation should only be permitted in cases of medical necessity, 
meaning that there is not an intended parent who is able to provide a gamete due to 
infertility. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic link should 
be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 
 
1.73 We invite consultees’ views as to whether double donation should be permitted under the 

parental order pathway (to the same extent that it may be permitted in the new pathway) in 
domestic surrogacy arrangements.  

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and all other proposals that are 
likely to result in an increase in surrogacy. I therefore do not believe that double donation should 
be permitted under the parental order pathway in domestic surrogacy arrangements.  
 
1.74 We provisionally propose that the requirement that the intended parent or one of the 

intended parents contribute gametes to the conception of the child in the parental order 
pathway should be retained in international surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 12.64 
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Consultation Question 60. 
1.75 We provisionally propose that if the requirement for a genetic link is retained for domestic 

cases outside the new pathway, the requirement should not apply, subject to medical 
necessity, if the court determines that the intended parents in good faith began the 
surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway but were required to apply for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I fundamentally disagree with proposals to introduce the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic 
link should be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 

Paragraph 12.71 

 

Consultation Question 61. 
1.76 We provisionally propose that if double donation is permitted only in cases of medical 

necessity, an exception should be made to allow a parental order to be granted to a single 
parent without a genetic link where the intended parent’s former partner provides gametes 
but the intended parents’ relationship breaks down before the grant of a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 

Paragraph 12.76 
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Consultation Question 62. 
1.77 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that a surrogacy 

arrangement has been used because of medical necessity: 

(1) for cases under the new pathway to parenthood; and/or 

(2) for cases where a post-birth parental order application is made. 

I oppose surrogacy and believe that it is a fundamental violation of women’s and children’s rights 
and that it should therefore be banned. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’  
 
1.78 We invite consultees’ views as to how a test of medical necessity for surrogacy, if it is 

introduced, should be defined and assessed. 

I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 
Paragraph 12.94 
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Consultation Question 63. 
1.79 We provisionally propose that in order to use the new pathway to parenthood, information 

identifying the child’s genetic parents and the surrogate must be provided for entry on the 
national register of surrogacy agreements prior to registration of the child’s birth. 

Do consultees agree?  

OTHER 
 
I profoundly oppose the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. However, I support the requirement in 
any surrogacy arrangements for the recording of the identity of all genetic parents and the birth 
mother. 
 
1.80 We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be a condition for an application for a 

parental order that: 

(1) those who contributed gametes are entered on the national register of surrogacy 
agreements; and/or 

(2) if it remains a requirement that one of the intended parents provided gametes in the 
conception of the child, that the genetic link is demonstrated to the court with 
medical or DNA evidence. 

While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, I support this condition for a parental order 
in the circumstances described in both (1) and (2). 
 
1.81 We provisionally propose that it should be a condition for the application of a parental 

order that the identity of the surrogate is entered on the national register of surrogacy 
agreements. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, if it happens, I support this provision. 

Paragraph 12.115 
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Consultation Question 64. 
1.82 We provisionally propose that there should be no maximum age limit for the grant of a 

parental order. The age of the intended parents should continue to be taken into account 
in the assessment of the welfare of the child in applications to grant a parental order.  

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I am opposed to surrogacy and would like to see it banned, because it is a violation of both 
women’s and children’s human rights.  
 
Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society 
and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good health until the child reaches adulthood. 
Surrogacy is therefore particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. If surrogacy is 
to be opened up, a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is imperative. This will make it clear 
that society does not condone older people entering a surrogacy arrangement and will make it 
less likely that older people will go ahead with such an arrangement and present the court with a 
fait accompli. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement up to that age but not beyond. It is 
therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
 
1.83 We invite consultees’ views as to whether under the new pathway there should be a 

maximum age limit for intended parents, and if so, what it should be. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be 
allowed, there should be a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ and it should be 45. 
 
Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society 
and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good health until the child reaches adulthood. 
I am opposed to surrogacy per se, because it is a violation of both women’s and children’s 
human rights. However, it is particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. I therefore 
consider that a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is important. This will make it clear that 
society does not consider it acceptable for older people to enter into a surrogacy arrangement 
and will make it less likely that they will. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement up to that age. It is therefore imperative 
that age limits are set very carefully.  
 
1.84 We provisionally propose that intended parents should be required to be at least 18 years 

old at the time that they enter into a surrogacy agreement under the new pathway. 
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Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be 
allowed, there should be a minimum age for ‘intended parents’ and it should be much older than 
18. I suggest that 25 would be more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement at that age. It is therefore imperative that 
age limits are set very carefully. What kind of society would want 18-year olds to believe that it 
would be reasonable for them to become ‘parents’ through a surrogacy arrangement – before 
they have taken even their f irst steps into independence and adulthood? 

Paragraph 12.133 
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Consultation Question 65. 
1.85 We provisionally propose that surrogates should be required to be at least 18 years of age 

(at the time of conception), in order for the court to have the power to make a parental 
order. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I am opposed to surrogacy per se and would like to see it banned, because I consider it a 
violation of both women’s and children’s human rights.  
 
At 18 a woman is barely out of childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish herself 
as an adult. This means that she is particularly vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There 
should be a significantly older minimum age for entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I 
suggest that 25 years would be more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society 
sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy 
arrangement is a reasonable thing for them to be doing before they have taken even their f irst 
steps into independence and adulthood?  
 
1.86 We provisionally propose that surrogates should be required to be at least 18 years old at 

the time of entering into the surrogacy agreement within the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for a ‘new pathway’. At 18 a woman is barely out of 
childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish herself as an adult. This means that 
she is particularly vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There should be a significantly older 
minimum age for entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I suggest that 25 years would be 
more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society 
sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy 
arrangement is a reasonable thing for them to be doing before they have taken even their f irst 
steps into independence and adulthood?  

Paragraph 12.144 
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Consultation Question 66. 
1.87 We provisionally propose that medical testing of the surrogate, any partner of the 

surrogate, and any intended parent providing gametes should be required for the new 
pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
 
1.88 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the types of testing set out in the Code of 

Practice are feasible for traditional surrogacy arrangements outside a licensed clinic, and if 
not, which types of testing should be required for such arrangements. 

 
Paragraph 13.16 

 

Consultation Question 67. 
1.89 We provisionally propose that, as a condition of being eligible for entry into the new 

pathway: 

(1) the surrogate, her spouse, civil partner or partner (if any) and the intended parents 
intending to enter into a surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway should be 
required to attend counselling with regard to the implications of entering into that 
arrangement; and 

(2) the implications counselling should be provided by a counsellor who meets the 
requirements set out in the Code of Practice at paragraphs 2.14 to 2.15. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.44 
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Consultation Question 68. 
1.90 We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that 

the surrogate and the intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect 
of the law and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is signed. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.65 

 

Consultation Question 69. 
1.91 We provisionally propose that, as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway: 

(1) an enhanced criminal record certificate should be obtained for intended parents, 
surrogates and any spouses, civil partners or partners of surrogates;  

(2) the body overseeing the surrogate arrangement should not enable a surrogate 
arrangement to be proceed under the new pathway where a person screened is unsuitable 
for having being convicted of, or received a police caution for, any offence appearing on a 
prescribed list of offences; and  

(3) the body overseeing the surrogacy arrangement may also determine that a 
person is unsuitable based on the information provided in the enhanced record certificate.  

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
 
1.92 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the list of offences that applies in the case of 

adoption is appropriate in the case of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.73 
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Consultation Question 70. 
1.93 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the 

surrogate has previously given birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway. 

OTHER 
 
I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. 
 
Society should not condone women who have never had a child of their own entering an 
arrangement to undergo pregnancy and childbirth for someone else. It is impossible to 
understand what pregnancy and childbirth are like and how they will change you until or unless 
you have had that experience yourself. 

Paragraph 13.95 

 

Consultation Question 71. 
1.94 We provisionally propose that there should not be a maximum number of surrogate 

pregnancies that a woman can undertake as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. 
 
Society should not condone women undergoing multiple ‘surrogate’ pregnancies and childbirths. 
Even the Kennel Club recognises that female dogs should not be allowed to undertake more 
than four pregnancies. It is abhorrent that female dogs have better protections than women 
would have under this proposal. 

Paragraph 13.99 

 



48 
 

Consultation Question 72. 
1.95 We invite consultees’ views as to whether payment of costs by the intended parents to the 

surrogate should be able to be: 

(1) based on an allowance;  

(2) based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, but without the need for 
production of receipts; or 

(3) based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, and only on production of 
receipts. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.16 
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Consultation Question 73. 
1.96 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate essential costs 
relating to the pregnancy; and 

(2) the types of expenditure which should be considered “essential”.   

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above the actual 
essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, 
and travel to medical appointments – backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.22 
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Consultation Question 74. 
1.97 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate 
additional costs relating to the pregnancy; and 

(2) the types of expenditure which should be considered additional, rather than 
essential.   

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above the actual 
essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, 
and travel to medical appointments – backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.26 
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Consultation Question 75. 
1.98 We invite consultees’ views as to:  

(1) whether intended parents should be permitted to pay all costs that arise from 
entering into a surrogacy arrangement, and those unique to a surrogate pregnancy; 
and 

(2) the types of cost which should be included within this category. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.29 

 

Consultation Question 76. 
1.99 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be 

able to pay their surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or 
self-employed). 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost 
earnings. 

Paragraph 15.37 
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Consultation Question 77. 
1.100 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be 

able to pay their surrogate either or both of the following lost potential earnings: 

(1) her lost employment-related potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 15.35 
above); and/or 

(2) other lost potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 15.36 above). 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost 
earnings. 

Paragraph 15.38 

 

Consultation Question 78. 
1.101 We invite consultees to share their experiences:  

(1) of the impact that payments received by a surrogate from the intended parents has 
had on the surrogate’s entitlement to means-tested social welfare benefits; and 

(2) where a surrogacy arrangement has had an impact on the surrogate’s entitlement to 
means-tested social welfare benefits, how that has been addressed in their 
surrogacy arrangement. 

N/A 
Paragraph 15.47 
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Consultation Question 79. 
1.102 We invite consultees’ views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay 

compensation to the surrogate for the following: 

(1) pain and inconvenience arising from the pregnancy and childbirth; 

(2) medical treatments relating to the surrogacy, including payments for each 
insemination or embryo transfer; and/or 

(3)  specified complications, including hyperemesis gravidarum, pre-eclampsia, an 
ectopic pregnancy, miscarriage, termination, caesarean birth, excessive 
haemorrhaging, perineal tearing, removal of fallopian tubes or ovaries or a 
hysterectomy. 

It is absurd to propose that one could place a monetary value on the pain of adverse pregnancy 
outcomes. In putting a price tag on perineal tear for example, some mothers report little pain or 
symptoms, others have profound ongoing fear of vaginal penetration, which can result in very 
significant emotional and relationship diff iculties. Infection may complicate healing, and some 
women report long term sequelae from this, such as impaired wound healing.  
 
Haematology conditions should also be considered. Blood loss, for example due to placental 
haemorrhage can be very significant, and potentially result in emergency hysterectomy and 
blood transfusion to save the life of the mother. It is a fact that although blood is thoroughly 
screened in the UK there still remains the potential for blood borne illnesses to be transmitted, 
and the fact that some of these may not have been identif ied yet by researchers is also a real 
risk to a mother receiving transfusion. Persons who have had a blood transfusion are currently 
unable to donate blood themselves in the UK, due to the risk of (vCJD) transmission. This is an 
indication of the gravity of receiving blood products.  
 
No medical intervention is EVER risk free. Receiving multiple blood products in the context of 
Massive Transfusion Protocol (eg platelets, Fresh Frozen Plasma, cryoprecipitate) only heighten 
those risks.  
 
Conditions such as HELLP (Haemolysis, Elevated Liver enzymes, Low Platelets) can be fatal, 
and although the maternal mortality rate is low, it can have significant sequelae, including renal 
failure potentially requiring dialysis, placental abruption (potentially fatal for mother and baby) 
permanent liver damage and retinal detachment resulting in visual impairment.  
 
Each of these conditions have long term consequences for a woman, psychologically, physically 
and emotionally, and may also affect her ability to return to work or care for other children.  
 
Also, the late complications of childbirth have been disregarded. Late consequences of childbirth 
can include vaginal or rectal prolapse, urinary and faecal incontinence. Women who have had a 
C section may experience ongoing pain around the scar. Some sources quote this as affecting 
between 6 and 18 percent of women. These symptoms can be profoundly distressing, and may 
take years to present (conversely, may present immediately). 
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How could we ensure that women suffering these complications are compensated? They are 
multifactorial, and risk increases with instrumented delivery and parity. How would it be proposed 
to unpick the role of a surrogate pregnancy in causing these symptoms in relation to other risk 
factors, for example parity, smoking history, personal medical history? 
 
Psychiatric conditions are also absent from this list. Complications including depression and 
anxiety may be worsened by pregnancy. Other mental health conditions such as post natal 
depression and post partum psychosis can be fatal, and impact on a woman’s health for many 
years to come. I’m quite shocked that none of these conditions have been explicitly mentioned 
and it does make me wonder how the list of complications was created. I’d also like to know what 
level of haemorrhage would be considered “excessive”. 
 
The wording of the question “should” be able to pay compensation is not the same as being 
mandated to do so. This potentially creates a situation where some “luckier” women would 
receive compensation others would not. 
 
All of the above illustrates the risks of surrogacy and confirms my support for a total ban on 
surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.  
 
1.103 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other matters in respect of which 

intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate compensation. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.  
 
1.104 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the level of compensation payable should be: 

(1) a fixed fee set by the regulator (operating as a cap on the maximum payable), or  

(2) left to the parties to negotiate.   

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
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There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. 

Paragraph 15.53 

 

Consultation Question 80. 
1.105 We invite consultees views’ as to whether intended parents should be able to pay 

compensation to the surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the 
surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for the 
surrogate. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question illustrates the risks of surrogacy and why I oppose it.  

Paragraph 15.56 
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Consultation Question 81. 
1.106 We invite consultees’ views as to whether:  

(1) intended parents should be able to buy gifts for the surrogate; and 

(2) if so, specific provision should be made for these gifts to be modest or reasonable in 
nature. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to give the birth mother gifts. 

Paragraph 15.60 
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Consultation Question 82. 
1.107 We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be possible for the intended parents to 

agree to pay a woman for the service of undertaking a surrogacy. 

It should not be possible for the intended parents to agree to pay a woman for the service 
of undertaking a surrogacy. (check box) 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her 
‘services’. 
 
1.108 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay 

a woman for the service of undertaking surrogacy, whether that the fee should be: 

(1) any sum agreed between the parties to the surrogacy; or 

(2) a fixed fee set by the regulator. 

Leave both check boxes blank. 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
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I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her 
‘services’. 
 
1.109 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay 

a woman a fixed fee for the service of undertaking surrogacy, what, if any, other payments 
the law should permit, in addition to that f ixed fee: 

(1) no other payments; 

(2) essential costs relating to the pregnancy; 

(3) additional costs relating to the pregnancy; 

(4) lost earnings; 

(5) compensation for pain and inconvenience, medical treatment and complications, 
and the death of the surrogate; and/or 

(6) gifts. 

Leave all check boxes blank. 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to make any type of fee or payment to 
the birth mother for her ‘services’. 

Paragraph 15.69 
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Consultation Question 83. 
1.110 We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be possible for any payment the law 

permits the intended parents to pay the surrogate for her services to be reduced in the 
event of a miscarriage or termination of the pregnancy. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their 
‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of surrogacy. 
 

1.111 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if the law permits a fee payable to the surrogate 
to be able to be reduced in the event of a miscarriage or termination, whether such 
provision should apply: 

(1) in the first trimester of pregnancy only; 

(2) to any miscarriage or termination; or 

(3) some other period of time (please specify).   

Leave all check boxes blank. 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
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This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their 
‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of surrogacy. 

Paragraph 15.72 

 

Consultation Question 84. 
1.112 We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to 

surrogates should be the same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to 
parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I am opposed to the ‘new pathway’ but consider that regardless of the surrogacy arrangement 
being used, the only payments that should ever be made are essential and basic expenses for 
which receipts are provided. 

Paragraph 15.74 
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Consultation Question 85. 
1.113 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have 

not discussed which they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the 
surrogate. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.75 

 

Consultation Question 86. 
1.114 We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that 

intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.76 
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Consultation Question 87. 
1.115 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are specific methods of enforcing 

limitations that are placed on payments to surrogates that we should consider as part of 
our review: 

(1) for cases within the new pathway to parenthood; and  

(2) for cases where a parental order is made after the birth of the baby. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
The only payments that should be made are essential and basic expenses and for which receipts 
are provided. The judge or other competent authority should closely monitor all f inancial aspects 
of the arrangement (in line with the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations*) and refuse the 
parental order when payments have exceeded basic expenses. If it is not a judge overseeing the 
arrangements, the competent authority should be totally independent and not, for example, an 
agency (or ‘regulated surrogacy organisation’) that has been involved in the arrangements in any 
way. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 15.89 
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Consultation Question 88. 
1.116 We provisionally propose that financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into under 

the new pathway to parenthood should be enforceable by the surrogate. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
 
1.117 We provisionally propose that if the financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into 

under the new pathway become enforceable, the ability to do so should not be dependent 
on the surrogate complying with any terms of the agreement relating to her lifestyle. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The idea that a ‘surrogacy 
agreement’ could place restrictions on the birth mother’s lifestyle is utterly abhorrent. 

Paragraph 15.99 

 

Consultation Question 89. 
1.118 We invite overseas surrogates (or bodies representing or advocating for surrogates) to 

share with us their experiences f international surrogacy arrangements. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.10 

 

Consultation Question 90. 
1.119 We invite organisations focused on children’s rights and welfare in the international 

context to share with us their views on our proposed reforms and consultation questions in 
this chapter. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.12 

 



64 
 

Consultation Question 91. 
1.120 We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of their experience of applying to register 

a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement as a British citizen and 
obtaining a passport for the child. In particular, we would be interested to hear how long 
the application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have about 
causes of delays in the process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.52 

 

Consultation Question 92. 
1.121 We provisionally propose that it should be possible for a file to be opened, and the 

application process for obtaining registration of a child born from an international 
surrogacy arrangement and obtaining a passport to begin, prior to the birth of the child. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a 
passport in international surrogacy arrangements appears to contradict the UN Special 
Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling and trafficking of 
children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly disagree with this 
proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.53 

 

Consultation Question 93. 
1.122 We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of 

applying for a visa for a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In 
particular, we would be interested to hear how long the application took after the birth of 
the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.68 
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Consultation Question 94. 
1.123 We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process 

for applying for a visa in respect of a child born through an international surrogacy 
arrangement, before the child is born. The application will need to be completed after the 
birth of the child, and the issue of a passport in the child’s country of birth. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a 
passport before the child is born in international surrogacy arrangements appears to contradict 
the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling 
and trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly 
disagree with this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

 

1.124 We provisionally propose that the current provision made for the grant of a visa outside of 
the Immigration Rules where the intended parents are not the legal parents of the child 
under nationality law should be brought within the Rules. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
1.125 We provisionally propose that:  

(1) the grant of a visa should not be dependent on the child breaking links with the 
surrogate; or  

(2) that this condition should be clarif ied to ensure that it does not prevent the child 
having contact, and an on-going relationship, with the surrogate. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
1.126 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current requirement for the grant of a visa 

outside the Rules that the intended parents must apply for a parental order within six 
months of the child’s birth should be removed (regardless of whether the availability of the 
visa is brought within the Rules), if our provisional proposal to remove the time limit on 
applications for parental orders is accepted. 

NO 
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The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain 
circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child. 

Paragraph 16.69 

 

Consultation Question 95. 
1.127 We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process 

for applying for a EU Uniform Format Form in respect of a child born through an 
international surrogacy arrangement, before the child is born. The application will need to 
be completed after the birth of the child. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for an EU Uniform Format Form 
for the child before she or he is born in international surrogacy arrangements appears to 
contradict the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against 
the selling and trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I 
therefore strongly disagree with this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.76 

 

Consultation Question 96. 
1.128 We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of 

applying for a EU Uniform Format Form for a child born through an international 
surrogacy arrangement. In particular we would be interested to hear how long the 
application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of 
causes of delays in the process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.77 

 



67 
 

Consultation Question 97. 
1.129 We provisionally propose that the UK Government should provide a single, 

comprehensive guide for intended parents explaining the nationality and immigration 
consequences of having a child through an international surrogacy arrangement.  

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I agree with such a guide, but would like to see it explaining the reasons why surrogacy is a 
violation of the human rights of women and children and all the other ways in which it is 
possible for people to enjoy children in their lives. 

Paragraph 16.82 

 

Consultation Question 98. 
1.130 We provisionally propose that international surrogacy arrangements should not be 

eligible for the new pathway to parenthood. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 16.93 
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Consultation Question 99. 
1.131 We provisionally propose that:  

1.132 the Secretary of State should have the power to provide that the intended parents of 
children born through international surrogacy arrangements, who are recognised as the 
legal parents of the child in the country of the child’s birth, should also be recognised as 
the child’s legal parents in the UK, without it being necessary for the intended parents to 
apply for a parental order, but 

1.133 before exercising the power, the Secretary of State should be required to be satisfied that 
the domestic law and practice in the country in question provides protection against the 
exploitation of surrogates, and for the welfare of the child, that is at least equivalent to 
that provided in UK law. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I do not see how this proposal for such a blanket power would align with the UN Special 
Rapporteur’s key recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the Protection of Children 
and Cooperation in respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. The latter requires the birth 
mother to have legal parenthood and parental responsibility when the child is born and that her 
consent to giving up the child must be given AFTER the child's birth and that the transfer of 
‘parenthood’ should be overseen by the courts or a competent authority on an individual case 
by case basis, with the best interests of the child being the paramount consideration. This is an 
important safeguard against the sale of children and for the protection of the birth mother and I 
believe it should apply equally to international surrogacy arrangements. I therefore strongly 
disagree with this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.94 
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Consultation Question 100. 
1.134 We invite consultees to tell us of their experience of surrogacy arrangements in the UK 

involving foreign intended parents. 

N/A 
 
1.135 We invite consultees’ views as to whether: 

(1) any restriction is necessary on the removal of a child from the UK for the purpose 
of the child becoming the subject of a parental order, or its equivalent, in another 
jurisdiction; and 

(2) if such a restriction is necessary, there should be a process allowing foreign 
intended parents to remove the child from the jurisdiction of the UK for this 
purpose and with the approval of the court and, if so, what form should that 
process take. 

Restrictions and checks MUST be in place to protect the child and the birth mother from 
trafficking and exploitation. The process should include the same checks as would be used in 
an international adoption. 

Paragraph 16.120 

 

Consultation Question 101. 
1.136 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current application of the law on statutory 

paternity leave, and statutory paternity pay, to the situation of the surrogate’s spouse, 
civil partner or partner requires reform. 

I do not believe this needs changing. 
Paragraph 17.18 

 

Consultation Question 102. 
1.137 We provisionally propose that provision for maternity allowance should be made in 

respect of intended parents, and that any such provision should be limited so that only 
one intended parent qualif ies.  

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
Paragraph 17.32 
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Consultation Question 103. 
1.138 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether there is a need for reform in respect of the right of intended parents to 
take time off work before the birth of the child, whether for the purpose of induced 
lactation, ante-natal appointments or any other reason; and  

(2) if reform is needed, suggestions on reform. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children.  

Paragraph 17.36 

 

Consultation Question 104. 
1.139 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the duty of employers to provide suitable 

facilities for any person at work who is a pregnant woman or nursing mother to rest under 
Regulation 25 of the Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations 1992 is 
sufficient to include intended parents in a surrogacy arrangement. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children. 

Paragraph 17.40 

 

Consultation Question 105. 
1.140 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are further issues in relation to 

employment rights and surrogacy arrangements and, if so, any suggestions for reform. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children 

Paragraph 17.43 

 

Consultation Question 106. 
1.141 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they believe any reforms in relation to 

surrogacy and succession law are required. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children 

Paragraph 17.56 



71 
 

 



72 
 

Consultation Question 107. 
1.142 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any issues in how surrogacy 

arrangements are dealt with by the health services, and whether there are reforms to law 
or practice that consultees would like to see in this area. 

It is important that all health and care professionals are aware that surrogacy agreements are 
not legally binding and that ‘intended parents’ have no legal right to override the birth mother’s 
wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or medical and health care, including during 
pregnancy, labour and childbirth. Even if she has previously agreed to them sharing decisions 
and being informed on these matters, she can withdraw her consent at any time for any or no 
reason. All professionals involved in her care are duty-bound to comply with her wishes. 
 
All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being 
coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or more persons, including her spouse 
or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be 
present in so-called altruistic surrogacy arrangements. 
 
Surrogacy arrangements place additional and complicated pressures on healthcare staff and 
this could reduce the standard of impartial care given to birth mothers and new-borns – 
especially when the ‘intended parents’ are entitled, rich or of high status. This itself is a valid 
reason to be extremely cautious about making changes that will increase the numbers of 
surrogacy births. 
 
It is generally recognised that egg donation and IVF pregnancies carry additional health risks. 
As most surrogacy pregnancies involve IVF, any increase in surrogacy is likely to lead to 
additional pressure on the NHS.  
 
Adoption research suggests that the separation of the new-born and the birth mother has long-
term negative effects on the well-being of both of them. This is likely to be the same for birth 
mothers and babies in surrogacy arrangements and so can be expected to place additional 
long-term pressures on the NHS and society as a whole. This has not been considered and 
there are no questions about this. 
 
An increase in surrogacy will require an increase in egg donation, which is a risky procedure 
that can have a long-term negative impact on the woman’s health, including premature death. 
Ethical issues abound. Young women might be coerced by financial pressures to donate eggs 
when this isn’t in their best interests and there are worries about eugenics – where egg donors 
are selected on the basis of blonde hair, blue eyes and stereotypical measures of 
‘attractiveness’ for example. 
 
The law commissioners do not appear to have considered the likely impact of any of these 
issues. There is no question about people’s thoughts about the NHS picking up the tab for the 
extra costs involved in surrogacy and whether this affects their opinions on surrogacy itself. 
There appears to have been no evaluation of the size of the additional costs to the NHS and 
society. 
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At a time when the NHS is under severe strain, and life changing therapies (for cancer, cystic 
fibrosis etc) are not funded due to financial constraints it is a slap in the face to provide money 
for prospective parents to indulge their parenting fantasies while denying patients access to 
drugs which are standard of care in other counties. 
 
1.143 We invite consultees’ views as to any additions or revisions that they would like to see 

made to the guidance published by the Department for Health and Social Care for 
England and Wales. 

The guidance should be revised to clarify that surrogacy agreements are not legally binding and 
that the birth mother has the right to change her mind at any time, for any or no reason. 
Healthcare professionals must accept that her wishes are paramount and that the ‘intended 
parents’ have no legal right to override her wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or 
medical and health care, including during pregnancy, labour, childbirth and the postpartum 
period. 
 
All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being 
coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or more persons, including her spouse 
or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be 
present in so-called altruistic surrogacy arrangements. 
 
The guidance should make it clear that healthcare professionals should be even more alert 
than normal to the possibility that she is being coerced and to ensure that they can speak to her 
alone, including during labour, and that if she changes her mind about who is present in 
consultations, and the labour ward/delivery suite, they must respect her wishes. 
 
1.144 We invite consultees’ views as to how midwifery practice may better accommodate 

surrogacy arrangements, in particular with regard to safeguarding issues. 

It is important that midwifery practice always prioritises the wishes of the birth mother and the 
wellbeing of herself and the child. 

Paragraph 17.76 
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Consultation Question 108. 
1.145 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other legal issues in relation to 

surrogacy, not covered in this Consultation Paper, that merit examination. 

It is of considerable concern that the law commissioners appear to have given no consideration 
to the significant risk that women will be coerced into agreeing to participate in surrogacy 
arrangements for someone else’s benefit. This can be true in ‘altruistic’ surrogacy but is even 
more likely if substantial payments are involved. 
 
It is well-known that women and girls are groomed and/or coerced into prostitution by partners 
and ‘boyfriends’ who act as their pimp and take all or much of their earnings. This is a major 
route by which many women enter prostitution and is a major factor in preventing their exit. 
There is no reason to expect that the same dynamics will not occur in relation to surrogacy if it 
is opened up and provides opportunities to make significant amounts of money. 
 
If the law commissioners’ proposals are enacted, there must therefore also be legislation that 
prohibits coercing a woman into a surrogacy arrangement. This should be a criminal offence 
and carry a hefty penalty – in recognition that it is a human rights violation and so that it acts as 
a deterrent. That such a law would be diff icult to enforce just adds to the arguments for why 
paid surrogacy is a bad idea – and especially for women. 
 
It would be far better to simply ban all surrogacy arrangements – or at the very least any 
payments beyond basic and essential expenses backed by receipts and overseen by a judge. 

Paragraph 17.80 
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Consultation Question 109. 
1.146 We invite consultees who are intended parents, live in the UK, and have entered into a 

surrogacy arrangement that led to the birth of a child to tell us: 

(1) when the child was born; 

(2) whether the arrangement was domestic or international and, if international, in 
which country the arrangement took place; 

(3) whether the arrangement led to the making of a parental order in the UK; and 

(4) whether they are a: 

(a) opposite-sex couple; 

(b) male same-sex couple; 

(c) female same-sex couple; 

(d) single woman; or 

(e) single man. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.2 

 

Consultation Question 110. 
1.147 We invite consultees who have experience of applying for a parental order in the UK to 

tell us: 

(1) whether the surrogacy arrangement was domestic or international; 

(2) whether they had legal advice before the making of the parental order; 

(3) whether they were represented by a lawyer in court; and 

(4) the cost of any legal advice or representation. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.4 
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Consultation Question 111. 
1.148 We invite consultees’ views as to the impact (social, emotional, f inancial or otherwise) of 

the current law where the intended parents are not the legal parents from birth of the 
child born of the surrogacy arrangement. 

Paragraph 18.6 

 

Consultation Question 112. 
1.149 We invite consultees to tell us what they have paid for, or to provide evidence about the 

cost of: 

(1) medical screening; and 

(2) implications counselling 

(where possible separating out the cost of such screening, tests or implications 
counselling from any other costs involved with fertility treatment). 

N/A 
 
1.150 We invite legal consultees, who advise on surrogacy and parental order proceedings, to 

provide evidence of what they would charge: 

(1) to provide advice sufficient to meet the proposed requirement for independent 
legal advice discussed in Chapter 13; and 

(2) to draft, advise on and negotiate the written surrogacy agreement required for the 
new pathway. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.8 

 



77 
 

Consultation Question 113. 
1.151 We invite consultees to tell us of the impact of: 

(1) the current requirement of a genetic link; and 

(2) any removal of this requirement in cases of medical necessity: 

(a) in the new pathway; 

(b) in the parental order route for domestic surrogacy arrangements; or 

(c) in both situations. 

 
Paragraph 18.11 

 

Consultation Question 114. 
1.152 We invite consultees who consider that they might be able to fulf il the role of the 

independent professional discussed in Chapter 9 to tell us: 

(1) their profession; and  

(2) what they would charge to provide such a service. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.13 
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Consultation Question 115. 
1.153 We invite consultees who are intended parents to give us their views on the impact of our 

proposals for reform on their ability to enter into surrogacy arrangements and, in 
particular: 

(1) if particular proposals will increase accessibility, and why; and 

(2) if particular proposals will restrict accessibility, and why. 

N/A 
1.154 We invite consultees who are surrogates to give us their views on the impact of our 

proposals for reform on their ability to enter into surrogacy arrangements and, in 
particular: 

(1) if particular proposals will increase accessibility, and why; and 

(2) if particular proposals will restrict accessibility, and why. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.15 

 

Consultation Question 116. 
1.155 We ask consultees who are intended parents to tell us: 

(1) whether the surrogacy arrangement was domestic or international; 

(2) what they spent, in total, on the surrogacy arrangement(s) that led to the birth of 
their child(ren), including the cost of fertility treatment, payments to the surrogate 
and payments to any surrogacy agency or organisation; 

(3) how they raised the funds for the surrogacy arrangement(s); 

(4) what they spent on any fertility treatment prior to entering into a surrogacy 
arrangement (where that treatment did not lead to the birth of a child); and 

(5) how they raised the funds for the fertility treatment. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.18 
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Consultation Question 117. 
1.156 We invite consultees’ views as to the specific impact of our proposals in Northern Ireland. 

 
Paragraph 18.20 
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Consultation Question 118. 
1.157 We invite consultees’ views as to any other impact that we have not specifically 

addressed in this chapter, or the preceding chapters, of this paper. 

It seems that before the law commissioners designed this consultation, they had already 
decided that surrogacy is a positive thing and so legislation should enable it. This may be 
explained by a limited ‘pre-consultation’ mainly focusing on people who already had a vested 
interest in surrogacy – ‘intended parents,’ women who claim to have had a positive experience 
of surrogacy, and lawyers and other organisations who stand to make money from commercial 
surrogacy if it is given the green light. 
 
It seems that the law commissioners did not consider women as a group to be key stakeholders 
in this endeavour. This is a major error, because just as all women are affected by the 
institution of prostitution, so all women will be affected by any opening up of commercial 
surrogacy in this country. 
 
It could even be argued that one of the key drivers of commercial surrogacy is a desire by men 
to break the legal and cultural recognition of the unique bond between birth mother and child – 
and indeed the proposals to make the ‘intended parents’ the legal parents from the moment of 
birth are a major step in this direction, and are likely to have a significant impact down the line – 
potentially affecting the status of all women.  
 
Paid surrogacy opens up enormous potential for abuse and risks spouses, partners and other 
family members coercing a woman into engaging in commercial surrogacy for their (and not 
her) f inancial benefit. This will be a potential risk for thousands of women, which appears to 
have been completely overlooked by the law commissioners. 
 
UK and Scottish Law Commissions are obliged to comply with the Public Sector Equality Duty 
(PSED) when carrying out public functions, such as this consultation. There doesn’t appear to 
be any evidence they have done so, because they have not provided their equality 
considerations and impact assessments. As surrogacy has a very different impact on women 
and children than on adult males, we believe the law commissioners are in breach of equality 
legislation. 
 
The Equality and Human Rights Commission describes the obligations under the PSED to have 
due regard to the need to: 
 

• Eliminate unlawful discrimination, harassment and victimisation and other conduct 
prohibited by the Act. 

• Advance equality of opportunity between people who share a protected characteristic 
and those who do not. 

• Foster good relations between people who share a protected characteristic and those 
who do not. 
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There are many ways in which opening up surrogacy in the UK is likely to worsen women’s 
position relative to men’s, and the relationship between the sexes. Any loosening of the laws 
around surrogacy could therefore be considered discriminatory. Surrogacy is also likely to have 
an impact on the relations between the different generations. Imagine the rage that young 
people may feel when they discover that their ‘parents’ not only bought them but took 
advantage of their birth mothers. 
 
It is of major concern that the law commissioners’ ethical arguments hinge on ideas that are not 
based on any recognised human rights instruments – such as the idea that ‘procreative liberty’ 
confers some kind of human right to surrogacy and the idea that a woman has a human right to 
be a ‘surrogate.’ These arguments do not hold up to scrutiny and have been clearly rejected by 
the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
It is shocking that the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ violate many of the recommendations of 
the UN Special Rapporteur that are designed to guard against the sale of children and the 
exploitation of birth mothers, including: 
 
 The birth mother must be accorded the status of legal mother at birth, and must be under no 

contractual or legal obligation to participate in the legal or physical transfer of the child. 
 All payments to the birth mother must be made before the legal and physical transfer of the 

child and must be non-reimbursable – even if she decides not to relinquish the child. 
 The birth mother’s choice to transfer the child “must be a gratuitous act, based on her own 

post-birth intentions, rather than on any legal or contractual obligation.” 
 Pre-conception checks, while encouraged, cannot take the place of appropriate welfare 

checks after the birth of the child. 
 Decisions about parentage and parental responsibility must be made by a court or other 

competent authority on an individual basis after the birth with the best interests of the child 
being paramount. 

 
The consultation is confusing and it does not conform to the government’s consultation 
guidelines. There are too many questions, they are too detailed and do not ask the important 
high-level questions – such as whether you think surrogacy can ever be ethical, etc.  
 
For all these reasons, the law commissioners should go back to the drawing board and start 
again from the position of women’s and children’s human rights. If it is found that there is no 
way to liberalise surrogacy law that is compliant with obligations under international treaties 
such as CEDAW and the UNCRC and its first optional protocol, then the law must not be 
liberalised.  
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 
 

Paragraph 18.22 

 



Response ID ANON-2V7F-Y8DF-Z

Submitted to The Law Commissions' Consultation on Surrogacy
Submitted on 2019-10-07 17:23:44

About you

1  What is your name?

Name:

2  If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a university), what is the name of your organisation?

Enter the name of your organisation:

Nordic Model Now!

We are a grassroots women’s group campaigning for the abolition of prostitution and related practices (such as lapdancing, pornography and surrogacy).
You can find out more about us on our website: http://nordicmodelnow.org/

3  Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your organisation?

This is a response on behalf of an organisation

If other, please provide details:

4  If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best describes you?

Not Answered

5  What is your email address?

Email address:

6  What is your telephone number?

Telephone number:

7  If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be treated as confidential, please explain to us why you
regard the information as confidential. As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your explanation but cannot give an
assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances.

Please explain why you wish the information that you will provide to us to be treated as confidential:

Chapter 6: The parental order procedure

8  Consultation Question 1:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

International surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale, abuse and trafficking of children and the exploitation of birth mothers. These are
human rights issues of the utmost seriousness and so the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. For this reason these
cases should continue to be heard by a judge of the High Court.

Please provide your views below:

9  Consultation Question 2:

Please provide your views below:

All surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights
issues of the utmost seriousness and so the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. For this reason these cases should
NOT be heard by a lay judge but rather by a senior judge, e.g. ticketed to circuit judges or higher.



10  Consultation Question 3: We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the current allocation
rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation Questions 1 and 2.

Please provide your views below:

11  Consultation Question 4:

No

Please provide your views below:

The UN Special Rapporteur recommends* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be
taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration. Nothing about the
transfer of parental responsibility should be automatic and all options should be open.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

12  Consultation Question 5: We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the Family Procedure Rules 2010
should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise.
Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

13  Consultation Question 6:

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 8: Legal Parenthood: Proposals for Reform - A New Pathway

14  Consultation Question 7:

No

Please provide your views below:

We vehemently disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s key recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the
Protection of Children and Cooperation in respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. These require the birth mother to have legal parenthood and
parental responsibility when the child is born and that her consent to giving up the child must be freely given AFTER the child's birth. I believe that this
important safeguard against the sale of children and the exploitation of birth mothers should apply equally to surrogacy arrangements, in both an
international and a domestic context.

This proposal would set a very dangerous precedent for all women, all mothers, all children and all of the implications need to be fully understood. There
is no evidence in the consultation paper that the law commissioners have considered these more general implications fully, if at all.

I understand that the proposal to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ legal parenthood at birth is based on (or justified by) in part at least the
wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the consultation. I do not agree that these claimed wishes alone justify measures that contravene
the recommendations of the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to reduce the risk of the sale and
trafficking of children and to protect birth mothers.

Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to encourage or condone a system that would require women to deliberately
conceive and subsequently give birth with the expectation that they would have little or no legal responsibility for the child. The rights of the child must
be prioritised regardless whether that is what some ‘surrogate’ mothers say they want or not.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

15  Consultation Question 8:

Other

Please provide your views below:

We profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy organisations.

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

16  Consultation Question 9: We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes should apply to
traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated surrogacy organisation is involved.Do consultees agree?



Other

Please provide your views below:

We profoundly disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations, because they would inevitably lead to the normalising of surrogacy and
an increase in its prevalence.

17  Consultation Question 10: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a traditional, domestic
surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from entering into the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

We profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway.’

18  Consultation Question 11:

No

Please provide your views below:

We profoundly disagree with the proposal that the ‘intended parents’ should automatically acquire legal parenthood at birth and that the birth mother
has only a limited time to object. This contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations,* including that the birth mother is the legal parent at
birth and that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements are taken by a court or other competent
authority AFTER the birth, with the child’s best interests being the paramount consideration.

The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6
weeks after childbirth are recognised as the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy human life. In a
normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering
from major abdominal surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered decision of such huge and
life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is
received before the expiry of the deadline.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

19  Consultation Question 12:

Other

Please provide your views below:

We profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly with the ‘intended parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at
birth unless the birth mother objects.

The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent
change of legal parenthood and parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth and with the child’s best
interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.*

The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6
weeks after childbirth are recognised as the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy human life. In a
normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering
from major abdominal surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered decision of such huge and
life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is
received before the expiry of the deadline.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

20  Consultation Question 13:

No

Please provide your views below:

We profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth 
unless the birth mother objects. 
 
The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent 
change of legal parenthood and parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth and with the child’s best 
interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.* 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 
weeks after childbirth are recognised as the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy human life. In a



normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering
from major abdominal surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered decision of such huge and
life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is
received before the expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

21  Consultation Question 14:

No

Please provide your views below:

We profoundly disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendation* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and
parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth and that the child’s best
interests are the paramount consideration. A welfare assessment is an absolute requirement if an informed decision is to be made about the child’s best
interest. Therefore a welfare assessment MUST be made after the child’s birth.

The pre-conception assessment would typically have been carried out more than a year before the birth of the child. Much can change in that time.

The justification that a welfare assessment after the birth of the child is not necessary because parents of children born through the normal process are
not subject to such checks does not hold. Pregnancy, birth and the post-partum changes are intense physical and existential experiences that change you
and prime you to love and be sensitive to the new-born child and rise to the challenge of the enormous task of raising him or her to adulthood. For
obvious reasons ‘intended parents’ do not have this advantage.

In addition, pregnancy and childbirth are a huge investment of the birth mother’s physical, physiological and emotional resources, which means she has
already made a huge and unquantifiable, nearly year-long, commitment to the child. This means her practical and emotional commitment to the child is
already well-developed, giving her the best chance of surmounting all the difficulties that will inevitably arise over the course of the child’s childhood and
adolescence.

The ‘intended parents’ have had no similar experience. The investment of financial resources does not in any way prepare you for the practical reality of
caring for a new-born child and the long road of nurturing and shepherding him or her to adulthood.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

22  Consultation Question 15:

No

Please provide your views below:

We profoundly disagree with the ‘new pathway.’

There is a very real risk that spouses and partners will coerce women into being a ‘surrogate’ for financial gain. This risk is likely to increase if he or she
does not have legal parenthood or parental responsibility for any children born of the arrangement. This is enough reason to reject this proposal.

However, it also represents a significant change in legal parenthood rules and would therefore have an implication for all children, all families because it
would set a precedent. It should not be introduced without a full assessment of all the implications, including on the rights of mothers and children. There
is no evidence that the law commissioners have carried out any such assessment.

Yes

Please share your views below:

The normal legal parenthood rules should apply. This will reduce the risk of spouses and partners coercing women into surrogacy for financial gain.

23  Consultation Question 16:

No

Please provide your views below:

We profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth
unless the birth mother objects. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should not change if the child is stillborn.

No

Please provide your views below:

We profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the birth parents in this situation. The birth mother should always be the legal
parent of the child at birth and this should not change if the child is stillborn and the registration should accurately reflect this.



24  Consultation Question 17: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, where the child dies
before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents
before the expiry of the period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a declaration to the
effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the birth.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

We profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in this situation. The birth mother should always be the legal
parent of the child at birth and if the child dies before the parental order, the registration of birth should accurately reflect that the birth mother was the
legal parent.

25  Consultation Question 18: For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether, where the surrogate
dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during which she can exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the
new pathway and the intended parents should be required to make an application for a parental order.

Please provide your views below:

We profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

26  Consultation Question 19:

No

Please provide your views below:

We profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. We disagree with the deceased ‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents
in this situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and the registration of birth should accurately reflect this.

Please provide your views below:

The intended parents should NOT be registered as the child’s parents if they are already deceased – so option (2) is preferable.

27  Consultation Question 20:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

28  Consultation Question 21: We invite consultees’ views as to: (1) a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases;
and (2) how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this model.

Please provide your views below:

We profoundly oppose a three-parent model of legal parenthood, even if it is temporary. The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth and all
decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority
AFTER the birth of the child with the best interests of the child being the paramount consideration, as recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.*

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

29  Consultation Question 22:

Please provide your views below:

We profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should be the legal parent and have parental responsibility at birth
and all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent
authority AFTER the birth of the child based on the best interests of the child, as recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.* We believe the oversight
should be judicial.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

30  Consultation Question 23:

Please provide your views below:

The child’s best interests should drive all decisions about the child in the event of a dispute about a surrogacy arrangement. The welfare checklist
provides a comprehensive summary of the issues to be considered and is adequate as it is, and conforms to the UN Special Rapporteur’s
recommendation* that the child’s best interest is the paramount consideration. We therefore do not believe any other factors should be added.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx



31  Consultation Question 24:

Please provide your views below:

The child’s best interests should drive all decisions when considering whether to make a parental order. The welfare checklist provides a comprehensive
summary of the issues to be considered and is adequate as it is, and it conforms to UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendation* that the child’s best
interest is the paramount consideration. We therefore do not believe any other factors should be added.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

32  Consultation Question 25: We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be amended to add the
intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section 8 order without leave.

Please provide your views below:

There are real risks of the sale and trafficking of children and of exploitation of the birth mother and her reproductive capacities in all surrogacy
arrangements. The court should therefore always have oversight of the arrangements. We are also concerned that there should be no liberalisation of
the law on surrogacy because of the potential human rights abuses involved. We do not believe that ‘intended parents’ should be added to the list of
those who can apply for a section 8 order without leave.

33  Consultation Question 26:

No

Please provide your views below:

We profoundly disagree with this proposal. The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental
responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, as recommended by the
UN Special Rapporteur* in order to reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities.

We understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility is based on (or justified by) the wishes expressed by
some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify measures that contravene recommendations of the UN Special
Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children.

Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system that would require women to give birth with the
expectation that they would have no legal responsibility for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must be prioritised
regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

34  Consultation Question 27:

No

Please provide your views below:

We profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. We do not agree that the ‘intended parents’ should acquire parentage or parental
responsibility automatically. The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility
in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, with the child’s best interest the
paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of
children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities.

We understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility is based on (or justified by) the wishes expressed by
some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify a measure that contravenes recommendations of the UN Special
Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children.

Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system that would require women to give birth with the
expectation that they would have no responsibility for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must be prioritised
regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

35  Consultation Question 28: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the surrogate should retain
parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right
to object, assuming that she does not exercise her right to object.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:



We agree that the birth mother should have parental responsibility for the child but NOT that the ‘intended parents’ should get automatic legal
parenthood and parental responsibility.

All decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority
AFTER the birth of the child, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and
has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their women’s reproductive capacities.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

36  Consultation Question 29:

Please provide your views below:

We profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should have legal parenthood and parental responsibility at and after
the birth and all subsequent decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility should be taken by a court or other competent authority,
with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the
risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

Chapter 9: The Regulation of Surrogacy Arrangements

37  Consultation Question 30: We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the scope of the new
pathway.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

We profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

38  Consultation Question 31: We invite the views of independent surrogates, and intended parents who have used independent surrogacy
arrangements, to tell us about their experience. In particular, we would be interested to hear about any health screening, counselling and
legal advice that took place.

Please provide your views below:

N/A

39  Consultation Question 32:

Please provide your views below:

We profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first
optional protocol.

Please provide your views below:

We profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first
optional protocol.

40  Consultation Question 33:

No

Please provide your views below:

We disagree with this proposal because regulated (or unregulated) surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead
to an increase in its prevalence. We consider surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

Other

Please provide your views below:

We disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in
its prevalence. We consider surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

Other

Please provide your views below:



We disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in
its prevalence. We consider surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

41  Consultation Question 34:

Please provide your views below:

We disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in
its prevalence. We consider surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

Please provide your views below:

We disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in
its prevalence. We consider surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

Please provide your views below:

We disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in
its prevalence. We consider surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

42  Consultation Question 35: We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit making bodies. Do
consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

We disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction surrogacy, which we consider a violation of the human
rights of both women and children, and would drive an increase in surrogacy. Even if surrogacy organisations are non-profit making, they will inevitably
be driven by commercial imperatives (for example, to cover costs, salaries, etc.) and will need to continuously seek new business and to convince or
coerce more women to act as ‘surrogates.’

Deriving income from surrogacy is abhorrent and, given the parallels between surrogacy and prostitution, is a potential violation of Article 6 of CEDAW,
which prohibits third-parties profiting or otherwise benefiting from the prostitution of women.

43  Consultation Question 36: We invite consultees’ views as to what should be included in the definition of matching and facilitation services.

Please provide your views below:

We disagree with organisations being able to provide matching and facilitation services, because that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy,
which we consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

44  Consultation Question 37: We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer matching and
facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

We profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. We disagree with regulated surrogacy organisations or any other organisations being
able to provide matching and facilitation services for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which we
consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

45  Consultation Question 37: We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer
matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

We profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. We disagree with regulated surrogacy organisations or any other organisations being
able to provide matching and facilitation services for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which we
consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

46  Consultation Question 38: We invite consultees’ views as to the sanctions that should be available against organisations that offer
matching and facilitation services without being regulated to do so, and whether these should be criminal, civil or regulatory.

Please provide your views below:

We do not accept that matching and facilitation services should be allowed – regardless who they are provided by – because they would inevitably lead to
an increase in surrogacy, which we consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. Offering such services should be a criminal
offence.



47  Consultation Question 39: We provisionally propose that the remit of the Human Fertilisation and Embryology Authority be expanded to
include the regulation of regulated surrogacy organisations, and oversight of compliance with the proposed legal requirements for the new
pathway to legal parenthood. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

We disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction surrogacy, which we consider a violation of the human
rights of both women and children, and would drive an increase in surrogacy.

Please provide your views below:

48  Consultation Question 40: We provisionally propose that surrogacy agreements should remain unenforceable (subject to the exception we
provisionally propose in Consultation Question 88 in relation to financial terms). Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

49  Consultation Question 41: We provisionally propose that there should be no prohibition against charging for negotiating, facilitating and
advising on surrogacy arrangements. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

We VEHEMENTLY disagree with this proposal and the opening up of surrogacy in this country, because we consider it a violation of the human rights of
both women and the child. The idea of organisations charging to facilitate it is utterly abhorrent and violates the spirit, if not the letter, of Article 6 of
CEDAW, given the parallels between surrogacy and prostitution. Article 6 prohibits the exploitation of the prostitution of women – which includes deriving
any form of benefit from women’s prostitution.

50  Consultation Question 42: We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy should be removed, with
the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything that can lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. Do
consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

We VEHEMENTLY disagree with removing the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy. Surrogacy is a violation of the human rights of both
women and children, and enabling advertising sites (and other ‘service’ organisations) to financially benefit from it is abhorrent.

At this time of increasing poverty and inequality, it would be unethical to promote the idea that being a ‘surrogate’ mother would be a solution to an
impoverished woman’s financial problems. If this proposal is implemented, Facebook and Google are likely present surrogacy ads to female students and
young women suggesting that becoming a ‘surrogate’ would provide the solution to their financial worries. The most disadvantaged young women would
be the most vulnerable to this idea and it is doubtful it would ever truly be in her best interest.

Just as we protect disadvantaged people from the temptation of selling their kidneys for money, we need to protect disadvantaged women from the
temptation of renting their wombs. This means that advertising of surrogacy MUST remain banned.

Chapter 10: Children's Access to Information About Surrogacy Arrangements

51  Consultation Question 43: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, where the making of a parental order in respect of a child
born of a surrogacy arrangement has been recorded in the Parental Order Register, the child should be able to access his or her original birth
certificate at the age of 18. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

52  Consultation Question 44: We provisionally propose that where children are born of surrogacy arrangements that result in the intended
parents being recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of that certificate should make clear that the birth was the result of a
surrogacy arrangement. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:



We profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. We do not agree that the ‘intended parents’ should be recorded as parents on the
original birth certificate. The birth mother should be recorded as the birth mother on the birth certificate and all decisions involving legal parenthood and
parental responsibility should be taken after the birth by a court or other competent authority, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration.
This is the recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation
of women and their reproductive capacities.

However, if the ‘intended parents’ are recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of the certificate should make clear that the birth was the
result of a surrogacy arrangement.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

53  Consultation Question 45: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the birth registration system in England and Wales requires reform
and, if so, which reforms they would like to see.

Please provide your views below:

We do not consider the birth registration system to be in need for reform. We are particularly opposed to changes to allow for the registration of three
parents or for anyone other than the birth mother to be recorded as the mother on the original birth certificate. Such proposals could lead to the
facilitation of the sale of children and an erosion of mothers’ rights and a diluting of the understanding that the relationship between the birth mother
and the child is unique.

54  Consultation Question 46: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has been the subject of a
parental order should be able to access all the documents contained in the court’s file for those parental order proceedings.Do consultees
agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

55  Consultation Question 47:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Other

Please provide your views below:

OTHER

We profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy organisations. However, should surrogacy take place, it is
important that the children have access to information about their origins and these proposals seem generally sound, except that the information held
on gamete donors should also include identifying information – because otherwise it trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the right to
know her or his genetic parentage.

56  Consultation Question 48: We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate and the intended
parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy
arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

We agree but with the proviso that all the information should be identifying – because otherwise it trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child
the right to know her or his genetic and gestational parentage.

57  Consultation Question 49:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

We agree with (1) and (2) and believe there might be other circumstances where this is reasonable.

58  Consultation Question 50: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any provision for those born of a surrogacy
arrangement to make a request for information to disclose whether a person whom he or she is intending to marry, or with whom he or she
intends to enter into a civil partnership or intimate physical relationship, was carried by the same surrogate.

Please provide your views below:



YES, this should be possible.

59  Consultation Question 51:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

YES, we agree.

60  Consultation Question 52:

Please provide your views below:

YES, we agree

Please provide your views below:

YES, we agree

61  Consultation Question 53: For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether details of an
intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded in the register.

Please provide your views below:

The intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded in the register.

Chapter 11: Eligibility Criteria for a Parental Order

62  Consultation Question 54: We provisionally propose that the six month time limits in sections 54 and 54A of the HFEA 2008 for making a
parental order application should be abolished. Do consultees agree?

Please provide your views below:

NO

The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child.

63  Consultation Question 55:

No

Please provide your views below:

We disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s
wombs. An adoption order can be considered as an option when a parental order is not possible.

No

Please provide your views below:

We disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s
wombs. An adoption order can be considered as an option when a parental order is not possible.

Chapter 12: Eligibility Criteria for Both a Parental Order and for the New Pathway

64  Consultation Question 56:

No

Please provide your views below:

We profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The ‘intended parents’ should be domiciled (and not simply habitually resident) in the
UK in order to avoid surrogacy tourism.

Please provide your views below:

We profoundly disagree with opening up parental orders to ‘intended parents’ who are habitual residents but not domiciled in the UK – because of the
risk of surrogacy tourism.



65  Consultation Question 57:

Please provide your views below:

The qualifying categories of relationship should not be reformed or removed.

66  Consultation Question 58: We provisionally propose that to use the new pathway, intended parents should be required to make a
declaration in the surrogacy agreement that they intend for the child’s home to be with them. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide views below:

We profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

67  Consultation Question 59:

No

Please provide views below:

We profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic link should be retained. We dispute that surrogacy is ever a
‘medical necessity.’

Please provide views below:

We profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and all other proposals that are likely to result in an increase in surrogacy. We therefore
do not believe that double donation should be permitted under the parental order pathway in domestic surrogacy arrangements.

Yes

Please provide views below:

68  Consultation Question 60: We provisionally propose that if the requirement for a genetic link is retained for domestic cases outside the
new pathway, the requirement should not apply, subject to medical necessity, if the court determines that the intended parents in good faith
began the surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway but were required to apply for a parental order. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

We fundamentally disagree with proposals to introduce the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic link should be retained. We dispute that surrogacy is
ever a ‘medical necessity.’

69  Consultation Question 61: We provisionally propose that if double donation is permitted only in cases of medical necessity, an exception
should be made to allow a parental order to be granted to a single parent without a genetic link where the intended parent’s former partner
provides gametes but the intended parents’ relationship breaks down before the grant of a parental order. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide views below:

We dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’

70  Consultation Question 62:

Please provide your views below:

We oppose surrogacy and believe that it is a fundamental violation of women’s and children’s rights and that it should therefore be banned. We dispute
that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’

Please provide your views below:

We dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’

71  Consultation Question 63:

Other

Please provide your views below:



We profoundly oppose the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. However, we support the requirement in any surrogacy arrangements for the recording of
the identity of all genetic parents and the birth mother.

Please provide your views below:

While we oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, we support this condition for a parental order in the circumstances described in both (1) and (2).

Yes

Please provide your views below:

While we oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, if it happens, we support this provision.

72  Consultation Question 64:

No

Please provide your views below:

We are opposed to surrogacy and would like to see it banned, because it is a violation of both women’s and children’s human rights.

Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good
health until the child reaches adulthood. Surrogacy is therefore particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. If surrogacy is to be opened up,
a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is imperative. This will make it clear that society does not condone older people entering a surrogacy
arrangement and will make it less likely that older people will go ahead with such an arrangement and present the court with a fait accompli.

Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement
up to that age but not beyond. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully.

Please provide your views below:

We profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be allowed, there should be a maximum age limit for
‘intended parents’ and it should be 45.

Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good
health until the child reaches adulthood. We are opposed to surrogacy per se, because it is a violation of both women’s and children’s human rights.
However, it is particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. We therefore consider that a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is
important. This will make it clear that society does not consider it acceptable for older people to enter into a surrogacy arrangement and will make it less
likely that they will.

Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement
up to that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully.

Other

Please provide your views below:

We profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be allowed, there should be a minimum age for ‘intended
parents’ and it should be much older than 18. We suggest that 25 would be more appropriate.

Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement
at that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. What kind of society would want 18-year olds to believe that it would be
reasonable for them to become ‘parents’ through a surrogacy arrangement – before they have taken even their first steps into independence and
adulthood

73  Consultation Question 65:

Other

Please provide your views below:

We are opposed to surrogacy per se and would like to see it banned, because we consider it a violation of both women’s and children’s human rights.

At 18 a woman is barely out of childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish herself as an adult. This means that she is particularly
vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There should be a significantly older minimum age for entering into a surrogacy arrangement and we suggest
that 25 years would be more appropriate.

Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that
age limits are set very carefully. What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy arrangement is a reasonable thing
for them to be doing before they have taken even their first steps into independence and adulthood?

Other



Please provide your views below:

We profoundly disagree with the proposals for a ‘new pathway’. At 18 a woman is barely out of childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish
herself as an adult. This means that she is particularly vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There should be a significantly older minimum age for
entering into a surrogacy arrangement and we suggest that 25 years would be more appropriate.

Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that
age limits are set very carefully. What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy arrangement is a reasonable thing
for them to be doing before they have taken even their first steps into independence and adulthood?

Chapter 13: Eligibility Criteria for the New Pathway

74  Consultation Question 66:

Other

Please provide your views below:

We profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

Please provide your views below:

75  Consultation Question 67:

Other

Please provide your views below:

We profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

76  Consultation Question 68: We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that the surrogate and the
intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect of the law and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is
signed. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

We profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

77  Consultation Question 69:

Other

Please provide your views below:

We profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

Please provide your views below:

We profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

78  Consultation Question 70: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the surrogate has previously given
birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

We are profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’.

Society should not condone women who have never had a child of their own entering an arrangement to undergo pregnancy and childbirth for someone
else. It is impossible to understand what pregnancy and childbirth are like and how they will change you until or unless you have had that experience
yourself.

79  Consultation Question 71: We provisionally propose that there should not be a maximum number of surrogate pregnancies that a woman
can undertake as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

We are profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. 



Society should not condone women undergoing multiple ‘surrogate’ pregnancies and childbirths. Even the Kennel Club recognises that female dogs
should not be allowed to undertake more than four pregnancies. It is abhorrent that female dogs have better protections than women would have under
this proposal.

Chapter 15: Payments to the Surrogate: Options for Reform

80  Consultation Question 72:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

We are opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children,
against which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

We would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to
the birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

81  Consultation Question 73:

Please provide your views below:

We are opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children,
against which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

We would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to
the birth mother above the actual essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, and travel to medical
appointments – backed up by receipts.

82  Consultation Question 74:

Please provide your views below:

We are opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children,
against which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

We would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to
the birth mother above the actual essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, and travel to medical
appointments – backed up by receipts.

83  Consultation Question 75:

Please provide your views below:

We are opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children,
against which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

We would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to
the birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

84  Consultation Question 76: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay their
surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or self-employed).

Please provide your views below:

We are opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, 
against which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 



There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests. 
 
We would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to
the birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
We are therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost earnings.

85  Consultation Question 77:

Please provide your views below:

We are opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children,
against which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

We would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to
the birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

We are therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost earnings.

86  Consultation Question 78:

Please provide your views below:

N/A

87  Consultation Question 79:

Please provide your views below:

It is absurd to propose that one could place a monetary value on the pain of adverse pregnancy outcomes. In putting a price tag on a perineal tear for 
example, some mothers report little pain or symptoms, others have profound ongoing fear of vaginal penetration, which can result in very significant 
emotional and relationship difficulties. Infection may complicate healing, and some women report long term sequelae from this, such as impaired wound 
healing. 
 
Haematology conditions should also be considered. Blood loss, for example due to placental haemorrhage can be very significant, and potentially result 
in emergency hysterectomy and blood transfusion to save the life of the mother. It is a fact that although blood is thoroughly screened in the UK there 
still remains the potential for blood borne illnesses to be transmitted, and the fact that some of these may not have been identified yet by researchers is 
also a real risk to a mother receiving transfusion. Persons who have had a blood transfusion are currently unable to donate blood themselves in the UK, 
due to the risk of (vCJD) transmission. This is an indication of the gravity of receiving blood products. 
 
No medical intervention is EVER risk free. Receiving multiple blood products in the context of Massive Transfusion Protocol (eg platelets, Fresh Frozen 
Plasma, cryoprecipitate) only heighten those risks. 
 
Conditions such as HELLP (Haemolysis, Elevated Liver enzymes, Low Platelets) can be fatal, and although the maternal mortality rate is low, it can have 
significant sequelae, including renal failure potentially requiring dialysis, placental abruption (potentially fatal for mother and baby), permanent liver 
damage, and retinal detachment resulting in visual impairment. 
 
Each of these conditions have long term consequences for a woman, psychologically, physically and emotionally, and may also affect her ability to return 
to work or care for other children. 
 
Also, the late complications of childbirth have been disregarded. Late consequences of childbirth can include vaginal or rectal prolapse, urinary and faecal 
incontinence. Women who have had a C section may experience ongoing pain around the scar. Some sources quote this as affecting between 6 and 18 
percent of women. These symptoms can be profoundly distressing, and may take years to present (conversely, may present immediately). 
 
How could we ensure that women suffering these complications are compensated? They are multifactorial, and risk increases with instrumented delivery 
and parity. How would it be proposed to unpick the role of a surrogate pregnancy in causing these symptoms in relation to other risk factors, for example 
parity, smoking history, personal medical history? 
 
Psychiatric conditions are also absent from this list. Complications including depression and anxiety may be worsened by pregnancy. Other mental health 
conditions such as post natal depression and post partum psychosis can be fatal, and impact on a woman’s health for many years to come. We are quite 
shocked that none of these conditions have been explicitly mentioned and it does make us wonder how the list of complications was created. We’d also 
like to know what level of haemorrhage would be considered “excessive”. 
 
The wording of the question “should” be able to pay compensation is not the same as being mandated to do so. This potentially creates a situation where 
some “luckier” women would receive compensation others would not. 



All of the above illustrates the risks of surrogacy and confirms our support for a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.

Please provide your views below:

We are opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children,
against which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

We would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

We are opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children,
against which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

We would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.

88  Consultation Question 80: We invite consultees' views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay compensation to the
surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for
the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

We are opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children,
against which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

We would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to
the birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

This question illustrates the risks of surrogacy and why we oppose it.

89  Consultation Question 81:

Please provide your views below:

We are opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children,
against which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

We would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to
the birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

We are therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to give the birth mother gifts.

90  Consultation Question 82:

It should not be possible for the intended parents to agree to pay a woman for the service of undertaking a surrogacy.

Please provide your views below:

We are opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, 
against which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor 
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests. 
 
We would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to 
the birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts. 



We are therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her ‘services’.

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

We are opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children,
against which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

We would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to
the birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

We are therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her ‘services’.

Please provide any views below:

We are opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children,
against which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

We would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to
the birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

We are therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to make any type of fee or payment to the birth mother for her ‘services’.

91  Consultation Question 83:

Please provide views below:

We are opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children,
against which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

We would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to
the birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

This question is therefore not applicable because we oppose the payment of birth mothers for their ‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of
surrogacy.

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

We are opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children,
against which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

We would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to
the birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

This question is therefore not applicable because we oppose the payment of birth mothers for their ‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of
surrogacy.

92  Consultation Question 84: We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to surrogates should be the
same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. Do consultees
agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:



We are opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children,
against which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

We are opposed to the ‘new pathway’ and would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. But if surrogacy is to take place we
consider that regardless of the surrogacy arrangement being used, the only payments that should ever be made are essential and basic expenses for
which receipts are provided.

93  Consultation Question 85: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have not discussed which
they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

We are opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children,
against which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

We would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to
the birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

94  Consultation Question 86: We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that intended parents should
be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

We are opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children,
against which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

We would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to
the birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

95  Consultation Question 87:

Please provide your views below:

We are opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children,
against which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

We would like to see a total ban on surrogacy, like there is in Spain. If it goes ahead, however, the only payments that should be made are essential and
basic expenses and for which receipts are provided. The judge or other competent authority should closely monitor all financial aspects of the
arrangement (in line with the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations*) and refuse the parental order when payments have exceeded basic expenses.
If it is not a judge overseeing the arrangements, the competent authority should be totally independent and not, for example, an agency (or ‘regulated
surrogacy organisation’) that has been involved in the arrangements in any way.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

96  Consultation Question 88:

Other

Please provide your views below:

We profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. We would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.

Other

Please provide your views below:

We profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The idea that a ‘surrogacy agreement’ could place restrictions on the birth mother’s
lifestyle is utterly abhorrent.



Chapter 16: International Surrogacy Arrangements

97  Consultation Question 89: We invite overseas surrogates (or bodies representing or advocating for surrogates) to share with us their
experiences of international surrogacy arrangements.

Please provide your views below:

N/A

98  Consultation Question 90: We invite organisations focused on children’s rights and welfare in the international context to share with us
their views on our proposed reforms and consultation questions in this chapter.

Please provide your views below:

N/A

99  Consultation Question 91: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of their experience of applying to register a child born through
an international surrogacy arrangement as a British citizen and obtaining a passport for the child. In particular, we would be interested to hear
how long the application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have about causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

N/A

100  Consultation Question 92: We provisionally propose that it should be possible for a file to be opened, and the application process for
obtaining registration of a child born from an international surrogacy arrangement and obtaining a passport to begin, prior to the birth of the
child.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a passport in international surrogacy arrangements appears
to contradict the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling and trafficking of children and the
protection of the rights of the birth mother. We therefore strongly disagree with this proposal.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

101  Consultation Question 93: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of applying for a visa for a
child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In particular, we would be interested to hear how long the application took after
the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

N/A

102  Consultation Question 94:

No

Please provide your views below:

Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a passport before the child is born in international surrogacy
arrangements appears to contradict the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling and trafficking of
children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. We therefore strongly disagree with this proposal.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

No

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:



The time limit should be retained. If the time limit is exceeded, then an adoption order can be considered.

103  Consultation Question 95:We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process for applying for a EU
Uniform Format Form in respect of a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement, before the child is born. The application will
need to be completed after the birth of the child.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for an EU Uniform Format Form for the child before she or he is born in international
surrogacy arrangements appears to contradict the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling and
trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. We therefore strongly disagree with this proposal.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

104  Consultation Question 96: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of applying for a EU Uniform
Format Form for a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In particular we would be interested to hear how long the
application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

N/A

105  Consultation Question 97: We provisionally propose that the UK Government should provide a single, comprehensive guide for intended
parents explaining the nationality and immigration consequences of having a child through an international surrogacy arrangement. Do
consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

We agree with such a guide, but would like to see it explaining the reasons why surrogacy is a violation of the human rights of women and children and all
the other ways in which it is possible for people to enjoy children in their lives.

106  Consultation Question 98: We provisionally propose that international surrogacy arrangements should not be eligible for the new
pathway to parenthood.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

We profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. We would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK.

107  Consultation Question 99:

No

Please provide your views below:

We do not see how this proposal for such a blanket power would align with the UN Special Rapporteur’s key recommendations* and the Hague
Convention on the Protection of Children and Cooperation in respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. The latter requires the birth mother to have legal
parenthood and parental responsibility when the child is born and that her consent to giving up the child must be given AFTER the child's birth and that
the transfer of ‘parenthood’ should be overseen by the courts or a competent authority on an individual case by case basis, with the best interests of the
child being the paramount consideration. This is an important safeguard against the sale of children and for the protection of the birth mother and we
believe it should apply equally to international surrogacy arrangements. We therefore strongly disagree with this proposal.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

108  Consultation Question 100:

Please provide your views below:

N/A

Please provide your views below:

Restrictions and checks MUST be in place to protect the child and the birth mother from trafficking and exploitation. The process should include the same
checks as would be used in an international adoption.

Chapter 17: Miscellaneous Issues



109  Consultation Question 101: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current application of the law on statutory paternity leave, and
statutory paternity pay, to the situation of the surrogate’s spouse, civil partner or partner requires reform.

Please provide your views below:

We do not believe this needs changing.

110  Consultation Question 102: We provisionally propose that provision for maternity allowance should be made in respect of intended
parents, and that any such provision should be limited so that only one intended parent qualifies. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

111  Consultation Question 103:

Please provide your views below:

We are opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a human rights abuse of both women and children.

112  Consultation Question 104: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the duty of employers to provide suitable facilities for any person at
work who is a pregnant woman or nursing mother to rest under Regulation 25 of the Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations 1992
is sufficient to include intended parents in a surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

We are opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a human rights abuse of both women and children.

113  Consultation Question 105: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are further issues in relation to employment rights and
surrogacy arrangements and, if so, any suggestions for reform.

Please provude your views below:

We are opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a human rights abuse of both women and children.

114  Consultation Question 106: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they believe any reforms in relation to surrogacy and succession
law are required.

Please provide your views below:

We are opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a human rights abuse of both women and children.

115  Consultation Question 107:

Please provide your views below:

It is important that all health and care professionals are aware that surrogacy agreements are not legally binding and that ‘intended parents’ have no legal 
right to override the birth mother’s wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or medical and health care, including during pregnancy, labour and 
childbirth, and the postpartum period. Even if she has previously agreed to them sharing decisions and being informed on these matters, she can 
withdraw her consent at any time for any or no reason. All professionals involved in her care are duty-bound to comply with her wishes. 
 
All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or 
more persons, including her spouse or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be present in so-called 
altruistic surrogacy arrangements. 
 
Surrogacy arrangements place additional and complicated pressures on healthcare staff and this could reduce the standard of impartial care given to 
birth mothers and new-borns – especially when the ‘intended parents’ are entitled, rich or of high status. This alone is a valid reason to be extremely 
cautious about making changes that will increase the numbers of surrogacy births. 
 
It is generally recognised that egg donation and IVF pregnancies carry additional health risks. As most surrogacy pregnancies involve IVF, any increase in 
surrogacy is likely to lead to additional pressure on the NHS. 
 
Adoption research suggests that the separation of the new-born and the birth mother has long-term negative effects on the well-being of both of them. 
This is likely to be the same for birth mothers and babies in surrogacy arrangements and so can be expected to place additional long-term pressures on 
the NHS and society as a whole. This has not been considered and there are no questions about this. 
 
An increase in surrogacy will require an increase in egg donation, which is a risky procedure that can have a long-term negative impact on the woman’s 
health, including premature death. Ethical issues abound. Young women might be coerced by financial pressures to donate eggs when this isn’t in their 
best interests and there are worries about eugenics – where egg donors are selected on the basis of blonde hair, blue eyes and stereotypical measures of 
‘attractiveness’ for example.



 
The law commissioners do not appear to have considered the likely impact of any of these issues. There is no question about people’s thoughts about the
NHS picking up the tab for the extra costs involved in surrogacy and whether this affects their opinions on surrogacy itself. There appears to have been
no evaluation of the size of the additional costs to the NHS and society. 
 
At a time when the NHS is under severe strain, and life changing therapies (for cancer, cystic fibrosis etc.) are not funded due to financial constraints it is a
slap in the face to provide money for prospective parents to indulge their parenting fantasies while denying patients access to drugs which are standard
of care in other counties.

Please provide your views below:

The guidance should be revised to clarify that surrogacy agreements are not legally binding and that the birth mother has the right to change her mind at
any time, for any or no reason. Healthcare professionals must accept that her wishes are paramount and that the ‘intended parents’ have no legal right to
override her wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or medical and health care, including during pregnancy, labour, childbirth and the postpartum
period.

All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or
more persons, including her spouse or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be present in so-called
altruistic surrogacy arrangements.

The guidance should make it clear that healthcare professionals should be even more alert than normal to the possibility that she is being coerced and to
ensure that they can speak to her alone, including during labour, and that if she changes her mind about who is present in consultations, and the labour
ward/delivery suite, they must respect her wishes.

Please provide your views below:

It is important that midwifery practice always prioritises the wishes of the birth mother and the well-being of herself and the child.

116  Consultation Question 108: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other legal issues in relation to surrogacy, not
covered in this Consultation Paper, that merit examination.

Please provide your views below:

It is of considerable concern that the law commissioners appear to have given no consideration to the significant risk that women will be coerced into
agreeing to participate in surrogacy arrangements for someone else’s benefit. This can be true in ‘altruistic’ surrogacy but is even more likely if substantial
payments are involved.

It is well-known that women and girls are groomed and/or coerced into prostitution by partners and ‘boyfriends’ who act as their pimp and take all or
much of their earnings. This is a major route by which many women enter prostitution and is a major factor in preventing their exit. There is no reason to
expect that the same dynamics will not occur in relation to surrogacy if it is opened up and provides opportunities to make significant amounts of money.

If the law commissioners’ proposals are enacted, there must therefore also be legislation that prohibits coercing a woman into a surrogacy arrangement.
This should be a criminal offence and carry a hefty penalty – in recognition that it is a human rights violation and so that it acts as a deterrent. That such a
law would be difficult to enforce just adds to the arguments for why paid surrogacy is a bad idea – and especially for women.

It would be far better to simply ban all surrogacy arrangements – or at the very least any payments beyond basic and essential expenses backed by
receipts and overseen by a judge.

Chapter 18: Impact

117  Consultation Question 109:

Please insert the year of birth here:
N/A

Not Answered

If international, in which country did the arrangement take place?:

N/A

Not Answered

Not Answered

118  Consultation Question 110:

Not Answered

Not Answered



Not Answered

Please provide the cost of any legal advice or representation below:

N/A

119  Consultation Question 111: We invite consultees’ views as to the impact (social, emotional, financial or otherwise) of the current law
where the intended parents are not the legal parents from birth of the child born of the surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

N/A

120  Consultation Question 112:

Please provide your views below:

N/A

Please provide your views below:

N/A

121  Consultation Question 113:

Please provide your views below:

N/A

Please provide your views below:

N/A

122  Consultation Question 114:

Please provide your views below:

N/A

123  Consultation Question 115:

Please provide your views below:

N/A

Please provide your views below:

N/A

124  Consultation Question 116:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

N/A

Please provide your views below:

N/A

Please provide your views below:

N/A

Please provide your views below:

N/A

125  Consultation Question 117: We invite consultees’ views as to the specific impact of our proposals in Northern Ireland.

Please provide your views below:



126  Consultation Question 118: We invite consultees’ views as to any other impact that we have not specifically addressed in this chapter, or
the preceding chapters, of this Consultation Paper.

Please provide your views below:

It seems that before the law commissioners designed this consultation, they had already decided that surrogacy is a positive thing and so legislation
should enable it. This may be explained by a limited ‘pre-consultation’ mainly focusing on people who already had a vested interest in surrogacy –
‘intended parents,’ women who claim to have had a positive experience of surrogacy, and lawyers and other organisations who stand to make money
from commercial-style surrogacy if it is given the green light.

It seems that the law commissioners did not consider women as a group to be key stakeholders in this endeavour. This is a major error, because just as
all women are affected by the institution of prostitution, so all women will be affected by any opening up of commercial-style surrogacy in this country.

It could even be argued that one of the key drivers of commercial surrogacy is a desire by men to break the legal and cultural recognition of the unique
bond between birth mother and child – and indeed the proposals to make the ‘intended parents’ the legal parents from the moment of birth are a major
step in this direction, and are likely to have a significant impact down the line – potentially affecting the status of all women.

Paid surrogacy opens up enormous potential for abuse and risks spouses, partners and other family members coercing a woman into engaging in
commercial surrogacy for their (and not her) financial benefit. This will be a potential risk for thousands of women, which appears to have been
completely overlooked by the law commissioners.

The UK and Scottish Law Commissions are obliged to comply with the Public Sector Equality Duty (PSED) when carrying out public functions, such as this
consultation. There doesn’t appear to be any evidence they have done so, because they have not provided their equality considerations and impact
assessments. As surrogacy has a very different impact on women and children than on adult males, we believe the law commissioners are in breach of
equality legislation.

The Equality and Human Rights Commission describes the obligations under the PSED to have due regard to the need to:

• Eliminate unlawful discrimination, harassment and victimisation and other conduct prohibited by the Act.
• Advance equality of opportunity between people who share a protected characteristic and those who do not.
• Foster good relations between people who share a protected characteristic and those who do not.

There are many ways in which opening up surrogacy in the UK is likely to worsen women’s position relative to men’s, and the relationship between the
sexes. Any loosening of the laws around surrogacy could therefore be considered discriminatory. Surrogacy is also likely to have an impact on the
relations between the different generations. Imagine the rage that young people may feel when they discover that their ‘parents’ not only bought them
but took advantage of their birth mothers.

It is of major concern that the law commissioners’ ethical arguments hinge on ideas that are not based on any recognised human rights instruments –
such as the idea that ‘procreative liberty’ confers some kind of human right to surrogacy and the idea that a woman has a human right to be a ‘surrogate.’
These arguments do not hold up to scrutiny and have been clearly rejected by the UN Special Rapporteur.*

It is shocking that the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ violate many of the recommendations of the UN Special Rapporteur that are designed to guard
against the sale of children and the exploitation of birth mothers, including:

 The birth mother must be accorded the status of legal mother at birth, and must be under no contractual or legal obligation to participate in the legal or
physical transfer of the child.
 All payments to the birth mother must be made before the legal and physical transfer of the child and must be non-reimbursable – even if she decides
not to relinquish the child.
 The birth mother’s choice to transfer the child “must be a gratuitous act, based on her own post-birth intentions, rather than on any legal or contractual
obligation.”
 Pre-conception checks, while encouraged, cannot take the place of appropriate welfare checks after the birth of the child.
 Decisions about parentage and parental responsibility must be made by a court or other competent authority on an individual basis after the birth with
the best interests of the child being paramount.

The consultation is confusing and it does not conform to the government’s consultation guidelines. There are too many questions, they are too detailed
and do not ask the important high-level questions – such as whether you think surrogacy can ever be ethical, etc.

For all these reasons, the law commissioners should go back to the drawing board and start again from the position of women’s and children’s human
rights. If it is found that there is no way to liberalise surrogacy law that is compliant with obligations under international treaties such as CEDAW and the
UNCRC and its first optional protocol, then the law must not be liberalised.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx
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Surrogacy Consultation Questions 

Email the completed document to surrogacy@lawcommission.gov.uk before the deadline 
of 11 October 2019. 

ABOUT YOU 

1. What is your name? 
Name (Required) 

 
 
2. If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a 
university), what is the name of your organisation? 
N/A 
 
3. Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your 
organisation? 
(Required – Choose one response) 

• This is a personal response 
• This is a response on behalf of an organisation 
• Other 

If other, please provide details: 

 
 
4. If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best 
describes you? 
(Choose one response) 

• Surrogate 
• Intended parent 
• Person born of a surrogacy arrangement 
• Family member of a surrogate 
• Family member of an intended parent 
• Legal practitioner 
• Medical practitioner or counsellor 
• Social worker 
• Academic 
• Other individual 
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5. What is your email address? 
Email address:  

 
 
If you enter your email address then you will automatically receive an acknowledgement email 
when you submit your response. 

6. What is your telephone number? 
Telephone number:  

 
 
7. If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be 
treated as confidential, please explain to us why you regard the information as confidential. 
As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your explanation but cannot 
give an assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances. 
 
 
 

 

 

Consultation Question 1. 
1.1 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in England and Wales:  

(1) all international surrogacy arrangements should continue to be automatically 
allocated to a judge of the High Court; and 

YES 
 
International surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale, abuse and trafficking of 
children and the exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights issues of the utmost 
seriousness and so the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. 
For this reason these cases should continue to be heard by a judge of the High Court.  

 
(2) if international surrogacy arrangements are not automatically allocated to a judge of 

the High Court, circuit judges should be ticketed to hear such cases. 

Paragraph 6.42 
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Consultation Question 2. 
1.2 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in respect of England and Wales  

(1) domestic surrogacy cases which continue to require a post-birth parental order 
should continue to be heard by lay justices, or whether they should be allocated to another 
level of the judiciary; and 

(2) If consultees consider that such cases should be allocated to another level of the 
judiciary, which level of the judiciary would be appropriate. 

All surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale and trafficking of children and the 
exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights issues of the utmost seriousness and so 
the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. For this reason these 
cases should NOT be heard by a lay judge but rather by a senior judge, e.g. ticketed to circuit 
judges or higher. 

Paragraph 6.51 

 

Consultation Question 3. 
1.3 We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the 

current allocation rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation 
Questions 1 and 2. 

 
Paragraph 6.53 

 

Consultation Question 4. 
1.4 We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, the court should be placed under a 

duty to consider whether to make an order awarding the intended parents parental 
responsibility at the first directions hearing in the proceedings. 

Do consultees agree? 

(Note that this provisional proposal would be necessary only if our provisional proposal in 
Chapter 8 that all intended parents (whether in the new pathway or not) automatically 
acquire parental responsibility if the child is living with or being cared for by them is not 
supported by consultees). 

NO 
 
The UN Special Rapporteur recommends* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent 
authority AFTER the birth and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration. 
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Nothing about the transfer of parental responsibility should be automatic and all options should 
be open. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 6.58 

 

Consultation Question 5. 
1.5 We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the FPR 2010 

should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the 
proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise.  

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 6.72 

 

Consultation Question 6. 
1.6 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they are of the view that, in Scotland:  

(1) there is a need for greater consistency and clarity in provisions relating to the 
expenses of curators ad litem and reporting officers and, if so, how this should be 
addressed;   

(2) it should be provided by statute that, at the initial hearing or any subsequent hearing 
for a parental order, the court may make any such interim order or orders for 
parental responsibilities and parental rights as it sees fit; and/or 

(3) further procedural reform is needed and, if so, what that reform should be. 

 
Paragraph 6.110 

 

Consultation Question 7. 
1.7 In respect of a domestic surrogacy arrangement, we provisionally propose that, before the 

child is conceived, where the intended parents and surrogate have: 

(1) entered into an agreement including the prescribed information, which will include a 
statement as to legal parenthood on birth, 
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(2) complied with procedural safeguards for the agreement, and 

(3) met eligibility requirements, 

on the birth of the child the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child, 
subject to the surrogate’s right to object. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I vehemently disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s key 
recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the Protection of Children and Cooperation in 
respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. These require the birth mother to have legal 
parenthood and parental responsibility when the child is born and that her consent to giving up 
the child must be freely given AFTER the child's birth. I believe that this important safeguard 
against the sale of children and the exploitation of birth mothers should apply equally to 
surrogacy arrangements, in both an international and a domestic context. 
 
This proposal would set a very dangerous precedent for all women, all mothers, all children and 
all of the implications need to be fully understood. There is no evidence in the consultation paper 
that the law commissioners have considered these more general implications fully, if at all. 
 
I understand that the proposal to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ legal parenthood at 
birth is based on (or justif ied by) in part at least the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ 
mothers prior to the consultation. I do not agree that these claimed wishes alone justify 
measures that contravene the recommendations of the UN Special Rapporteur and the 
provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to reduce the risk of the sale and 
trafficking of children and to protect birth mothers. 
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to encourage or 
condone a system that would require women to deliberately conceive and subsequently give 
birth with the expectation that they would have little or no legal responsibility for the child. The 
rights of the child must be prioritised regardless whether that is what some ‘surrogate’ mothers 
say they want or not. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.13 

 

Consultation Question 8. 
1.8 We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations and licensed clinics 

should be under a duty to keep a record of surrogacy arrangements under the new 
pathway to which they are a party, with such records being retained for a specified 
minimum period. 
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Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy 
organisations. 

 
1.9 We invite consultees’ views as to what the length of that period should be: whether 100 

years or another period. 

Paragraph 8.14 

 

Consultation Question 9. 
1.10 We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes 

should apply to traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated surrogacy 
organisation is involved. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations, because they 
would inevitably lead to a normalising of surrogacy and an increase in its prevalence. 

Paragraph 8.21 

 

Consultation Question 10. 
1.11 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a 

traditional, domestic surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from 
entering into the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway.’  
Paragraph 8.22 

 

Consultation Question 11. 
1.12 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the surrogate should have the right to object to the acquisition of legal parenthood 
by the intended parents, for a fixed period after the birth of the child;  
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(2) this right to object should operate by the surrogate making her objection in writing 
within a defined period, with the objection being sent to both the intended parents 
and the body responsible for the regulation of surrogacy; and 

(3) the defined period should be the applicable period for birth registration less one 
week. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposal that the ‘intended parents’ should automatically acquire 
legal parenthood at birth and that the birth mother has only a limited time to object. This 
contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations,* including that the birth mother is the 
legal parent at birth and that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility 
in surrogacy arrangements are taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth, 
with the child’s best interests being the paramount consideration. 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to 
give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as 
the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before 
the expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.35 

 

Consultation Question 12. 
1.13 We provisionally propose that, where the surrogate objects to the intended parents 

acquiring legal parenthood within the period fixed after birth, the surrogacy arrangement 
should no longer be able to proceed in the new pathway, with the result that: 

(1) the surrogate will be the legal parent of the child;  

(2) if one of the intended parents would, under the current law, be a legal parent of the 
child, then he or she will continue to be a legal parent in these circumstances; and 

(3) the intended parents would be able to make an application for a parental order to 
obtain legal parenthood. 
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Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly with the ‘intended 
parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects.  
 
The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil 
partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent change of legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth 
and with the child’s best interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN 
Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.* 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to 
give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as 
the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before 
the expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.36 

 

Consultation Question 13. 
1.14 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway: 

(1) the intended parents should be required to make a declaration on registering the 
birth of the child that they have no reason to believe that the surrogate has lacked 
capacity at any time during the period in which she had the right to object to the 
intended parents acquiring legal parenthood; 

(2) if the intended parents cannot provide this declaration then, during the period in 
which she has the right to object to the intended parents acquiring legal parenthood, 
the surrogate should be able to provide a positive consent to such acquisition; and 

(3) if the intended parents are unable to make this declaration and the surrogate is 
unable to provide the positive consent within the relevant period, the surrogacy 
arrangement should exit the new pathway and the intended parents should be able 
to make an application for a parental order. 
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Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended 
parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects.  
 
The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil 
partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent change of legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth 
and with the child’s best interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN 
Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.* 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to 
give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as 
the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before 
the expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.37 

 

Consultation Question 14. 
1.15 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway, the welfare of the child to be born as a 

result of the surrogacy arrangement: 

(1) should be assessed in the way set out in Chapter 8 of the current Code of Practice; 

(2) either the regulated surrogacy organisation or regulated clinic, as appropriate, 
should be responsible for ensuring that this procedure is followed; and 

(3) there should be no requirement for any welfare assessment of the child after his or 
her birth. 

Do consultees agree? 
 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s 
recommendation* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in 
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surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the 
birth and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration. A welfare assessment is 
an absolute requirement if an informed decision is to be made about the child’s best interest. 
Therefore a welfare assessment MUST be made after the child’s birth. 
 
The pre-conception assessment would typically have been carried out more than a year before 
the birth of the child. Much can change in that time.  
 
The justif ication that a welfare assessment after the birth of the child is not necessary because 
parents of children born through the normal process are not subject to such checks does not 
hold. Pregnancy, birth and the post-partum changes are intense physical and existential 
experiences that change you and prime you to love and be sensitive to the new-born child and 
rise to the challenge of the enormous task of raising him or her to adulthood. For obvious 
reasons ‘intended parents’ do not have this advantage.  
 
In addition, pregnancy and childbirth are a huge investment of the birth mother’s physical, 
physiological and emotional resources, which means she has already made a huge and 
unquantif iable, nearly year-long, commitment to the child. This means her practical and 
emotional commitment to the child is already well-developed, giving her the best chance of 
surmounting all the diff iculties that will inevitably arise over the course of the child’s childhood 
and adolescence.  
 
The ‘intended parents’ have had no similar experience. The investment of f inancial resources 
does not in any way prepare you for the practical reality of caring for a new-born child and the 
long road of nurturing and shepherding him or her to adulthood. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.51 

 

Consultation Question 15. 
1.16 We provisionally propose that, for a child born as a result of a surrogacy arrangement 

under the new pathway, where the surrogate has exercised her right to object to the 
intended parents’ acquisition of legal parenthood at birth, the surrogate’s spouse or civil 
partner, if any, should not be a legal parent of the child. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘new pathway.’  
 
There is a very real risk that spouses and partners will coerce women into being a ‘surrogate’ for 
f inancial gain. This risk is likely to increase if he or she does not have legal parenthood or 
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parental responsibility for any children born of the arrangement. This is enough reason to reject 
this proposal. 
 
However, it also represents a significant change in legal parenthood rules and would therefore 
have an implication for all children, all families because it would set a precedent. It should not be 
introduced without a full assessment of all the implications, including on the rights of mothers and 
children. There is no evidence that the law commissioners have carried out any such 
assessment. 
 
1.17 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in the case of a surrogacy arrangement outside 

the new pathway, the surrogate’s spouse or civil partner should continue to be a legal 
parent of the child born as a result of the arrangement. 

YES 
 
The normal legal parenthood rules should apply. This will reduce the risk of spouses and 
partners coercing women into surrogacy for f inancial gain. 

Paragraph 8.57 

 

Consultation Question 16. 
1.18 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway, where a child born of a surrogacy 

arrangement is stillborn: 

(1) the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child unless the surrogate 
exercises her right to object; and 

(2) the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being registered as 
the parents before the expiry of the period of the right to object. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended 
parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects. The 
birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should not change if 
the child is stillborn. 
 
1.19 We provisionally propose that, outside the new pathway, where a child born of a surrogacy 

arrangement is stillborn, the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents 
being registered as the parents before the expiry of the period allowed for the registration 
of the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a declaration to the effect that 
the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the 
stillbirth. 
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Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the birth parents in this 
situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should 
not change if the child is stillborn and the registration should accurately reflect this. 

Paragraph 8.77 

 

Consultation Question 17. 
1.20 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, 

where the child dies before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able 
to consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents before the expiry of the 
period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have 
made a declaration to the effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order 
are satisfied, on registration of the birth. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in this 
situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and if the child 
dies before the parental order, the registration of birth should accurately reflect that the birth 
mother was the legal parent. 

Paragraph 8.79 

 

Consultation Question 18. 
1.21 For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to 

whether, where the surrogate dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during which 
she can exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the new 
pathway and the intended parents should be required to make an application for a 
parental order. 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 8.80 
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Consultation Question 19. 
1.22 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, where 

both intended parents die during the surrogate’s pregnancy, the intended parents should 
be registered as the child’s parents on birth, subject to the surrogate not exercising her 
right to object within the defined period. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with the deceased 
‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in this situation. The birth mother should 
always be the legal parent of the child at birth and the registration of birth should accurately 
reflect this. 
 
1.23 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new 

pathway, where both intended parents die during the surrogate’s pregnancy or before a 
parental order is made: 

(1) it should be competent for an application to be made, by a person who claims an 
interest under section 11(3)(a) of the Children (Scotland) Act 1995, or who would be 
permitted to apply for an order under section 8 of the Children Act 1989: 

(a) for an order for appointment as guardian of the child, and 

(b) for a parental order in the name of the intended parents, subject to the 
surrogate’s consent; or 

(2) the surrogate should be registered as the child’s mother and it should not be 
possible for the intended parents to be registered as the child’s parents, but that 
there should be a procedure for the surrogate to provide details of the intended 
parents, and, if relevant, gamete donors, for entry onto the register of surrogacy 
arrangements. 

The intended parents should NOT be registered as the child’s parents if they are already 
deceased – so option (2) is preferable. 

Paragraph 8.81 

 

Consultation Question 20. 
1.24 We provisionally propose that, where an application is made for a parental order by a sole 

applicant under section 54A: 
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(1) the applicant should have to make a declaration that it was always intended that 
there would only be a single applicant for a parental order in respect of the child 
concerned or to supply the name and contact details of the other intended parent;  

(2) if details of another intended parent are supplied, a provision should be made for 
notice to be given to the potential second intended parent of the application and an 
opportunity given to that party to provide notice of opposition within a brief period 
(of, say, 14 to 21 days); and 

(3) if the second intended parent gives notice of his or her intention to oppose, he or 
she should be required to make his or her own application within a brief period (say 
14 days), otherwise the application of the first intended parent will be determined by 
the court. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 8.86 

 

Consultation Question 21. 
1.25 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases; and 

(2) how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this model. 

I profoundly oppose a three-parent model of legal parenthood, even if it is temporary. The birth 
mother should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent 
authority AFTER the birth of the child with the best interests of the child being the paramount 
consideration, as recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.91 

 

Consultation Question 22. 
1.26 We invite consultees’ views:  

(1) as to whether there should be any additional oversight in the new pathway that we 
have proposed, leading to the acquisition of legal parenthood by the intended 
parents at birth; and 

(2) if so, as to whether should this oversight be: 
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(a) administrative, or 

(b) judicial. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should be the 
legal parent and have parental responsibility at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood 
and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other 
competent authority AFTER the birth of the child based on the best interests of the child, as 
recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.93 

 

Consultation Question 23. 
1.27 In respect of England and Wales, we invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether the welfare checklist, contained in section 1(3) of the Children Act 1989, 
should be amended to provide for the court to have regard to additional specific 
factors in the situation where it is considering the arrangements for a child in the 
context of a dispute about a surrogacy arrangement; and 

(2) if so, as to what those additional factors should be. 

The child’s best interests should drive all decisions about the child in the event of a dispute about 
a surrogacy arrangement. The welfare checklist provides a comprehensive summary of the 
issues to be considered and is adequate as it is, and conforms to the UN Special Rapporteur’s 
recommendation* that the child’s best interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not 
believe any other factors should be added. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx  

Paragraph 8.120 

 

Consultation Question 24. 
1.28 In respect of England and Wales, we invite consultees’ views: 

(1) as to whether the checklist, contained in section 1(4) of the ACA 2002 (as applied 
and modified by regulation 2 and paragraph 1 of Schedule 1 of the 2018 
Regulations) should be further amended to provide for the court to have regard to 
additional specific factors in the situation where it is considering whether to make a 
parental order; and 

(2) what those additional factors should be. 
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The child’s best interests should drive all decisions when considering whether to make a parental 
order. The welfare checklist provides a comprehensive summary of the issues to be considered 
and is adequate as it is, and it conforms to UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendation* that the 
child’s best interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not believe any other factors 
should be added. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.121 

 

Consultation Question 25. 
1.29 We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be 

amended to add the intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section 
8 order without leave. 

NO 
 
There are real risks of the sale and trafficking of children and of exploitation of the birth mother 
and her reproductive capacities in all surrogacy arrangements. The court should therefore 
always have oversight of the arrangements. I am also concerned that there should be no 
liberalisation of the law on surrogacy because of the potential human rights abuses involved. I do 
not believe that ‘intended parents’ should be added to the list of those who can apply for a 
section 8 order without leave. 

Paragraph 8.123 

 

Consultation Question 26. 
1.30 We provisionally propose that, where a child is born as a result of a surrogacy 

arrangement outside the new pathway, the intended parents should acquire parental 
responsibility automatically where: 

(1) the child is living with them or being cared for by them; and  

(2) they intend to apply for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with this proposal. The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth and 
all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements 
should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, as 
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recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur* in order to reduce the risk of the sale and 
trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility 
is based on (or justif ied by) the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the 
consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify measures that contravene recommendations of 
the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to 
reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children.  
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system 
that would require women to give birth with the expectation that they would have no legal 
responsibility for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must 
be prioritised regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.132 

 

Consultation Question 27. 
1.31 We provisionally propose that, where a child is born as a result of a surrogacy 

arrangement in the new pathway: 

(1) the intended parents should acquire parental responsibility on the birth of the child; 
and 

(2) if the surrogate exercises her right to object, the intended parents should continue to 
have parental responsibility for the child where the child is living with, or being cared 
for by, them, and they intend to apply for a parental order.  

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended 
parents’ should acquire parentage or parental responsibility automatically. The birth mother 
should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental 
responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority 
AFTER the birth of the child, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is 
the recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the 
sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility 
is based on (or justif ied by) the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the 
consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify a measure that contravenes recommendations of 
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the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to 
reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children.  
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system 
that would require women to give birth with the expectation that they would have no responsibility 
for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must be prioritised 
regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.134 

 

Consultation Question 28. 
1.32 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the 

surrogate should retain parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the 
arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right to 
object, assuming that she does not exercise her right to object. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I agree that the birth mother should have parental responsibility for the child but NOT that the 
‘intended parents’ should get automatic legal parenthood and parental responsibility. 
 
All decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements 
should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, with the 
child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN Special 
Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the 
exploitation of women and their women’s reproductive capacities. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.139 

 

Consultation Question 29. 
1.33 For all surrogacy arrangements, we invite consultees’ views as to:  

(1) whether there is a need for any restriction to be placed on the exercise of parental 
responsibility by either the surrogate (or other legal parent), or the intended parents, 
during the period in which parental responsibility is shared; and 
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(2) whether it should operate to restrict the exercise of parental responsibility by the 
party not caring for the child or with whom the child is not living. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should have 
legal parenthood and parental responsibility at and after the birth and all subsequent decisions 
involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility should be taken by a court or other 
competent authority, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the 
recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale 
and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.140 

 

Consultation Question 30. 
1.34 We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the 

scope of the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 9.29 

 

Consultation Question 31. 
1.35 We invite the views of independent surrogates, and intended parents who have used 

independent surrogacy arrangements, to tell us about their experience. In particular, we 
would be interested to hear about any health screening, counselling and legal advice that 
took place. 

N/A 
Paragraph 9.35 
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Consultation Question 32. 
1.36 We invite consultees’ views as to whether independent surrogacy arrangements should be 

brought within the scope of the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts 
binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first optional protocol. 
 
1.37 We invite consultees’ views as to how independent surrogacy arrangements might be 

brought within the scope of the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts 
binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first optional protocol. 

Paragraph 9.36 

 

Consultation Question 33. 
1.38 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) there should be regulated surrogacy organisations;  

NO 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 

(2) there should be no requirement for a regulated surrogacy organisation to take a 
particular form; and 

OTHER 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 

(3) each surrogacy organisation should be required to appoint an individual responsible 
for ensuring that the organisation complies with regulation. 

Do consultees agree?  

OTHER 
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I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.61 

 

Consultation Question 34. 
1.39 We provisionally propose that the person responsible must be responsible for: 

(1) representing the organisation to, and liaising with, the regulator; 

(2) managing the regulated surrogacy organisation with sufficient care, competence 
and skill; 

(3) ensuring the compliance of the organisation with relevant law and regulation, 
including the creation, maintenance and operation of necessary policies and 
procedures; 

(4) training any staff, including that of the person responsible; and 

(5) providing data to the regulator and to such other person as required by law. 

Do consultees agree? 

LEAVE ALL CHECK BOXES BLANK (i.e. none of the above) 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
1.40 We invite consultees to identify any other responsibilities which a responsible individual 

should have. 

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
1.41 We invite consultees’ views as to what experience, skills and qualif ications a person 

responsible for a surrogacy organisation should have. 

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.62 
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Consultation Question 35. 
1.42 We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit 

making bodies. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction 
surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and 
would drive an increase in surrogacy. Even if surrogacy organisations are non-profit making, they 
will inevitably be driven by commercial imperatives (for example, to cover costs, salaries, etc.) 
and will need to continuously seek new business and to convince or coerce more women to act 
as ‘surrogates.’ 
 
Deriving income from surrogacy is abhorrent and, given the parallels between surrogacy and 
prostitution, is a potential violation of Article 6 of CEDAW, which prohibits third-parties profiting or 
otherwise benefiting from the prostitution of women. 

Paragraph 9.84 

 

Consultation Question 36. 
1.43 We invite consultees’ views as to what should be included in the definition of matching and 

facilitation services. 

I disagree with organisations being able to provide matching and facilitation services, because 
that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human 
rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.94 

 

Consultation Question 37. 
1.44 We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to 

offer matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new 
pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated 
surrogacy organisations or any other organisations being able to provide matching and 
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facilitation services for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase 
in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
  
1.45 We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should 

be able to offer matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements 
outside the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated 
surrogacy organisations or any other organisations being able to provide matching and 
facilitation services for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase 
in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.95 

 

Consultation Question 38. 
1.46 We invite consultees’ views as to the sanctions that should be available against 

organisations that offer matching and facilitation services without being regulated to do so, 
and whether these should be criminal, civil or regulatory. 

I do not accept that matching and facilitation services should be allowed – regardless who they 
are provided by – because they would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I 
consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. Offering such services 
should be a criminal offence. 

Paragraph 9.97 

 

Consultation Question 39. 
1.47 We provisionally propose that the remit of the Human Fertilisation and Embryology 

Authority be expanded to include the regulation of regulated surrogacy organisations, and 
oversight of compliance with the proposed legal requirements for the new pathway to legal 
parenthood. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction 
surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and 
would drive an increase in surrogacy.  
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1.48 If consultees agree, we invite their views as to how the Authority’s Code of Practice should 
apply to regulated surrogacy organisations, including which additional or new areas of 
regulation should be applied. 

Paragraph 9.117 

 

Consultation Question 40. 
1.49 We provisionally propose that surrogacy agreements should remain unenforceable 

(subject to the exception we provisionally propose in Consultation Question 88 in relation 
to financial terms).  

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 9.129 

 

Consultation Question 41. 
1.50 We provisionally propose that there should be no prohibition against charging for 

negotiating, facilitating and advising on surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I VEHEMENTLY disagree with this proposal and the opening up of surrogacy in this country, 
because I consider it a violation of the human rights of both women and the child. The idea of 
organisations charging to facilitate it is utterly abhorrent and violates the spirit, if not the letter, of 
Article 6 of CEDAW, given the parallels between surrogacy and prostitution. Article 6 prohibits 
the exploitation of the prostitution of women – which includes deriving any form of benefit from 
women’s prostitution. 

Paragraph 9.135 

 

Consultation Question 42. 
1.51 We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy 

should be removed, with the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything 
that can lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
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I VEHEMENTLY disagree with removing the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy. 
Surrogacy is a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and enabling 
advertising sites (and other ‘service’ organisations) to financially benefit from it is abhorrent. 
 
At this time of increasing poverty and inequality, it would be unethical to promote the idea that 
being a ‘surrogate’ mother would be a solution to an impoverished woman’s financial problems. If 
this proposal is implemented, Facebook and Google are likely present surrogacy ads to female 
students and young women suggesting that becoming a ‘surrogate’ would provide the solution to 
their f inancial worries. The most disadvantaged young women would be the most vulnerable to 
this idea and it is doubtful it would ever truly be in her best interest. 
 
Just as we protect disadvantaged people from the temptation of selling their kidneys for money, 
we need to protect disadvantaged women from the temptation of renting their wombs. This 
means that advertising of surrogacy MUST remain banned. 

Paragraph 9.145 

 

Consultation Question 43. 
1.52 We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, where the making of a parental 

order in respect of a child born of a surrogacy arrangement has been recorded in the 
Parental Order Register, the child should be able to access his or her original birth 
certif icate at the age of 18. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 10.80 

 

Consultation Question 44. 
1.53 We provisionally propose that where children are born of surrogacy arrangements that 

result in the intended parents being recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full 
form of that certif icate should make clear that the birth was the result of a surrogacy 
arrangement. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended 
parents’ should be recorded as parents on the original birth certif icate. The birth mother should 
be recorded as the birth mother on the birth certificate and all decisions involving legal 
parenthood and parental responsibility should be taken after the birth by a court or other 
competent authority, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the 
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recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale 
and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
However, if the ‘intended parents’ are recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of 
the certif icate should make clear that the birth was the result of a surrogacy arrangement. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 10.85 

 

Consultation Question 45. 
1.54 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the birth registration system in England and 

Wales requires reform and, if so, which reforms they would like to see. 

I do not consider the birth registration system to be in need for reform. I am particularly opposed 
to changes to allow for the registration of three parents or for anyone other than the birth mother 
to be recorded as the mother on the original birth certif icate. Such proposals could lead to the 
facilitation of the sale of children and an erosion of mothers’ rights and a diluting of the 
understanding that the relationship between the birth mother and the child is unique. 

Paragraph 10.87 

 

Consultation Question 46. 
1.55 We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has 

been the subject of a parental order should be able to access all the documents contained 
in the court’s file for those parental order proceedings. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 10.89 

 

Consultation Question 47. 
1.56 We provisionally propose that a national register of surrogacy arrangements should be 

created to record the identity of the intended parents, the surrogate and the gamete 
donors. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
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1.57 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the register should be maintained by the Authority; 

(2) the register should record information for all surrogacy arrangements, whether in or 
outside the new pathway, provided that the information about who has contributed 
gametes for the conception of the child has been medically verif ied, and that the 
information should include: 

(a) identifying information about all the parties to the surrogacy arrangement, and 

(b) non-identifying information about those who have contributed gametes to the 
conception of the child; and 

(3) to facilitate the record of this information, the application form/petition for a parental 
order should record full information about a child’s genetic heritage where available 
and established by DNA or medical evidence, recording the use of an anonymous 
gamete donor if that applies. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy 
organisations. However, should surrogacy take place, it is important that the children have 
access to information about their origins and these proposals seem generally sound, except that 
the information held on gamete donors should also include identifying information – because 
otherwise it trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the right to know her or his 
genetic parentage. 

Paragraph 10.102 

 

Consultation Question 48. 
1.58 We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate 

and the intended parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy 
arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy arrangement. 

I agree but with the proviso that all the information should be identifying – because otherwise it 
trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the right to know her or his genetic 
parentage. 

Paragraph 10.104 
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Consultation Question 49. 
1.59 We provisionally propose that a child born of a surrogacy arrangement should be able to 

access the information recorded in the register from the age of 18 for identifying 
information, and 16 for non-identifying information (if such information is included on the 
register), provided that he or she has been given a suitable opportunity to receive 
counselling about the implications of compliance with this request. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
1.60 We invite consultees’ views as to whether a child under the age of 18 or 16 (depending on 

whether the information is identifying or non-identifying respectively) should be able to 
access the information in the register and, if so, in which circumstances: 

(1) where his or her legal parents have consented; 

(2) if he or she has received counselling and the counsellor judges that he or she is 
sufficiently mature to receive this information; and/or 

(3) in any other circumstances. 

I agree with (1) and (2) and believe there might be other circumstances where this is reasonable. 
Paragraph 10.110 

 

Consultation Question 50. 
1.61 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any provision for those born of 

a surrogacy arrangement to make a request for information to disclose whether a person 
whom he or she is intending to marry, or with whom he or she intends to enter into a civil 
partnership or intimate physical relationship, was carried by the same surrogate. 

YES, this should be possible. 
Paragraph 10.114 

 

Consultation Question 51. 
1.62 We provisionally propose that where two people are born to, and genetically related 

through, the same surrogate, they should be able to access the register to identify each 
other, if they both wish to do so. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
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1.63 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be provision to allow people born 

to the same surrogate – but who are not genetically related – to access the register to 
identify each other, if they both wish to do so. 

YES, I agree. 
Paragraph 10.121 

 

Consultation Question 52. 
1.64 We invite consultees’ views as to whether provision should be made to allow a person 

carried by a surrogate, and the surrogate’s own child, to access the register to identify 
each other, if they both wish to do so: 

(1) if they are genetically related through the surrogate; and/or 

(2) if they are not genetically related through the surrogate. 

YES to both (1) and (2) 
Paragraph 10.123 

 

Consultation Question 53. 
1.65 For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to 

whether details of an intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental 
order should be recorded in the register. 

The intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded 
in the register. 

Paragraph 10.128 
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Consultation Question 54. 
1.66 We provisionally propose that the six month time limits in sections 54 and 54A of the 

HFEA 2008 for making a parental order application should be abolished. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain 
circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child. 

Paragraph 11.20 

 

Consultation Question 55. 
1.67 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the current circumstances in which the consent of the surrogate (and any other legal 
parent) is not required, namely where a person cannot be found or is incapable of 
giving agreement, should continue to be available; 

NO  
 
I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child 
trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s wombs. An adoption order can be considered 
as an option when a parental order is not possible. 
 

(2) the court should have the power to dispense with the consent of the surrogate, and 
any other legal parent of the child, in the following circumstances: 

(a) where the child is living with the intended parents, with the consent of the 
surrogate and any other legal parent, or 

(b) following a determination by the court that the child should live with the 
intended parents; and 

(3) the court’s power to dispense with consent should be subject to the paramount 
consideration of the child’s welfare throughout his or her life guided by the factors 
set out in section 1 of the Adoption and Children Act 2002 and, in Scotland, in line 
with the section 14(3) of the Adoption and Children (Scotland) Act 2007. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
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I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child 
trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s wombs. An adoption order can be considered 
as an option when a parental order is not possible. 

Paragraph 11.58 

 

Consultation Question 56. 
1.68 We provisionally propose that, both for a parental order and in the new pathway, the 

intended parents or one of the intended parents must be domiciled or habitually resident in 
the UK, Channel Islands or Isle of Man. 

Do consultees agree?  

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The ‘intended parents’ should be 
domiciled (and not simply habitually resident) in the UK in order to avoid surrogacy tourism. 
 
1.69 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any additional conditions 

imposed on the test of habitual residence, for example, a qualifying period of habitual 
residence required to satisfy the test. 

I profoundly disagree with opening up parental orders to ‘intended parents’ who are habitual 
residents but not domiciled in the UK – because of the risk of surrogacy tourism. 

Paragraph 12.15 

 

Consultation Question 57. 
1.70 We invite consultees’ views on whether: 

(1) the qualifying categories of relationship in section 54(2) of the HFEA 2008 should be 
reformed and, if so, how; or 

(2) the requirement should be removed, subject to two persons who are within the 
prohibited degrees of relationship being prevented from applying. 

The qualifying categories of relationship should not be reformed or removed. 
Paragraph 12.29 
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Consultation Question 58. 
1.71 We provisionally propose that to use the new pathway, intended parents should be 

required to make a declaration in the surrogacy agreement that they intend for the child’s 
home to be with them. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.  

Paragraph 12.34 

 

Consultation Question 59. 
1.72 We provisionally propose that the new pathway –  

(1) should not impose a requirement that the intended parent, or one of the intended 
parents, provide gametes for the conception of the child, so that double donation of 
gametes is permitted, but 

(2) that double donation should only be permitted in cases of medical necessity, 
meaning that there is not an intended parent who is able to provide a gamete due to 
infertility. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic link should 
be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 
 
1.73 We invite consultees’ views as to whether double donation should be permitted under the 

parental order pathway (to the same extent that it may be permitted in the new pathway) in 
domestic surrogacy arrangements.  

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and all other proposals that are 
likely to result in an increase in surrogacy. I therefore do not believe that double donation should 
be permitted under the parental order pathway in domestic surrogacy arrangements.  
 
1.74 We provisionally propose that the requirement that the intended parent or one of the 

intended parents contribute gametes to the conception of the child in the parental order 
pathway should be retained in international surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
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Paragraph 12.64 

 

Consultation Question 60. 
1.75 We provisionally propose that if the requirement for a genetic link is retained for domestic 

cases outside the new pathway, the requirement should not apply, subject to medical 
necessity, if the court determines that the intended parents in good faith began the 
surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway but were required to apply for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I fundamentally disagree with proposals to introduce the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic 
link should be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 

Paragraph 12.71 

 

Consultation Question 61. 
1.76 We provisionally propose that if double donation is permitted only in cases of medical 

necessity, an exception should be made to allow a parental order to be granted to a single 
parent without a genetic link where the intended parent’s former partner provides gametes 
but the intended parents’ relationship breaks down before the grant of a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 

Paragraph 12.76 
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Consultation Question 62. 
1.77 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that a surrogacy 

arrangement has been used because of medical necessity: 

(1) for cases under the new pathway to parenthood; and/or 

(2) for cases where a post-birth parental order application is made. 

I oppose surrogacy and believe that it is a fundamental violation of women’s and children’s rights 
and that it should therefore be banned. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’  
 
1.78 We invite consultees’ views as to how a test of medical necessity for surrogacy, if it is 

introduced, should be defined and assessed. 

I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 
Paragraph 12.94 

 

Consultation Question 63. 
1.79 We provisionally propose that in order to use the new pathway to parenthood, information 

identifying the child’s genetic parents and the surrogate must be provided for entry on the 
national register of surrogacy agreements prior to registration of the child’s birth. 

Do consultees agree?  

OTHER 
 
I profoundly oppose the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. However, I support the requirement in 
any surrogacy arrangements for the recording of the identity of all genetic parents and the birth 
mother. 
 
1.80 We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be a condition for an application for a 

parental order that: 

(1) those who contributed gametes are entered on the national register of surrogacy 
agreements; and/or 

(2) if it remains a requirement that one of the intended parents provided gametes in the 
conception of the child, that the genetic link is demonstrated to the court with 
medical or DNA evidence. 

While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, I support this condition for a parental order 
in the circumstances described in both (1) and (2). 
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1.81 We provisionally propose that it should be a condition for the application of a parental 
order that the identity of the surrogate is entered on the national register of surrogacy 
agreements. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, if it happens, I support this provision. 

Paragraph 12.115 

 

Consultation Question 64. 
1.82 We provisionally propose that there should be no maximum age limit for the grant of a 

parental order. The age of the intended parents should continue to be taken into account 
in the assessment of the welfare of the child in applications to grant a parental order.  

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I am opposed to surrogacy and would like to see it banned, because it is a violation of both 
women’s and children’s human rights.  
 
Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society 
and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good health until the child reaches adulthood. 
Surrogacy is therefore particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. If surrogacy is 
to be opened up, a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is imperative. This will make it clear 
that society does not condone older people entering a surrogacy arrangement and will make it 
less likely that older people will go ahead with such an arrangement and present the court with a 
fait accompli. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement up to that age but not beyond. It is 
therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
 
1.83 We invite consultees’ views as to whether under the new pathway there should be a 

maximum age limit for intended parents, and if so, what it should be. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be 
allowed, there should be a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ and it should be 45. 
 
Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society 
and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good health until the child reaches adulthood. 
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I am opposed to surrogacy per se, because it is a violation of both women’s and children’s 
human rights. However, it is particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. I therefore 
consider that a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is important. This will make it clear that 
society does not consider it acceptable for older people to enter into a surrogacy arrangement 
and will make it less likely that they will. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement up to that age. It is therefore imperative 
that age limits are set very carefully.  
 
1.84 We provisionally propose that intended parents should be required to be at least 18 years 

old at the time that they enter into a surrogacy agreement under the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be 
allowed, there should be a minimum age for ‘intended parents’ and it should be much older than 
18. I suggest that 25 would be more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement at that age. It is therefore imperative that 
age limits are set very carefully. What kind of society would want 18-year olds to believe that it 
would be reasonable for them to become ‘parents’ through a surrogacy arrangement – before 
they have taken even their f irst steps into independence and adulthood? 

Paragraph 12.133 

 

Consultation Question 65. 
1.85 We provisionally propose that surrogates should be required to be at least 18 years of age 

(at the time of conception), in order for the court to have the power to make a parental 
order. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I am opposed to surrogacy per se and would like to see it banned, because I consider it a 
violation of both women’s and children’s human rights.  
 
At 18 a woman is barely out of childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish herself 
as an adult. This means that she is particularly vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There 
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should be a significantly older minimum age for entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I 
suggest that 25 years would be more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society 
sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy 
arrangement is a reasonable thing for them to be doing before they have taken even their f irst 
steps into independence and adulthood?  
 
1.86 We provisionally propose that surrogates should be required to be at least 18 years old at 

the time of entering into the surrogacy agreement within the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for a ‘new pathway’. At 18 a woman is barely out of 
childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish herself as an adult. This means that 
she is particularly vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There should be a significantly older 
minimum age for entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I suggest that 25 years would be 
more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society 
sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy 
arrangement is a reasonable thing for them to be doing before they have taken even their f irst 
steps into independence and adulthood?  

Paragraph 12.144 

 

Consultation Question 66. 
1.87 We provisionally propose that medical testing of the surrogate, any partner of the 

surrogate, and any intended parent providing gametes should be required for the new 
pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
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1.88 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the types of testing set out in the Code of 
Practice are feasible for traditional surrogacy arrangements outside a licensed clinic, and if 
not, which types of testing should be required for such arrangements. 

 
Paragraph 13.16 

 

Consultation Question 67. 
1.89 We provisionally propose that, as a condition of being eligible for entry into the new 

pathway: 

(1) the surrogate, her spouse, civil partner or partner (if any) and the intended parents 
intending to enter into a surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway should be 
required to attend counselling with regard to the implications of entering into that 
arrangement; and 

(2) the implications counselling should be provided by a counsellor who meets the 
requirements set out in the Code of Practice at paragraphs 2.14 to 2.15. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.44 

 

Consultation Question 68. 
1.90 We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that 

the surrogate and the intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect 
of the law and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is signed. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.65 
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Consultation Question 69. 
1.91 We provisionally propose that, as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway: 

(1) an enhanced criminal record certificate should be obtained for intended parents, 
surrogates and any spouses, civil partners or partners of surrogates;  

(2) the body overseeing the surrogate arrangement should not enable a surrogate 
arrangement to be proceed under the new pathway where a person screened is unsuitable 
for having being convicted of, or received a police caution for, any offence appearing on a 
prescribed list of offences; and  

(3) the body overseeing the surrogacy arrangement may also determine that a 
person is unsuitable based on the information provided in the enhanced record certificate.  

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
 
1.92 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the list of offences that applies in the case of 

adoption is appropriate in the case of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.73 

 

Consultation Question 70. 
1.93 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the 

surrogate has previously given birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway. 

OTHER 
 
I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. 
 
Society should not condone women who have never had a child of their own entering an 
arrangement to undergo pregnancy and childbirth for someone else. It is impossible to 
understand what pregnancy and childbirth are like and how they will change you until or unless 
you have had that experience yourself. 

Paragraph 13.95 
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Consultation Question 71. 
1.94 We provisionally propose that there should not be a maximum number of surrogate 

pregnancies that a woman can undertake as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. 
 
Society should not condone women undergoing multiple ‘surrogate’ pregnancies and childbirths. 
Even the Kennel Club recognises that female dogs should not be allowed to undertake more 
than four pregnancies. It is abhorrent that female dogs have better protections than women 
would have under this proposal. 

Paragraph 13.99 

 

Consultation Question 72. 
1.95 We invite consultees’ views as to whether payment of costs by the intended parents to the 

surrogate should be able to be: 

(1) based on an allowance;  

(2) based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, but without the need for 
production of receipts; or 

(3) based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, and only on production of 
receipts. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.16 
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Consultation Question 73. 
1.96 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate essential costs 
relating to the pregnancy; and 

(2) the types of expenditure which should be considered “essential”.   

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above the actual 
essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, 
and travel to medical appointments – backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.22 
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Consultation Question 74. 
1.97 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate 
additional costs relating to the pregnancy; and 

(2) the types of expenditure which should be considered additional, rather than 
essential.   

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above the actual 
essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, 
and travel to medical appointments – backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.26 

 

Consultation Question 75. 
1.98 We invite consultees’ views as to:  

(1) whether intended parents should be permitted to pay all costs that arise from 
entering into a surrogacy arrangement, and those unique to a surrogate pregnancy; 
and 

(2) the types of cost which should be included within this category. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
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Paragraph 15.29 

 

Consultation Question 76. 
1.99 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be 

able to pay their surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or 
self-employed). 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost 
earnings. 

Paragraph 15.37 

 

Consultation Question 77. 
1.100 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be 

able to pay their surrogate either or both of the following lost potential earnings: 

(1) her lost employment-related potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 15.35 
above); and/or 

(2) other lost potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 15.36 above). 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
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I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost 
earnings. 

Paragraph 15.38 

 

Consultation Question 78. 
1.101 We invite consultees to share their experiences:  

(1) of the impact that payments received by a surrogate from the intended parents has 
had on the surrogate’s entitlement to means-tested social welfare benefits; and 

(2) where a surrogacy arrangement has had an impact on the surrogate’s entitlement to 
means-tested social welfare benefits, how that has been addressed in their 
surrogacy arrangement. 

N/A 
Paragraph 15.47 
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Consultation Question 79. 
1.102 We invite consultees’ views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay 

compensation to the surrogate for the following: 

(1) pain and inconvenience arising from the pregnancy and childbirth; 

(2) medical treatments relating to the surrogacy, including payments for each 
insemination or embryo transfer; and/or 

(3)  specified complications, including hyperemesis gravidarum, pre-eclampsia, an 
ectopic pregnancy, miscarriage, termination, caesarean birth, excessive 
haemorrhaging, perineal tearing, removal of fallopian tubes or ovaries or a 
hysterectomy. 

It is absurd to propose that one could place a monetary value on the pain of adverse pregnancy 
outcomes. In putting a price tag on perineal tear for example, some mothers report little pain or 
symptoms, others have profound ongoing fear of vaginal penetration, which can result in very 
significant emotional and relationship diff iculties. Infection may complicate healing, and some 
women report long term sequelae from this, such as impaired wound healing.  
 
Haematology conditions should also be considered. Blood loss, for example due to placental 
haemorrhage can be very significant, and potentially result in emergency hysterectomy and 
blood transfusion to save the life of the mother. It is a fact that although blood is thoroughly 
screened in the UK there still remains the potential for blood borne illnesses to be transmitted, 
and the fact that some of these may not have been identif ied yet by researchers is also a real 
risk to a mother receiving transfusion. Persons who have had a blood transfusion are currently 
unable to donate blood themselves in the UK, due to the risk of (vCJD) transmission. This is an 
indication of the gravity of receiving blood products.  
 
No medical intervention is EVER risk free. Receiving multiple blood products in the context of 
Massive Transfusion Protocol (eg platelets, Fresh Frozen Plasma, cryoprecipitate) only heighten 
those risks.  
 
Conditions such as HELLP (Haemolysis, Elevated Liver enzymes, Low Platelets) can be fatal, 
and although the maternal mortality rate is low, it can have significant sequelae, including renal 
failure potentially requiring dialysis, placental abruption (potentially fatal for mother and baby) 
permanent liver damage and retinal detachment resulting in visual impairment.  
 
Each of these conditions have long term consequences for a woman, psychologically, physically 
and emotionally, and may also affect her ability to return to work or care for other children.  
 
Also, the late complications of childbirth have been disregarded. Late consequences of childbirth 
can include vaginal or rectal prolapse, urinary and faecal incontinence. Women who have had a 
C section may experience ongoing pain around the scar. Some sources quote this as affecting 
between 6 and 18 percent of women. These symptoms can be profoundly distressing, and may 
take years to present (conversely, may present immediately). 
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How could we ensure that women suffering these complications are compensated? They are 
multifactorial, and risk increases with instrumented delivery and parity. How would it be proposed 
to unpick the role of a surrogate pregnancy in causing these symptoms in relation to other risk 
factors, for example parity, smoking history, personal medical history? 
 
Psychiatric conditions are also absent from this list. Complications including depression and 
anxiety may be worsened by pregnancy. Other mental health conditions such as post natal 
depression and post partum psychosis can be fatal, and impact on a woman’s health for many 
years to come. I’m quite shocked that none of these conditions have been explicitly mentioned 
and it does make me wonder how the list of complications was created. I’d also like to know what 
level of haemorrhage would be considered “excessive”. 
 
The wording of the question “should” be able to pay compensation is not the same as being 
mandated to do so. This potentially creates a situation where some “luckier” women would 
receive compensation others would not. 
 
All of the above illustrates the risks of surrogacy and confirms my support for a total ban on 
surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.  
 
1.103 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other matters in respect of which 

intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate compensation. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.  
 
1.104 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the level of compensation payable should be: 

(1) a fixed fee set by the regulator (operating as a cap on the maximum payable), or  

(2) left to the parties to negotiate.   

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 



47 
 

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. 

Paragraph 15.53 

 

Consultation Question 80. 
1.105 We invite consultees views’ as to whether intended parents should be able to pay 

compensation to the surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the 
surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for the 
surrogate. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question illustrates the risks of surrogacy and why I oppose it.  

Paragraph 15.56 

 

Consultation Question 81. 
1.106 We invite consultees’ views as to whether:  

(1) intended parents should be able to buy gifts for the surrogate; and 

(2) if so, specific provision should be made for these gifts to be modest or reasonable in 
nature. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
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There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to give the birth mother gifts. 

Paragraph 15.60 

 

Consultation Question 82. 
1.107 We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be possible for the intended parents to 

agree to pay a woman for the service of undertaking a surrogacy. 

It should not be possible for the intended parents to agree to pay a woman for the service 
of undertaking a surrogacy. (check box) 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her 
‘services’. 
 
1.108 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay 

a woman for the service of undertaking surrogacy, whether that the fee should be: 

(1) any sum agreed between the parties to the surrogacy; or 

(2) a fixed fee set by the regulator. 

Leave both check boxes blank. 
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I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her 
‘services’. 
 
1.109 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay 

a woman a fixed fee for the service of undertaking surrogacy, what, if any, other payments 
the law should permit, in addition to that f ixed fee: 

(1) no other payments; 

(2) essential costs relating to the pregnancy; 

(3) additional costs relating to the pregnancy; 

(4) lost earnings; 

(5) compensation for pain and inconvenience, medical treatment and complications, 
and the death of the surrogate; and/or 

(6) gifts. 

Leave all check boxes blank. 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
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I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to make any type of fee or payment to 
the birth mother for her ‘services’. 

Paragraph 15.69 

 

Consultation Question 83. 
1.110 We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be possible for any payment the law 

permits the intended parents to pay the surrogate for her services to be reduced in the 
event of a miscarriage or termination of the pregnancy. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their 
‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of surrogacy. 
 

1.111 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if the law permits a fee payable to the surrogate 
to be able to be reduced in the event of a miscarriage or termination, whether such 
provision should apply: 

(1) in the first trimester of pregnancy only; 

(2) to any miscarriage or termination; or 

(3) some other period of time (please specify).   

Leave all check boxes blank. 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
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I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their 
‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of surrogacy. 

Paragraph 15.72 

 

Consultation Question 84. 
1.112 We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to 

surrogates should be the same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to 
parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I am opposed to the ‘new pathway’ but consider that regardless of the surrogacy arrangement 
being used, the only payments that should ever be made are essential and basic expenses for 
which receipts are provided. 

Paragraph 15.74 

 

Consultation Question 85. 
1.113 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have 

not discussed which they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the 
surrogate. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
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There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.75 

 

Consultation Question 86. 
1.114 We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that 

intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.76 
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Consultation Question 87. 
1.115 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are specific methods of enforcing 

limitations that are placed on payments to surrogates that we should consider as part of 
our review: 

(1) for cases within the new pathway to parenthood; and  

(2) for cases where a parental order is made after the birth of the baby. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
The only payments that should be made are essential and basic expenses and for which receipts 
are provided. The judge or other competent authority should closely monitor all f inancial aspects 
of the arrangement (in line with the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations*) and refuse the 
parental order when payments have exceeded basic expenses. If it is not a judge overseeing the 
arrangements, the competent authority should be totally independent and not, for example, an 
agency (or ‘regulated surrogacy organisation’) that has been involved in the arrangements in any 
way. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 15.89 

 

Consultation Question 88. 
1.116 We provisionally propose that financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into under 

the new pathway to parenthood should be enforceable by the surrogate. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
 
1.117 We provisionally propose that if the financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into 

under the new pathway become enforceable, the ability to do so should not be dependent 
on the surrogate complying with any terms of the agreement relating to her lifestyle. 
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Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The idea that a ‘surrogacy 
agreement’ could place restrictions on the birth mother’s lifestyle is utterly abhorrent. 

Paragraph 15.99 

 

Consultation Question 89. 
1.118 We invite overseas surrogates (or bodies representing or advocating for surrogates) to 

share with us their experiences f international surrogacy arrangements. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.10 

 

Consultation Question 90. 
1.119 We invite organisations focused on children’s rights and welfare in the international 

context to share with us their views on our proposed reforms and consultation questions in 
this chapter. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.12 

 

Consultation Question 91. 
1.120 We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of their experience of applying to register 

a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement as a British citizen and 
obtaining a passport for the child. In particular, we would be interested to hear how long 
the application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have about 
causes of delays in the process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.52 
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Consultation Question 92. 
1.121 We provisionally propose that it should be possible for a file to be opened, and the 

application process for obtaining registration of a child born from an international 
surrogacy arrangement and obtaining a passport to begin, prior to the birth of the child. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a 
passport in international surrogacy arrangements appears to contradict the UN Special 
Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling and trafficking of 
children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly disagree with this 
proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.53 

 

Consultation Question 93. 
1.122 We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of 

applying for a visa for a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In 
particular, we would be interested to hear how long the application took after the birth of 
the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.68 

 

Consultation Question 94. 
1.123 We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process 

for applying for a visa in respect of a child born through an international surrogacy 
arrangement, before the child is born. The application will need to be completed after the 
birth of the child, and the issue of a passport in the child’s country of birth. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a 
passport before the child is born in international surrogacy arrangements appears to contradict 
the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling 
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and trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly 
disagree with this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

 

1.124 We provisionally propose that the current provision made for the grant of a visa outside of 
the Immigration Rules where the intended parents are not the legal parents of the child 
under nationality law should be brought within the Rules. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
1.125 We provisionally propose that:  

(1) the grant of a visa should not be dependent on the child breaking links with the 
surrogate; or  

(2) that this condition should be clarif ied to ensure that it does not prevent the child 
having contact, and an on-going relationship, with the surrogate. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
1.126 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current requirement for the grant of a visa 

outside the Rules that the intended parents must apply for a parental order within six 
months of the child’s birth should be removed (regardless of whether the availability of the 
visa is brought within the Rules), if our provisional proposal to remove the time limit on 
applications for parental orders is accepted. 

NO 
 
The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain 
circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child. 

Paragraph 16.69 

 

Consultation Question 95. 
1.127 We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process 

for applying for a EU Uniform Format Form in respect of a child born through an 
international surrogacy arrangement, before the child is born. The application will need to 
be completed after the birth of the child. 
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Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for an EU Uniform Format Form 
for the child before she or he is born in international surrogacy arrangements appears to 
contradict the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against 
the selling and trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I 
therefore strongly disagree with this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.76 

 

Consultation Question 96. 
1.128 We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of 

applying for a EU Uniform Format Form for a child born through an international 
surrogacy arrangement. In particular we would be interested to hear how long the 
application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of 
causes of delays in the process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.77 

 

Consultation Question 97. 
1.129 We provisionally propose that the UK Government should provide a single, 

comprehensive guide for intended parents explaining the nationality and immigration 
consequences of having a child through an international surrogacy arrangement.  

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I agree with such a guide, but would like to see it explaining the reasons why surrogacy is a 
violation of the human rights of women and children and all the other ways in which it is 
possible for people to enjoy children in their lives. 

Paragraph 16.82 
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Consultation Question 98. 
1.130 We provisionally propose that international surrogacy arrangements should not be 

eligible for the new pathway to parenthood. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 16.93 

 

Consultation Question 99. 
1.131 We provisionally propose that:  

1.132 the Secretary of State should have the power to provide that the intended parents of 
children born through international surrogacy arrangements, who are recognised as the 
legal parents of the child in the country of the child’s birth, should also be recognised as 
the child’s legal parents in the UK, without it being necessary for the intended parents to 
apply for a parental order, but 

1.133 before exercising the power, the Secretary of State should be required to be satisfied that 
the domestic law and practice in the country in question provides protection against the 
exploitation of surrogates, and for the welfare of the child, that is at least equivalent to 
that provided in UK law. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I do not see how this proposal for such a blanket power would align with the UN Special 
Rapporteur’s key recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the Protection of Children 
and Cooperation in respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. The latter requires the birth 
mother to have legal parenthood and parental responsibility when the child is born and that her 
consent to giving up the child must be given AFTER the child's birth and that the transfer of 
‘parenthood’ should be overseen by the courts or a competent authority on an individual case 
by case basis, with the best interests of the child being the paramount consideration. This is an 
important safeguard against the sale of children and for the protection of the birth mother and I 
believe it should apply equally to international surrogacy arrangements. I therefore strongly 
disagree with this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.94 
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Consultation Question 100. 
1.134 We invite consultees to tell us of their experience of surrogacy arrangements in the UK 

involving foreign intended parents. 

N/A 
 
1.135 We invite consultees’ views as to whether: 

(1) any restriction is necessary on the removal of a child from the UK for the purpose 
of the child becoming the subject of a parental order, or its equivalent, in another 
jurisdiction; and 

(2) if such a restriction is necessary, there should be a process allowing foreign 
intended parents to remove the child from the jurisdiction of the UK for this 
purpose and with the approval of the court and, if so, what form should that 
process take. 

Restrictions and checks MUST be in place to protect the child and the birth mother from 
trafficking and exploitation. The process should include the same checks as would be used in 
an international adoption. 

Paragraph 16.120 

 

Consultation Question 101. 
1.136 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current application of the law on statutory 

paternity leave, and statutory paternity pay, to the situation of the surrogate’s spouse, 
civil partner or partner requires reform. 

I do not believe this needs changing. 
Paragraph 17.18 

 

Consultation Question 102. 
1.137 We provisionally propose that provision for maternity allowance should be made in 

respect of intended parents, and that any such provision should be limited so that only 
one intended parent qualif ies.  

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
Paragraph 17.32 
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Consultation Question 103. 
1.138 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether there is a need for reform in respect of the right of intended parents to 
take time off work before the birth of the child, whether for the purpose of induced 
lactation, ante-natal appointments or any other reason; and  

(2) if reform is needed, suggestions on reform. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children.  

Paragraph 17.36 

 

Consultation Question 104. 
1.139 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the duty of employers to provide suitable 

facilities for any person at work who is a pregnant woman or nursing mother to rest under 
Regulation 25 of the Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations 1992 is 
sufficient to include intended parents in a surrogacy arrangement. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children. 

Paragraph 17.40 

 

Consultation Question 105. 
1.140 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are further issues in relation to 

employment rights and surrogacy arrangements and, if so, any suggestions for reform. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children 

Paragraph 17.43 

 

Consultation Question 106. 
1.141 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they believe any reforms in relation to 

surrogacy and succession law are required. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children 

Paragraph 17.56 
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Consultation Question 107. 
1.142 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any issues in how surrogacy 

arrangements are dealt with by the health services, and whether there are reforms to law 
or practice that consultees would like to see in this area. 

It is important that all health and care professionals are aware that surrogacy agreements are 
not legally binding and that ‘intended parents’ have no legal right to override the birth mother’s 
wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or medical and health care, including during 
pregnancy, labour and childbirth. Even if she has previously agreed to them sharing decisions 
and being informed on these matters, she can withdraw her consent at any time for any or no 
reason. All professionals involved in her care are duty-bound to comply with her wishes. 
 
All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being 
coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or more persons, including her spouse 
or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be 
present in so-called altruistic surrogacy arrangements. 
 
Surrogacy arrangements place additional and complicated pressures on healthcare staff and 
this could reduce the standard of impartial care given to birth mothers and new-borns – 
especially when the ‘intended parents’ are entitled, rich or of high status. This itself is a valid 
reason to be extremely cautious about making changes that will increase the numbers of 
surrogacy births. 
 
It is generally recognised that egg donation and IVF pregnancies carry additional health risks. 
As most surrogacy pregnancies involve IVF, any increase in surrogacy is likely to lead to 
additional pressure on the NHS.  
 
Adoption research suggests that the separation of the new-born and the birth mother has long-
term negative effects on the well-being of both of them. This is likely to be the same for birth 
mothers and babies in surrogacy arrangements and so can be expected to place additional 
long-term pressures on the NHS and society as a whole. This has not been considered and 
there are no questions about this. 
 
An increase in surrogacy will require an increase in egg donation, which is a risky procedure 
that can have a long-term negative impact on the woman’s health, including premature death. 
Ethical issues abound. Young women might be coerced by financial pressures to donate eggs 
when this isn’t in their best interests and there are worries about eugenics – where egg donors 
are selected on the basis of blonde hair, blue eyes and stereotypical measures of 
‘attractiveness’ for example. 
 
The law commissioners do not appear to have considered the likely impact of any of these 
issues. There is no question about people’s thoughts about the NHS picking up the tab for the 
extra costs involved in surrogacy and whether this affects their opinions on surrogacy itself. 
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There appears to have been no evaluation of the size of the additional costs to the NHS and 
society. 
 
At a time when the NHS is under severe strain, and life changing therapies (for cancer, cystic 
fibrosis etc) are not funded due to financial constraints it is a slap in the face to provide money 
for prospective parents to indulge their parenting fantasies while denying patients access to 
drugs which are standard of care in other counties. 
 
1.143 We invite consultees’ views as to any additions or revisions that they would like to see 

made to the guidance published by the Department for Health and Social Care for 
England and Wales. 

The guidance should be revised to clarify that surrogacy agreements are not legally binding and 
that the birth mother has the right to change her mind at any time, for any or no reason. 
Healthcare professionals must accept that her wishes are paramount and that the ‘intended 
parents’ have no legal right to override her wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or 
medical and health care, including during pregnancy, labour, childbirth and the postpartum 
period. 
 
All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being 
coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or more persons, including her spouse 
or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be 
present in so-called altruistic surrogacy arrangements. 
 
The guidance should make it clear that healthcare professionals should be even more alert 
than normal to the possibility that she is being coerced and to ensure that they can speak to her 
alone, including during labour, and that if she changes her mind about who is present in 
consultations, and the labour ward/delivery suite, they must respect her wishes. 
 
1.144 We invite consultees’ views as to how midwifery practice may better accommodate 

surrogacy arrangements, in particular with regard to safeguarding issues. 

It is important that midwifery practice always prioritises the wishes of the birth mother and the 
wellbeing of herself and the child. 

Paragraph 17.76 

 

Consultation Question 108. 
1.145 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other legal issues in relation to 

surrogacy, not covered in this Consultation Paper, that merit examination. 

It is of considerable concern that the law commissioners appear to have given no consideration 
to the significant risk that women will be coerced into agreeing to participate in surrogacy 
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arrangements for someone else’s benefit. This can be true in ‘altruistic’ surrogacy but is even 
more likely if substantial payments are involved. 
 
It is well-known that women and girls are groomed and/or coerced into prostitution by partners 
and ‘boyfriends’ who act as their pimp and take all or much of their earnings. This is a major 
route by which many women enter prostitution and is a major factor in preventing their exit. 
There is no reason to expect that the same dynamics will not occur in relation to surrogacy if it 
is opened up and provides opportunities to make significant amounts of money. 
 
If the law commissioners’ proposals are enacted, there must therefore also be legislation that 
prohibits coercing a woman into a surrogacy arrangement. This should be a criminal offence 
and carry a hefty penalty – in recognition that it is a human rights violation and so that it acts as 
a deterrent. That such a law would be diff icult to enforce just adds to the arguments for why 
paid surrogacy is a bad idea – and especially for women. 
 
It would be far better to simply ban all surrogacy arrangements – or at the very least any 
payments beyond basic and essential expenses backed by receipts and overseen by a judge. 

Paragraph 17.80 

 

Consultation Question 109. 
1.146 We invite consultees who are intended parents, live in the UK, and have entered into a 

surrogacy arrangement that led to the birth of a child to tell us: 

(1) when the child was born; 

(2) whether the arrangement was domestic or international and, if international, in 
which country the arrangement took place; 

(3) whether the arrangement led to the making of a parental order in the UK; and 

(4) whether they are a: 

(a) opposite-sex couple; 

(b) male same-sex couple; 

(c) female same-sex couple; 

(d) single woman; or 

(e) single man. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.2 
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Consultation Question 110. 
1.147 We invite consultees who have experience of applying for a parental order in the UK to 

tell us: 

(1) whether the surrogacy arrangement was domestic or international; 

(2) whether they had legal advice before the making of the parental order; 

(3) whether they were represented by a lawyer in court; and 

(4) the cost of any legal advice or representation. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.4 

 

Consultation Question 111. 
1.148 We invite consultees’ views as to the impact (social, emotional, f inancial or otherwise) of 

the current law where the intended parents are not the legal parents from birth of the 
child born of the surrogacy arrangement. 

Paragraph 18.6 

 

Consultation Question 112. 
1.149 We invite consultees to tell us what they have paid for, or to provide evidence about the 

cost of: 

(1) medical screening; and 

(2) implications counselling 

(where possible separating out the cost of such screening, tests or implications 
counselling from any other costs involved with fertility treatment). 

N/A 
 
1.150 We invite legal consultees, who advise on surrogacy and parental order proceedings, to 

provide evidence of what they would charge: 

(1) to provide advice sufficient to meet the proposed requirement for independent 
legal advice discussed in Chapter 13; and 
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(2) to draft, advise on and negotiate the written surrogacy agreement required for the 
new pathway. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.8 

 

Consultation Question 113. 
1.151 We invite consultees to tell us of the impact of: 

(1) the current requirement of a genetic link; and 

(2) any removal of this requirement in cases of medical necessity: 

(a) in the new pathway; 

(b) in the parental order route for domestic surrogacy arrangements; or 

(c) in both situations. 

 
Paragraph 18.11 

 

Consultation Question 114. 
1.152 We invite consultees who consider that they might be able to fulf il the role of the 

independent professional discussed in Chapter 9 to tell us: 

(1) their profession; and  

(2) what they would charge to provide such a service. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.13 

 

Consultation Question 115. 
1.153 We invite consultees who are intended parents to give us their views on the impact of our 

proposals for reform on their ability to enter into surrogacy arrangements and, in 
particular: 

(1) if particular proposals will increase accessibility, and why; and 
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(2) if particular proposals will restrict accessibility, and why. 

N/A 
1.154 We invite consultees who are surrogates to give us their views on the impact of our 

proposals for reform on their ability to enter into surrogacy arrangements and, in 
particular: 

(1) if particular proposals will increase accessibility, and why; and 

(2) if particular proposals will restrict accessibility, and why. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.15 

 

Consultation Question 116. 
1.155 We ask consultees who are intended parents to tell us: 

(1) whether the surrogacy arrangement was domestic or international; 

(2) what they spent, in total, on the surrogacy arrangement(s) that led to the birth of 
their child(ren), including the cost of fertility treatment, payments to the surrogate 
and payments to any surrogacy agency or organisation; 

(3) how they raised the funds for the surrogacy arrangement(s); 

(4) what they spent on any fertility treatment prior to entering into a surrogacy 
arrangement (where that treatment did not lead to the birth of a child); and 

(5) how they raised the funds for the fertility treatment. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.18 

 

Consultation Question 117. 
1.156 We invite consultees’ views as to the specific impact of our proposals in Northern Ireland. 

 
Paragraph 18.20 
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Consultation Question 118. 
1.157 We invite consultees’ views as to any other impact that we have not specifically 

addressed in this chapter, or the preceding chapters, of this paper. 

It seems that before the law commissioners designed this consultation, they had already 
decided that surrogacy is a positive thing and so legislation should enable it. This may be 
explained by a limited ‘pre-consultation’ mainly focusing on people who already had a vested 
interest in surrogacy – ‘intended parents,’ women who claim to have had a positive experience 
of surrogacy, and lawyers and other organisations who stand to make money from commercial 
surrogacy if it is given the green light. 
 
It seems that the law commissioners did not consider women as a group to be key stakeholders 
in this endeavour. This is a major error, because just as all women are affected by the 
institution of prostitution, so all women will be affected by any opening up of commercial 
surrogacy in this country. 
 
It could even be argued that one of the key drivers of commercial surrogacy is a desire by men 
to break the legal and cultural recognition of the unique bond between birth mother and child – 
and indeed the proposals to make the ‘intended parents’ the legal parents from the moment of 
birth are a major step in this direction, and are likely to have a significant impact down the line – 
potentially affecting the status of all women.  
 
Paid surrogacy opens up enormous potential for abuse and risks spouses, partners and other 
family members coercing a woman into engaging in commercial surrogacy for their (and not 
her) f inancial benefit. This will be a potential risk for thousands of women, which appears to 
have been completely overlooked by the law commissioners. 
 
UK and Scottish Law Commissions are obliged to comply with the Public Sector Equality Duty 
(PSED) when carrying out public functions, such as this consultation. There doesn’t appear to 
be any evidence they have done so, because they have not provided their equality 
considerations and impact assessments. As surrogacy has a very different impact on women 
and children than on adult males, we believe the law commissioners are in breach of equality 
legislation. 
 
The Equality and Human Rights Commission describes the obligations under the PSED to have 
due regard to the need to: 
 

• Eliminate unlawful discrimination, harassment and victimisation and other conduct 
prohibited by the Act. 

• Advance equality of opportunity between people who share a protected characteristic 
and those who do not. 

• Foster good relations between people who share a protected characteristic and those 
who do not. 
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There are many ways in which opening up surrogacy in the UK is likely to worsen women’s 
position relative to men’s, and the relationship between the sexes. Any loosening of the laws 
around surrogacy could therefore be considered discriminatory. Surrogacy is also likely to have 
an impact on the relations between the different generations. Imagine the rage that young 
people may feel when they discover that their ‘parents’ not only bought them but took 
advantage of their birth mothers. 
 
It is of major concern that the law commissioners’ ethical arguments hinge on ideas that are not 
based on any recognised human rights instruments – such as the idea that ‘procreative liberty’ 
confers some kind of human right to surrogacy and the idea that a woman has a human right to 
be a ‘surrogate.’ These arguments do not hold up to scrutiny and have been clearly rejected by 
the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
It is shocking that the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ violate many of the recommendations of 
the UN Special Rapporteur that are designed to guard against the sale of children and the 
exploitation of birth mothers, including: 
 
 The birth mother must be accorded the status of legal mother at birth, and must be under no 

contractual or legal obligation to participate in the legal or physical transfer of the child. 
 All payments to the birth mother must be made before the legal and physical transfer of the 

child and must be non-reimbursable – even if she decides not to relinquish the child. 
 The birth mother’s choice to transfer the child “must be a gratuitous act, based on her own 

post-birth intentions, rather than on any legal or contractual obligation.” 
 Pre-conception checks, while encouraged, cannot take the place of appropriate welfare 

checks after the birth of the child. 
 Decisions about parentage and parental responsibility must be made by a court or other 

competent authority on an individual basis after the birth with the best interests of the child 
being paramount. 

 
The consultation is confusing and it does not conform to the government’s consultation 
guidelines. There are too many questions, they are too detailed and do not ask the important 
high-level questions – such as whether you think surrogacy can ever be ethical, etc.  
 
For all these reasons, the law commissioners should go back to the drawing board and start 
again from the position of women’s and children’s human rights. If it is found that there is no 
way to liberalise surrogacy law that is compliant with obligations under international treaties 
such as CEDAW and the UNCRC and its first optional protocol, then the law must not be 
liberalised.  
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 
 

Paragraph 18.22 
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About you

1  What is your name?

Name:

2  If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a university), what is the name of your organisation?

Enter the name of your organisation:

3  Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your organisation?

This is a personal response

If other, please provide details:

4  If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best describes you?

Other individual

5  What is your email address?

Email address:

6  What is your telephone number?

Telephone number:

7  If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be treated as confidential, please explain to us why you
regard the information as confidential. As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your explanation but cannot give an
assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances.

Please explain why you wish the information that you will provide to us to be treated as confidential:

Chapter 6: The parental order procedure

8  Consultation Question 1:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

9  Consultation Question 2:

Please provide your views below:

10  Consultation Question 3: We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the current allocation
rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation Questions 1 and 2.

Please provide your views below:

11  Consultation Question 4:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

12  Consultation Question 5: We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the Family Procedure Rules 2010
should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise.
Do consultees agree?



Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

13  Consultation Question 6:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to surrogacy in principle. I am surprised and disappointed that the Law Commission, which claims to be 'independent of Government',
accepts the Government view that surrogacy is a good thing and should be facilitated as much as possible without any supporting evidence based on
research. Before radical revision of the law is contemplated, there should be a thorough examination of the ethical questions involved and also research
into the subsequent welfare of those involved in past surrogacy procedures - the surrogate mother, gamete donors if any, commissioning parents and,
very importantly, the child.

If surrogacy is to take place it should be under the present law in Scotland until such an extensive evidence base is available for any change.

Chapter 8: Legal Parenthood: Proposals for Reform - A New Pathway

14  Consultation Question 7:

No

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to surrogacy in principle. If surrogacy is to continue I oppose this proposed change in the law for several reasons.

The terminology used - 'intended parents' and 'surrogate' - shows the priority given to the commissioning party and the dehumanising of the woman who
is to be the gestational mother by referring to her as a mere 'surrogate'. This underlines the commercialisation and commoditisation of humanity in this
procedure

This proposed change puts the surrogate mother under more pressure to dissociate herself from the the baby in the womb and at birth. It places her at a
disadvantage if she wishes to exercise her 'right to object' . This destroys the natural bond which exists between a mother and the baby in her womb. She
should remain as the legal mother of the child until the proper legal procedure is followed. It is a legal fiction to make the commissioning party the
parents at birth.

15  Consultation Question 8:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle. However, surrogacy organisations and licensed clinics should keep a record of surrogacy arrangements indefinitely. This
would be important for future genealogical and genetic research.

Another period

Please provide your views below:

Indefinitely, but at least 200 years

16  Consultation Question 9: We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes should apply to
traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated surrogacy organisation is involved.Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle. I also oppose the use of anonymously donated gametes for any use, including surrogacy.

17  Consultation Question 10: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a traditional, domestic
surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from entering into the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle. I also oppose the use of anonymously donated sperm in principle and they should not be used in surrogacy.

18  Consultation Question 11:

No

Please provide your views below:



I oppose surrogacy in principle. The surrogate birth mother should continue to be the legal parent at the birth of the child.

19  Consultation Question 12:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle. The surrogate birth mother should continue to be the legal parent at the birth of the child.

20  Consultation Question 13:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle. The surrogate birth mother should continue to be the legal parent at the birth of the child. This would avoid the
questionable procedure of the commissioning party making a declaration of incapacity, which they are not trained to do.

21  Consultation Question 14:

No

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle. The surrogate birth mother should continue to be the legal parent at the birth of the child.

22  Consultation Question 15:

No

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle. The surrogate mother's spouse or civil partner should be a legal parent of the child.

Yes

Please share your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle.

23  Consultation Question 16:

No

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle.

No

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle.

24  Consultation Question 17: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, where the child dies
before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents
before the expiry of the period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a declaration to the
effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the birth.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle.

25  Consultation Question 18: For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether, where the surrogate
dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during which she can exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the
new pathway and the intended parents should be required to make an application for a parental order.

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle. In this case the intended parents should be required to make an application for a parental order.



26  Consultation Question 19:

No

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle. In this case the birth mother should be the legal parent of the child. It would be up to her whether she wished the child to
be put up for adoption.

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle. In this case the surrogate (birth) mother should continue to be regarded as the mother of the child.

27  Consultation Question 20:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle. Sole applicants for parental orders do not represent the best provision for the child, who desrves a mother and father
figure if possible.

28  Consultation Question 21: We invite consultees’ views as to: (1) a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases;
and (2) how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this model.

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle. This proposal of a temporary three 'parent model' is nonsensical and is a non-starter.

29  Consultation Question 22:

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle. I am opposed to the 'new pathway'.

30  Consultation Question 23:

Please provide your views below:

31  Consultation Question 24:

Please provide your views below:

32  Consultation Question 25: We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be amended to add the
intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section 8 order without leave.

Please provide your views below:

33  Consultation Question 26:

No

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle. However, if surrogacy takes place, the surrogate mother should continue to be the legal mother from birth as under the
current law.

34  Consultation Question 27:

No

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle and am opposed to the 'new pathway'.

35  Consultation Question 28: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the surrogate should retain
parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right
to object, assuming that she does not exercise her right to object.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:



I oppose surrogacy in principle. However, if surrogacy takes place, the surrogate mother should continue to be the legal mother from birth as under the
current law.

36  Consultation Question 29:

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle. However, if surrogacy takes place, the surrogate mother should continue to be the legal mother from birth as under the
current law. Restrictions should be applied only if the child were at risk.

Chapter 9: The Regulation of Surrogacy Arrangements

37  Consultation Question 30: We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the scope of the new
pathway.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle. However, if surrogacy takes place, the surrogate mother should continue to be the legal mother from birth as under the
current law.

38  Consultation Question 31: We invite the views of independent surrogates, and intended parents who have used independent surrogacy
arrangements, to tell us about their experience. In particular, we would be interested to hear about any health screening, counselling and
legal advice that took place.

Please provide your views below:

39  Consultation Question 32:

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle. However, if surrogacy takes place, the surrogate mother should continue to be the legal mother from birth as under the
current law.

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle. However, if surrogacy takes place, the surrogate mother should continue to be the legal mother from birth as under the
current law.

40  Consultation Question 33:

No

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle.

No

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle.

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

41  Consultation Question 34:

representing the organisation to, and liaising with, the regulator;, managing the regulated surrogacy organisation with sufficient care, competence and
skill;, ensuring the compliance of the organisation with relevant law and regulation, including the creation, maintenance and operation of necessary
policies and procedures;, training any staff, including that of the person responsible; and, providing data to the regulator and to such other person as
required by law.

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle.

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:



42  Consultation Question 35: We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit making bodies. Do
consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle.

43  Consultation Question 36: We invite consultees’ views as to what should be included in the definition of matching and facilitation services.

Please provide your views below:

44  Consultation Question 37: We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer matching and
facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle.

45  Consultation Question 37: We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer
matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle.

46  Consultation Question 38: We invite consultees’ views as to the sanctions that should be available against organisations that offer
matching and facilitation services without being regulated to do so, and whether these should be criminal, civil or regulatory.

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle.

47  Consultation Question 39: We provisionally propose that the remit of the Human Fertilisation and Embryology Authority be expanded to
include the regulation of regulated surrogacy organisations, and oversight of compliance with the proposed legal requirements for the new
pathway to legal parenthood. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle. I have no confidence that the HFEA is qualified for such a role, as it has not performing well in other respects.

Please provide your views below:

See previous answer.

48  Consultation Question 40: We provisionally propose that surrogacy agreements should remain unenforceable (subject to the exception we
provisionally propose in Consultation Question 88 in relation to financial terms). Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle. If it continues, the present situation should be maintained.

49  Consultation Question 41: We provisionally propose that there should be no prohibition against charging for negotiating, facilitating and
advising on surrogacy arrangements. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle. The introduction of payment leads to commercialisation and commoditisation of human life.

50  Consultation Question 42: We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy should be removed, with
the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything that can lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. Do
consultees agree?



No

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle. The ban on advertising in connection with surrogacy should be continued.

Chapter 10: Children's Access to Information About Surrogacy Arrangements

51  Consultation Question 43: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, where the making of a parental order in respect of a child
born of a surrogacy arrangement has been recorded in the Parental Order Register, the child should be able to access his or her original birth
certificate at the age of 18. Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

52  Consultation Question 44: We provisionally propose that where children are born of surrogacy arrangements that result in the intended
parents being recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of that certificate should make clear that the birth was the result of a
surrogacy arrangement. Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

53  Consultation Question 45: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the birth registration system in England and Wales requires reform
and, if so, which reforms they would like to see.

Please provide your views below:

54  Consultation Question 46: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has been the subject of a
parental order should be able to access all the documents contained in the court’s file for those parental order proceedings.Do consultees
agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

55  Consultation Question 47:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Although I oppose surrogacy in principle, I would support such a register if surrogacy is allowed to continue.

No

Please provide your views below:

I have no confidence in the HFEA and there should be a different body.

56  Consultation Question 48: We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate and the intended
parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy
arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

Although I oppose surrogacy in principle, I agree with this in the event of surrogacy continuing.

57  Consultation Question 49:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle.

Please provide your views below:

Althpugh I oppose surrogacy in principle, I support (2) here.



58  Consultation Question 50: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any provision for those born of a surrogacy
arrangement to make a request for information to disclose whether a person whom he or she is intending to marry, or with whom he or she
intends to enter into a civil partnership or intimate physical relationship, was carried by the same surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

Although I oppose surrogacy in principle, I agree with this proposal.

59  Consultation Question 51:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle.

Please provide your views below:

Although I oppose surrogacy in principle, I agree with tis proposal.

60  Consultation Question 52:

Please provide your views below:

Although I oppose surrogacy in principle, I agree with this proposal.

Please provide your views below:

Although I oppose surrogacy in principle, I agree with this proposal.

61  Consultation Question 53: For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether details of an
intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded in the register.

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 11: Eligibility Criteria for a Parental Order

62  Consultation Question 54: We provisionally propose that the six month time limits in sections 54 and 54A of the HFEA 2008 for making a
parental order application should be abolished. Do consultees agree?

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle. If surrogacy continues, the present situation, in which the surrogate is the legal mother at birth, should continue.

63  Consultation Question 55:

No

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle. If surrogacy continues, the present situation, in which the surrogate is the legal mother at birth, should continue.

No

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle. If surrogacy continues, the present situation, in which the surrogate is the legal mother at birth, should continue.

Chapter 12: Eligibility Criteria for Both a Parental Order and for the New Pathway

64  Consultation Question 56:

No

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle. International surrogacy should be prohibited.

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle. International surrogacy should be prohibited.



65  Consultation Question 57:

Please provide your views below:

The qualifying categories should not be revised.

66  Consultation Question 58: We provisionally propose that to use the new pathway, intended parents should be required to make a
declaration in the surrogacy agreement that they intend for the child’s home to be with them. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle. However, the present situation in which the surrogate is the legal parent from birth should not be changed.

67  Consultation Question 59:

No

Please provide views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle. However, the present requirement of the biological relationship with the child should not be changed.

Please provide views below:

Double donation should be prohibited.

No

Please provide views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle. International surrogacy should be illegal.
Why is there inconsistency between the proposals for domestic and international surrogacy arrangements in respect of intended parents' donation of
gametes?

68  Consultation Question 60: We provisionally propose that if the requirement for a genetic link is retained for domestic cases outside the
new pathway, the requirement should not apply, subject to medical necessity, if the court determines that the intended parents in good faith
began the surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway but were required to apply for a parental order. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle. This question is not precise enough to give any considered opinion. It shows the muddled thinking of the composition of
the consultation,

69  Consultation Question 61: We provisionally propose that if double donation is permitted only in cases of medical necessity, an exception
should be made to allow a parental order to be granted to a single parent without a genetic link where the intended parent’s former partner
provides gametes but the intended parents’ relationship breaks down before the grant of a parental order. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide views below:

I oppose surrogacy and double donation of gametes in principle.

70  Consultation Question 62:

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle.

Please provide your views below:

71  Consultation Question 63:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:



Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

72  Consultation Question 64:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle.

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

73  Consultation Question 65:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle.

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 13: Eligibility Criteria for the New Pathway

74  Consultation Question 66:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle. Does this suggest that eugenic testing is being envisaged?

Please provide your views below:

75  Consultation Question 67:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle. But if surrogacy is permitted, counselling should be mandatory.

76  Consultation Question 68: We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that the surrogate and the
intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect of the law and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is
signed. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle.

77  Consultation Question 69:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle.

Please provide your views below:

78  Consultation Question 70: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the surrogate has previously given
birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.



Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle.

79  Consultation Question 71: We provisionally propose that there should not be a maximum number of surrogate pregnancies that a woman
can undertake as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle.

Chapter 15: Payments to the Surrogate: Options for Reform

80  Consultation Question 72:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle. I oppose the involvement of any payment to a surrogate because it makes this a commercial transaction and is
dehumanising and exploitative of the woman's body.

81  Consultation Question 73:

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle. I oppose the involvement of any payment to a surrogate because it makes this a commercial transaction and is
dehumanising and exploitative of the woman's body.

82  Consultation Question 74:

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle. I oppose the involvement of any payment to a surrogate because it makes this a commercial transaction and is
dehumanising and exploitative of the woman's body.

83  Consultation Question 75:

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle. I oppose the involvement of any payment to a surrogate because it makes this a commercial transaction and is
dehumanising and exploitative of the woman's body.

84  Consultation Question 76: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay their
surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or self-employed).

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle. I oppose the involvement of any payment to a surrogate because it makes this a commercial transaction and is
dehumanising and exploitative of the woman's body.

85  Consultation Question 77:

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle. I oppose the involvement of any payment to a surrogate because it makes this a commercial transaction and is
dehumanising and exploitative of the woman's body.

86  Consultation Question 78:

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle. I oppose the involvement of any payment to a surrogate because it makes this a commercial transaction and is
dehumanising and exploitative of the woman's body.

87  Consultation Question 79:

Please provide your views below:



I oppose surrogacy in principle. I oppose the involvement of any payment to a surrogate because it makes this a commercial transaction and is
dehumanising and exploitative of the woman's body.

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle. I oppose the involvement of any payment to a surrogate because it makes this a commercial transaction and is
dehumanising and exploitative of the woman's body.

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle. I oppose the involvement of any payment to a surrogate because it makes this a commercial transaction and is
dehumanising and exploitative of the woman's body.

88  Consultation Question 80: We invite consultees' views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay compensation to the
surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for
the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle. I oppose the involvement of any payment to a surrogate because it makes this a commercial transaction and is
dehumanising and exploitative of the woman's body.

89  Consultation Question 81:

Please provide your views below:

90  Consultation Question 82:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle. I oppose the involvement of any payment to a surrogate because it makes this a commercial transaction and is
dehumanising and exploitative of the woman's body.

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle. I oppose the involvement of any payment to a surrogate because it makes this a commercial transaction and is
dehumanising and exploitative of the woman's body.

Please provide any views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle. I oppose the involvement of any payment to a surrogate because it makes this a commercial transaction and is
dehumanising and exploitative of the woman's body.

91  Consultation Question 83:

Please provide views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle. I oppose the involvement of any payment to a surrogate because it makes this a commercial transaction and is
dehumanising and exploitative of the woman's body.

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle. I oppose the involvement of any payment to a surrogate because it makes this a commercial transaction and is
dehumanising and exploitative of the woman's body.

92  Consultation Question 84: We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to surrogates should be the
same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. Do consultees
agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:



I oppose surrogacy in principle. I oppose the involvement of any payment to a surrogate because it makes this a commercial transaction and is
dehumanising and exploitative of the woman's body.

93  Consultation Question 85: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have not discussed which
they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

94  Consultation Question 86: We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that intended parents should
be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

95  Consultation Question 87:

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle. I oppose the involvement of any payment to a surrogate because it makes this a commercial transaction and is
dehumanising and exploitative of the woman's body.

96  Consultation Question 88:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle. I oppose the involvement of any payment to a surrogate because it makes this a commercial transaction and is
dehumanising and exploitative of the woman's body.

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy in principle. I oppose the involvement of any payment to a surrogate because it makes this a commercial transaction and is
dehumanising and exploitative of the woman's body.

Chapter 16: International Surrogacy Arrangements

97  Consultation Question 89: We invite overseas surrogates (or bodies representing or advocating for surrogates) to share with us their
experiences of international surrogacy arrangements.

Please provide your views below:

98  Consultation Question 90: We invite organisations focused on children’s rights and welfare in the international context to share with us
their views on our proposed reforms and consultation questions in this chapter.

Please provide your views below:

99  Consultation Question 91: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of their experience of applying to register a child born through
an international surrogacy arrangement as a British citizen and obtaining a passport for the child. In particular, we would be interested to hear
how long the application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have about causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

100  Consultation Question 92: We provisionally propose that it should be possible for a file to be opened, and the application process for
obtaining registration of a child born from an international surrogacy arrangement and obtaining a passport to begin, prior to the birth of the
child.Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

101  Consultation Question 93: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of applying for a visa for a
child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In particular, we would be interested to hear how long the application took after
the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

102  Consultation Question 94:



Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

103  Consultation Question 95:We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process for applying for a EU
Uniform Format Form in respect of a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement, before the child is born. The application will
need to be completed after the birth of the child.Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

104  Consultation Question 96: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of applying for a EU Uniform
Format Form for a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In particular we would be interested to hear how long the
application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

105  Consultation Question 97: We provisionally propose that the UK Government should provide a single, comprehensive guide for intended
parents explaining the nationality and immigration consequences of having a child through an international surrogacy arrangement. Do
consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

106  Consultation Question 98: We provisionally propose that international surrogacy arrangements should not be eligible for the new
pathway to parenthood.Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

107  Consultation Question 99:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

108  Consultation Question 100:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 17: Miscellaneous Issues

109  Consultation Question 101: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current application of the law on statutory paternity leave, and
statutory paternity pay, to the situation of the surrogate’s spouse, civil partner or partner requires reform.

Please provide your views below:

110  Consultation Question 102: We provisionally propose that provision for maternity allowance should be made in respect of intended
parents, and that any such provision should be limited so that only one intended parent qualifies. Do consultees agree?

Not Answered



Please provide your views below:

111  Consultation Question 103:

Please provide your views below:

112  Consultation Question 104: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the duty of employers to provide suitable facilities for any person at
work who is a pregnant woman or nursing mother to rest under Regulation 25 of the Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations 1992
is sufficient to include intended parents in a surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

113  Consultation Question 105: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are further issues in relation to employment rights and
surrogacy arrangements and, if so, any suggestions for reform.

Please provude your views below:

114  Consultation Question 106: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they believe any reforms in relation to surrogacy and succession
law are required.

Please provide your views below:

115  Consultation Question 107:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

116  Consultation Question 108: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other legal issues in relation to surrogacy, not
covered in this Consultation Paper, that merit examination.

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 18: Impact

117  Consultation Question 109:

Please insert the year of birth here:

Not Answered

If international, in which country did the arrangement take place?:

Not Answered

Not Answered

118  Consultation Question 110:

Not Answered

Not Answered

Not Answered

Please provide the cost of any legal advice or representation below:

119  Consultation Question 111: We invite consultees’ views as to the impact (social, emotional, financial or otherwise) of the current law
where the intended parents are not the legal parents from birth of the child born of the surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

120  Consultation Question 112:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

121  Consultation Question 113:



Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

122  Consultation Question 114:

Please provide your views below:

123  Consultation Question 115:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

124  Consultation Question 116:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

125  Consultation Question 117: We invite consultees’ views as to the specific impact of our proposals in Northern Ireland.

Please provide your views below:

126  Consultation Question 118: We invite consultees’ views as to any other impact that we have not specifically addressed in this chapter, or
the preceding chapters, of this Consultation Paper.

Please provide your views below:
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Building families through surrogacy: A new law    
 

Resolution’s response to the Law Commission    
 
 
Resolution’s 6,500 members are family lawyers, mediators and other family justice professionals, 
committed to a non-adversarial approach to family law and the resolution of family disputes.  
 
Resolution members abide by a Code of Practice which emphasises a constructive and collaborative 
approach to family problems and encourages solutions that take into account the needs of the 
whole family, particularly the best interests of any children. 
 
We also campaign for better laws and better support and facilities for families and children 
undergoing family change.  
 
This response has been prepared by  

, who have expertise in surrogacy 
law and acting for the parties involved, on behalf of Resolution.   
has provided her expertise to the authors. 
 
Our response provides responses to those consultation questions within our expertise.  We have 
omitted those questions where we are not in a position to comment.   
 
  

Response to consultation questions 
 
Consultation Question 1.  
We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in England and Wales:   
(1) all international surrogacy arrangements should continue to be automatically allocated to a 
judge of the High Court; and  
(2) if international surrogacy arrangements are not automatically allocated to a judge of the High 
Court, circuit judges should be ticketed to hear such cases.  
 
International cases could be referred to the DFJ in the local family court for gatekeeping, and carry 
with them a self-certification of complexity for allocation to High Court Family Division or Family 
Court, Circuit judge level, or a section 9 ticket Circuit Judge.  
 
Consultation Question 2.  
We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in respect of England and Wales   
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(1) domestic surrogacy cases which continue to require a post-birth parental order should 
continue to be heard by lay justices, or whether they should be allocated to another level of the 
judiciary; and  
(2) If consultees consider that such cases should be allocated to another level of the judiciary, 
which level of the judiciary would be appropriate.  
 
In our view, all domestic surrogacy cases should be allocated to DJ or Circuit judge level and 
consideration given to whether there should be specific ‘surrogacy’ judges who have had specific 
training in that area. 
 
Under the new model, if there is a need for the court to be involved, the case is likely to be complex 
and therefore not appropriate for allocation to lay justices. The applications create life-long 
relationships for the child, and it is important that the legal complexities are considered and 
determined by a judge. 
 
Consultation Question 3.  
We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the 
current allocation rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation Questions 1 
and 2. 
 
As above. 
 
Consultation Question 4.  
We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, the court should be placed under a duty to 
consider whether to make an order awarding the intended parents parental responsibility at the 
first directions hearing in the proceedings.  
Do consultees agree?  
(Note that this provisional proposal would be necessary only if our provisional proposal in Chapter 
8 that all intended parents (whether in the new pathway or not) automatically acquire parental 
responsibility if the child is living with or being cared for by them is not supported by consultees).  
 
Yes.  
  
Consultation Question 5.  
We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the FPR 2010 should 
be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the proceedings by 
default, unless the court directs otherwise.   
Do consultees agree?  
 
No. It should be disclosed to the applicants and any children’s guardian appointed only. The 
disclosure to the surrogate and, if applicable, her spouse should remain subject to judicial decision 
making, and therefore the report to remain confidential from the surrogate until such time as the 
court rules otherwise.  
 
The report can contain some very sensitive and personal information which may not be shared or 
need to be shared with the surrogate. Reversing rule 16.35(5) may carry with it a much more 
‘watered down’ report which will not assist the court. 
 
If wider disclosure is sought, considered necessary and/or directed, the court can at that point also 
consider redactions, weighing A6 and A8 rights of all involved.    
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Consultation Question 7.  
In respect of a domestic surrogacy arrangement, we provisionally propose that, before the child is 
conceived, where the intended parents and surrogate have:  
(1) entered into an agreement including the prescribed information, which will include a 
statement as to legal parenthood on birth,  
(2) complied with procedural safeguards for the agreement, and  
(3) met eligibility requirements,  
on the birth of the child the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child, subject to 
the surrogate’s right to object.  
Do consultees agree?  
 
Yes. 
 
Consultation Question 8.  
We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations and licensed clinics should be 
under a duty to keep a record of surrogacy arrangements under the new pathway to which they 
are a party, with such records being retained for a specified minimum period.  
Do consultees agree?  
 
Yes. Records should be kept for 100 years, in line with the provision in relation to adoption records 
held by adoption agencies under the Adoption and Children Act (ACA) 2002. 
 
We invite consultees’ views as to what the length of that period should be: whether 100 years or 
another period.  
 
100 years - see above. 
 
Consultation Question 9.  
We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes should 
apply to traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated surrogacy organisation is 
involved.  
Do consultees agree?  
 
Yes. However, if the underlying purpose of that provision is child identity and provision of necessary 
information, should the prohibition apply across the board? 
 
Consultation Question 10.  
We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a traditional, 
domestic surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from entering into the new 
pathway.  
 
Subject to our answer to question 9 above, we consider that in such situations the court should 
retain the overview. Issues arise about the child’s life story work etc. and the court would benefit 
from a Cafcass report. The use of anonymous donor, if it is not to be prohibited across the board, 
may regulate itself if there remains a need for court involvement vis-à-vis the new pathway. 
 
Consultation Question 11.  
We provisionally propose that:  
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(1) the surrogate should have the right to object to the acquisition of legal parenthood by the 
intended parents, for a fixed period after the birth of the child;   
(2) this right to object should operate by the surrogate making her objection in writing within a 
defined period, with the objection being sent to both the intended parents and the body 
responsible for the regulation of surrogacy; and  
(3) the defined period should be the applicable period for birth registration less one week.  
Do consultees agree?  
 

(1) Yes, although we have concerns about the terminology of ‘right to object’ – what does that 
mean in reality? 
 

(2) Yes. 
 

(3) No. We consider that it should be 6 weeks, in line with the provisions on adoption consent 
which are rooted in medical considerations and go to the surrogate’s autonomy; keeping a 6 
week objection/consent rule is however therefore likely to require a change to the Birth and 
Death Registration Act (BDRA) 1953 in relation to the period for registration of surrogate 
births. 

 
Consultation Question 12.  
We provisionally propose that, where the surrogate objects to the intended parents acquiring 
legal parenthood within the period fixed after birth, the surrogacy arrangement should no longer 
be able to proceed in the new pathway, with the result that:  
(1) the surrogate will be the legal parent of the child;   
(2) if one of the intended parents would, under the current law, be a legal parent of the child, then 
he or she will continue to be a legal parent in these circumstances; and  
(3) the intended parents would be able to make an application for a parental order to obtain legal 
parenthood.  
Do consultees agree?  
  

(1) Yes, to legal parenthood reverting to the surrogate, but see our answer to question 29. 
 

(2) Yes, but see our answer to question 29. 
 

(3) Yes, but see our answer to question 29. 
 
Consultation Question 13.  
We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway:  
(1) the intended parents should be required to make a declaration on registering the birth of the 
child that they have no reason to believe that the surrogate has lacked capacity at any time during 
the period in which she had the right to object to the intended parents acquiring legal parenthood;  
(2) if the intended parents cannot provide this declaration then, during the period in which she has 
the right to object to the intended parents acquiring legal parenthood, the surrogate should be 
able to provide a positive consent to such acquisition; and  
(3) if the intended parents are unable to make this declaration and the surrogate is unable to 
provide the positive consent within the relevant period, the surrogacy arrangement should exit 
the new pathway and the intended parents should be able to make an application for a parental 
order.  
Do consultees agree?  
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(1) Yes, but we have some concerns about remedies for factually false declarations made in 
good faith and/or out of ignorance. Should the clinic have a role in notifying the intended 
parents (IPs) about any change in the surrogate’s circumstances, or should it be an option 
for the surrogate to nominate an individual in the surrogacy agreement who will update the 
IPs/clinic in case of the surrogate’s incapacity to do so?  
 
We note intentional false declaration will constitute a criminal offence and can lead to an 
amendment of the birth certificate - this should be made clear in the legislation and on any 
pro forma declaration form. 
 
Section 29 BDRA 1953 may need to be amended.  
 

(2) We cannot think of a situation where it would not be possible for the IPs to provide the 
required declaration – if, for instance, the surrogate lacks capacity, then the arrangements 
should fall outside the new pathway; if the surrogate lacks capacity temporarily and 
recovers, then this should not affect the declaration; if any of the required information is not 
available to the IPs, the case would fall outside the new pathway. 
 

(3) Yes.  
  
Consultation Question 14.  
We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway, the welfare of the child to be born 
as a result of the surrogacy arrangement:  
(1) should be assessed in the way set out in Chapter 8 of the current Code of Practice;  
(2) either the regulated surrogacy organisation or regulated clinic, as appropriate, should be 
responsible for ensuring that this procedure is followed; and  
(3) there should be no requirement for any welfare assessment of the child after his or her birth.  
Do consultees agree?  
 

(1) Yes, we suggest that part of the counselling should also be to explore the possibility of a 
psychological assessment of at least the surrogate, as happens for instance in Canada, to 
minimise post-birth complications.  
 

(2) Yes. 
 

(3) Yes. 
 
Consultation Question 15.  
We provisionally propose that, for a child born as a result of a surrogacy arrangement under the 
new pathway, where the surrogate has exercised her right to object to the intended parents’ 
acquisition of legal parenthood at birth, the surrogate’s spouse or civil partner, if any, should not 
be a legal parent of the child.  
Do consultees agree?  
 
We agree that the surrogate’s spouse or civil partner should not be the legal parent of the child in 
these circumstances.   
 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in the case of a surrogacy arrangement outside the 
new pathway, the surrogate’s spouse or civil partner should continue to be a legal parent of the 
child born as a result of the arrangement.  
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We do not agree that the surrogate’s spouse or civil partner should be the legal parent of the child in 
these circumstances.  The identity of the other legal parent must be determined by the court. 
 
Consultation Question 16. 
We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway, where a child born of a surrogacy 
arrangement is stillborn:  
(1) the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child unless the surrogate exercises her 
right to object; and  
(2) the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being registered as the 
parents before the expiry of the period of the right to object.  
Do consultees agree?  
 

(1) Yes. 
 

(2) We can understand the sentiment behind such a provision but are cautious about reducing 
any period to object by enabling early positive consent to the birth registration.  

 
We provisionally propose that, outside the new pathway, where a child born of a surrogacy 
arrangement is stillborn, the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being 
registered as the parents before the expiry of the period allowed for the registration of the birth, 
provided that the intended parents have made a declaration to the effect that the relevant criteria 
for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the stillbirth.  
Do consultees agree?  
 
Yes, but not prior to the 6 week period. We suggest that the registration deadline in such cases is 
aligned with any changes to the timeline for surrogacy births in the BDRA 1953. 
 
Consultation Question 17.  
We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, where the 
child dies before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able to consent to the 
intended parents being registered as the parents before the expiry of the period allowed for the 
registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a declaration to the effect 
that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the 
birth.  
Do consultees agree?  
 
Yes, but also please see our answer to question 16. 
 
Consultation Question 18.  
For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether, 
where the surrogate dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during which she can 
exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the new pathway and the 
intended parents should be required to make an application for a parental order.  
 
Yes. 
 
Consultation Question 19.  
We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, where both 
intended parents die during the surrogate’s pregnancy, the intended parents should be registered 
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as the child’s parents on birth, subject to the surrogate not exercising her right to object within the 
defined period.  
Do consultees agree?  
 
Yes.  
 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, 
where both intended parents die during the surrogate’s pregnancy or before a parental order is 
made:  
(1) it should be competent for an application to be made, by a person who claims an interest 
under section 11(3)(a) of the Children (Scotland) Act 1995, or who would be permitted to apply for 
an order under section 8 of the Children Act 1989:  
(a) for an order for appointment as guardian of the child, and  
(b) for a parental order in the name of the intended parents, subject to the surrogate’s consent; or  
(2) the surrogate should be registered as the child’s mother and it should not be possible for the 
intended parents to be registered as the child’s parents, but that there should be a procedure for 
the surrogate to provide details of the intended parents, and, if relevant, gamete donors, for entry 
onto the register of surrogacy arrangements.  
 

(1) Yes to (a) and (b), but what if there is no such person which falls within section 8 and section 
10 Children Act 1989?  Should the ability to apply for a parental order in such cases fall to a 
local authority which can accommodate the child under section 20 and/or an ICO/CO but, as 
a corporate body, would not have the power to apply for a parental order under the present 
proposal?  
 

(2) Not unless the surrogate agrees to being registered as the mother and her spouse, if 
applicable, as the other parent. We are concerned that otherwise the surrogate and her 
spouse would acquire responsibility for a child which they never intended to have and may 
not want. We also query whether in such cases, there should be legislative provisions to 
require a local authority to be notified of such births?  

 
Consultation Question 20.  
We provisionally propose that, where an application is made for a parental order by a sole 
applicant under section 54A:  
(1) the applicant should have to make a declaration that it was always intended that there would 
only be a single applicant for a parental order in respect of the child concerned or to supply the 
name and contact details of the other intended parent;   
(2) if details of another intended parent are supplied, a provision should be made for notice to be 
given to the potential second intended parent of the application and an opportunity given to that 
party to provide notice of opposition within a brief period (of, say, 14 to 21 days); and  
(3) if the second intended parent gives notice of his or her intention to oppose, he or she should 
be required to make his or her own application within a brief period (say 14 days), otherwise the 
application of the first intended parent will be determined by the court.  
Do consultees agree?  
 
For one intended parent from the start - yes.  
 
Where there were two IPs from the start, we wonder whether section 51(3A) ACA 2002 should be 
‘translated’ into the new legislation, that there be a presumption that both IPs are registered, or 
apply for a parental order, as the case may be, and with a further provision that permits sole 
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application in cases of a couple or previous couple who at the outset had the clear intention of being 
joint parents for their child, with the permission of the court. 
 
From the child’s perspective, it would also be of welfare benefit if there was a mechanism by which 
one IP could apply to the court to have the other IP recognised as the child’s second parent. 
 
This question highlights the need for good documentation from the start and pre-birth, and for that 
to be legislated, so there is a clear record about the intentions of the IPs from the outset. 
 
For us the central question was: If IPs separate during the course of the pregnancy, should their 
initial intention to be joint parents to their child born through surrogacy be recognised and 
presumed to exist in law, unless the court, in consideration of the child’s welfare, authorises the 
rebuttal of that presumption? 
 
Consultation Question 21.  
We invite consultees’ views as to:  
(1) a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases; and  
(2) how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this model. 
 

(1) No, we think this would overcomplicate matters, please see our answer question 29 
 

(2) See our answer to question 29. 
 
Consultation Question 22.  
We invite consultees’ views:   
(1) as to whether there should be any additional oversight in the new pathway that we have 
proposed, leading to the acquisition of legal parenthood by the intended parents at birth; and  
(2) if so, as to whether should this oversight be:  
(a) administrative, or  
(b) judicial.  
 
Yes, administratively through the clinic or regulated surrogacy body. 
 
Consultation Question 23.  
In respect of England and Wales, we invite consultees’ views as to:  
(1) whether the welfare checklist, contained in section 1(3) of the Children Act 1989, should be 
amended to provide for the court to have regard to additional specific factors in the situation 
where it is considering the arrangements for a child in the context of a dispute about a surrogacy 
arrangement; and  
(2) if so, as to what those additional factors should be.  
 
The welfare checklist and considerations for a child are the same, irrespective of life story, and the 
current welfare checklist covers this. What could be included in the new legislation, as is with the 
ACA 2002, is a provision that it is ‘throughout the child’s life’ in relation also to children born through 
surrogacy because of the life-long relationships that are created under statute. Orders under the 
Children Act 1989 do not create such lifelong relationships.  
 
Consultation Question 24.  
In respect of England and Wales, we invite consultees’ views:  



 

9 

 

(1) as to whether the checklist, contained in section 1(4) of the ACA 2002 (as applied and modified 
by regulation 2 and paragraph 1 of Schedule 1 of the 2018 Regulations) should be further 
amended to provide for the court to have regard to additional specific factors in the situation 
where it is considering whether to make a parental order; and  
(2) what those additional factors should be. 
 
The current section 1(4) ACA 2002 covers all relevant matters in relation to child welfare and 
adoption.  
 
The paramountcy of child welfare in line with section 1(4) ACA 2002 should also be enshrined in law 
with regards to orders arising out of surrogacy arrangements. 
 
Consultation Question 25.  
We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be amended 
to add the intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section 8 order without 
leave.  
 
No. This would not be needed under the new pathway but could create difficulties in any other 
surrogacy arrangements. Who is the IP? The leave provision creates that gateway and safeguard for 
unmerited applications, whilst permitting IPs to proceed to an application under section 8, with the 
leave of the court.  
 
Consultation Question 26. 
We provisionally propose that, where a child is born as a result of a surrogacy arrangement 
outside the new pathway, the intended parents should acquire parental responsibility 
automatically where:  
(1) the child is living with them or being cared for by them; and   
(2) they intend to apply for a parental order.  
Do consultees agree?  
 
Not automatically because the surrogacy process would have been unregulated, so the acquisition of 
parental responsibility (PR) should have the court’s oversight. However, we suggest that PR could be 
given to the IPs automatically on issuing a parental order application, similar to a child becoming the 
Ward of the Court on the issuing of an application in Wardship. 
  
Consultation Question 27.  
We provisionally propose that, where a child is born as a result of a surrogacy arrangement in the 
new pathway:  
(1) the intended parents should acquire parental responsibility on the birth of the child; and  
(2) if the surrogate exercises her right to object, the intended parents should continue to have 
parental responsibility for the child where the child is living with, or being cared for by, them, and 
they intend to apply for a parental order.   
Do consultees agree?  
 
Yes. 
 
Consultation Question 28.  
We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the surrogate 
should retain parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the arrangement until the 
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expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right to object, assuming that she does not 
exercise her right to object.  
Do consultees agree?  
 
No, under the new pathway, the IPs will be the legal parents and have PR from birth, until and unless 
the surrogate objects in which case the surrogate (and her spouse, if applicable) will be the legal 
parent(s) and acquire PR which they will share with the IPs. It should fall to the court to regulate the 
exercise of PR if there is a dispute, pending the determination of a parental order or other 
application.  
 
Consultation Question 29.  
For all surrogacy arrangements, we invite consultees’ views as to:   
(1) whether there is a need for any restriction to be placed on the exercise of parental 
responsibility by either the surrogate (or other legal parent), or the intended parents, during the 
period in which parental responsibility is shared; and  
(2) whether it should operate to restrict the exercise of parental responsibility by the party not 
caring for the child or with whom the child is not living.  
 
We were initially thinking whether overriding PR to either would be appropriate, but on reflection, 
we consider that in a situation where both the surrogate/spouse and the IPs share PR, it will be the 
court which regulates the exercise of PR, if necessary. 
 
Consultation Question 30.  
We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the scope of 
the new pathway.  
Do consultees agree?  
 
Yes. 
 
Consultation Question 32.  
We invite consultees’ views as to whether independent surrogacy arrangements should be 
brought within the scope of the new pathway.  
 
No. Without having had oversight by a clinic or regulated surrogacy body, the court should retain 
ultimate oversight of the process.  
 
We invite consultees’ views as to how independent surrogacy arrangements might be brought 
within the scope of the new pathway.  
 
The difficulty with independent surrogacy is that matches are made online or between friends which 
have the potential for breakdown, abuse, illegal arrangements, and exploitation. Current case law 
illustrates the pitfalls of unregulated arrangements which we say will continue to require judicial 
input.  
 
It may be that surrogacy arrangements involving close family members could be brought into the 
new pathway, similarly to the private fostering exemptions and private adoption arrangements 
exemptions in the Children Act 1989 and ACA 2002. 
 
Consultation Question 33.  
We provisionally propose that:  
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(1) there should be regulated surrogacy organisations;   
(2) there should be no requirement for a regulated surrogacy organisation to take a particular 
form; and  
(3) each surrogacy organisation should be required to appoint an individual responsible for 
ensuring that the organisation complies with regulation.  
Do consultees agree?  
 
Yes. 
 
Consultation Question 34.  
We provisionally propose that the person responsible must be responsible for:  
(1) representing the organisation to, and liaising with, the regulator;  
(2) managing the regulated surrogacy organisation with sufficient care, competence and skill;  
(3) ensuring the compliance of the organisation with relevant law and regulation, including the 
creation, maintenance and operation of necessary policies and procedures;  
(4) training any staff, including that of the person responsible; and  
(5) providing data to the regulator and to such other person as required by law.  
Do consultees agree?  
 
Yes.  
 
We invite consultees to identify any other responsibilities which a responsible individual should 
have.  
 
Collating/collecting data in relation to the surrogate, so this may be accessed by the child later. 
 
We invite consultees’ views as to what experience, skills and qualifications a person responsible 
for a surrogacy organisation should have. 
 
We consider appropriate someone with extensive social work experience, legal background, and/or 
someone who has undergone special training and gained the relevant knowledge and qualifications.  
 
Consultation Question 35.  
We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit making 
bodies.  
Do consultees agree?  
 
Yes. 
 
Consultation Question 36. 
We invite consultees’ views as to what should be included in the definition of matching and 
facilitation services.  
 
As mentioned elsewhere, a proper screening process and child welfare evaluation pre implant is 
important. Consideration may also be given to whether a course on life story work should form part 
of the preliminary evaluation. Much emphasis is given to this for prospective adopters and the 
importance of proper life story work should be emphasised also with regards to children born 
through surrogacy. 
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In terms of facilitation, the current blanket prohibition in that regard does not work because it 
means that parties go into the process without specific legal advice or other professional assistance. 
 
The facilitation services could also provide a list of specialist lawyers for IPs and surrogates.  
 
Resolution which runs specialist accreditation schemes for family lawyers could also develop a 
surrogacy accreditation, by way of quality assurance, for instance.  
  
Consultation Question 37.  
We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer 
matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway.  
Do consultees agree?  
 
Yes. 
 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able 
to offer matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements outside the new 
pathway.  
 
Both pathways should be regulated in the same way. 
 
Consultation Question 38.  
We invite consultees’ views as to the sanctions that should be available against organisations that 
offer matching and facilitation services without being regulated to do so, and whether these 
should be criminal, civil or regulatory.  
 
It should be a criminal sanction in order to deter non-regulated organisations from matching and 
facilitating a surrogacy arrangement. We consider that if criminal sanctions are applied to breaches, 
the terminology will have to be clearly defined, for example, what constitutes matching and 
facilitating and what would fall outside. 
  
Consultation Question 39.  
We provisionally propose that the remit of the Human Fertilisation and Embryology Authority be 
expanded to include the regulation of regulated surrogacy organisations, and oversight of 
compliance with the proposed legal requirements for the new pathway to legal parenthood.  
Do consultees agree?  
 
Yes. 
 
If consultees agree, we invite their views as to how the Authority’s Code of Practice should apply 
to regulated surrogacy organisations, including which additional or new areas of regulation should 
be applied.  
 
We are not in a position to provide a view.  
 
Consultation Question 40.  
We provisionally propose that surrogacy agreements should remain unenforceable (subject to the 
exception we provisionally propose in Consultation Question 88 in relation to financial terms).   
Do consultees agree?  
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Yes, and we agree that the finances part of the agreement should be enforceable. However, we are 
somewhat concerned that this leaves only one part of the contract enforceable, and what happens, 
for instance, if the surrogate changes her mind? Should the financial provisions be reversed in these 
circumstances? It is a dilemma we have been unable to resolve, given the surrogate’s autonomy and 
‘right to object’.   
  
Consultation Question 41.  
We provisionally propose that there should be no prohibition against charging for negotiating, 
facilitating and advising on surrogacy arrangements.  
Do consultees agree?  
 
Yes, because the current prohibitions prevent IPs and surrogates from going into an arrangement 
with their eyes open, without all sides having taken robust legal advice and considered their options. 
It should be possible or a requirement to have lawyers involved in the discussions and drafting 
process of the agreement. 
 
Consultation Question 42.  
We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy should be 
removed, with the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything that can 
lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements.  
Do consultees agree?  
 
Yes.  
  
Consultation Question 43.  
We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, where the making of a parental order in 
respect of a child born of a surrogacy arrangement has been recorded in the Parental Order 
Register, the child should be able to access his or her original birth certificate at the age of 18.  
Do consultees agree?  
 
Yes, as is the case now.  
 
Consultation Question 44.  
We provisionally propose that where children are born of surrogacy arrangements that result in 
the intended parents being recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of that 
certificate should make clear that the birth was the result of a surrogacy arrangement.  
Do consultees agree?  
 
From a child’s perspective and life story, as with adoptions, the birth certificate should refer to a 
surrogacy arrangement. 
 
We have considered whether there may be circumstances where this information should not be 
included, for instance religious or cultural reasons, but have been unable to reach a clear resolution 
as to whether it would be right that this should or could be permitted by court order. We are 
therefore simply flagging this up for further consideration, if possible.  
 
Consultation Question 45. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether the birth registration system in England and Wales 
requires reform and, if so, which reforms they would like to see.  
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Yes, it requires reform.  
 
A surrogate mother cannot give her consent to a parental order application under the current laws 
until after 6 weeks have passed from the date of birth. This time scale has long been accepted and in 
operation for medical and ethical reasons. However, the child’s birth must be registered within 42 
days, those same 6 weeks, meaning that in a domestic surrogacy situation, the child’s birth must be 
registered by the surrogate mother to comply with the law.  
 
In the new pathway, it is said that the IPs are the legal parents from birth unless the surrogate 
objects within a defined period, currently stated as the time period to register a birth less one week, 
so 5 weeks. The thinking behind this, presumably, is to enable the IPs to register the birth in week 5 
after receiving no objection from the surrogate, and therefore within the current 6 week deadline. 
This however puts the objection period at odds with adoption legislation which operates on the 
same principles.  
 
We considered whether it should be possible at all to register the birth of a child born through 
surrogacy under the new pathway within the first 6 weeks of the child’s life, and in what 
circumstances. It seems an attractive possibility but sits uneasy with the 6 week ‘cooling off’ period. 
 
We have come to the conclusion that the IPs may not be able to register the child’s birth for the first 
6 weeks – which would mean an amendment to the BRDA 1953, under the new pathway, although 
the surrogate may be able to register the birth in the exercise of being the legal parent if she objects 
to legal parenthood remaining with the IPs. In order to protect against inadvertent registrations by a 
consenting surrogate who may in error consider that it is her duty to do so – as is currently the 
situation, a surrogate registering the birth may need to provide a declaration on registration that she 
exercises her right to object and is the legal parent of the child. Any registration by the surrogate – 
inadvertent or not, will remain ‘rectifiable’ if the court makes a parental order. 
 
In relation to the titles given to parents, the proposed new pathway route is incompatible with the 
current system for registering births.  The birth certificate should be changed to “Parent 1” and 
“Parent 2” (or parent / parent as in the case of a parental order) to allow same sex couples to not 
have to worry about the mother/father title and to allow transgender people to be registered in a 
non-gendered way. There should also be the option to choose to be known as Mother and 
Father/other Parent if that is how the parents identify themselves.    
 
Consultation Question 46. 
We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has been the 
subject of a parental order should be able to access all the documents contained in the court’s file 
for those parental order proceedings.  
Do consultees agree?  
 
Yes. If there is information on the court file that the child should not have access to, the court can 
consider, on the making of a parental order, whether such information should not be disclosed. This 
should only apply for exceptional circumstances.  
 
A child seeking to access that ‘barred’ information post 18, would need to make a further application 
to the court, to lift any non-disclosure order.  
 
Alternatively, the court could direct, on the making of a parental order, which documents are to be 
accessed by the child post 18, if so requested.  
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Consultation Question 47.  
We provisionally propose that a national register of surrogacy arrangements should be created to 
record the identity of the intended parents, the surrogate and the gamete donors.  
Do consultees agree?  
 
Yes.  
 
We provisionally propose that:  
(1) the register should be maintained by the Authority;  
(2) the register should record information for all surrogacy arrangements, whether in or outside 
the new pathway, provided that the information about who has contributed gametes for the 
conception of the child has been medically verified, and that the information should include:  
(a) identifying information about all the parties to the surrogacy arrangement, and  
(b) non-identifying information about those who have contributed gametes to the conception of 
the child; and  
(3) to facilitate the record of this information, the application form/petition for a parental order 
should record full information about a child’s genetic heritage where available and established by 
DNA or medical evidence, recording the use of an anonymous gamete donor if that applies.  
Do consultees agree?  
 
Yes. 
 
Consultation Question 48.  
We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate and 
the intended parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy arrangements and 
available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy arrangement.  
 
We do not understand why this information would be included when identifying information is also 
to be included.  
 
Consultation Question 49.  
We provisionally propose that a child born of a surrogacy arrangement should be able to access 
the information recorded in the register from the age of 18 for identifying information, and 16 for 
non-identifying information (if such information is included on the register), provided that he or 
she has been given a suitable opportunity to receive counselling about the implications of 
compliance with this request.  
Do consultees agree?  
 
We agree about identifying information being accessible from age 18. Is it therefore necessary for 
non-identifying information to be available at the age 16, or would that create an anticipation of the 
further information available at 18?  
 
If information is made accessible to the child pre 18, this should follow a period of counselling.  
 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether a child under the age of 18 or 16 (depending on 
whether the information is identifying or non-identifying respectively) should be able to access the 
information in the register and, if so, in which circumstances:  
(1) where his or her legal parents have consented;  



 

16 

 

(2) if he or she has received counselling and the counsellor judges that he or she is sufficiently 
mature to receive this information; and/or  
(3) in any other circumstances.  
 
Given that a child is likely to be Gillick competent by the age of 16, we consider that counselling 
should be the gateway not parental consent in provision no 2. 
 
In circumstances where a child would not have access to relevant information through their parents, 
for example, estrangement, death etc. there should be a mechanism by which the child or the child’s 
guardian can access this information pre-16. 
 
Consultation Question 50.  
We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any provision for those born of a 
surrogacy arrangement to make a request for information to disclose whether a person whom he 
or she is intending to marry, or with whom he or she intends to enter into a civil partnership or 
intimate physical relationship, was carried by the same surrogate.  
 
We agree with this for traditional surrogacies but we are unclear about its purpose for gestational 
surrogacies unless it is intended to assist in further enquiries being made of the surrogate in relation 
to egg/sperm donation to establish any biological relationships.  In either circumstance, the consent 
of the person with whom the surrogate seeks to make enquiries of should be provided. 
 
Consultation Question 51.  
We provisionally propose that where two people are born to, and genetically related through, the 
same surrogate, they should be able to access the register to identify each other, if they both wish 
to do so.  
Do consultees agree?  
 
We agree that this would be beneficial to each of their life stories, if both agree and are over the age 
of 16 (with counselling) and 18 generally.  
 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be provision to allow people born to the 
same surrogate – but who are not genetically related – to access the register to identify each 
other, if they both wish to do so.  
 
We agree that this would be beneficial to each of their life stories, if both agree and are over the age 
of 16 (with counselling) and 18 generally.  
 
Consultation Question 52.  
We invite consultees’ views as to whether provision should be made to allow a person carried by a 
surrogate, and the surrogate’s own child, to access the register to identify each other, if they both 
wish to do so:  
 
(1) if they are genetically related through the surrogate; and/or  
(2) if they are not genetically related through the surrogate.  
 

(1) Yes 
  

(2) Yes  
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The emphasis again being on both wishing to do so. 
 
Consultation Question 53.  
For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether 
details of an intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be 
recorded in the register.  
 
Please see our answer to question 20. 
  
Consultation Question 54.  
We provisionally propose that the six-month time limits in sections 54 and 54A of the HFEA 2008 
for making a parental order application should be abolished.  
Do consultees agree? 
 
Whilst it is accepted that there are cases where a parental order has been granted where the 
application has been made outside the 6 months’ time limit, there should still be a time limit so that 
IPs are encouraged to make the application. The time limit could, however, be extended to 12 
months generally and the court should retain jurisdiction to extend that time limit and make the 
Order if it is in the best interests of the child.  
 
Consultation Question 55. 
We provisionally propose that:  
(1) the current circumstances in which the consent of the surrogate (and any other legal parent) is 
not required, namely where a person cannot be found or is incapable of giving agreement, should 
continue to be available;  
(2) the court should have the power to dispense with the consent of the surrogate, and any other 
legal parent of the child, in the following circumstances:  
(a) where the child is living with the intended parents, with the consent of the surrogate and any 
other legal parent, or  
(b) following a determination by the court that the child should live with the intended parents; 
and  
(3) the court’s power to dispense with consent should be subject to the paramount consideration 
of the child’s welfare throughout his or her life guided by the factors set out in section 1 of the 
Adoption and Children Act 2002 and, in Scotland, in line with the section 14(3) of the Adoption 
and Children (Scotland) Act 2007.  
Do consultees agree?  
 
Yes, the provisions should and could reflect the provisions in section 52(1) ACA 2002. 
 
Consultation Question 56. 
We provisionally propose that, both for a parental order and in the new pathway, the intended 
parents or one of the intended parents must be domiciled or habitually resident in the UK, 
Channel Islands or Isle of Man.  
Do consultees agree?   
 
We suggest that the requirement for one party to be domiciled in the UK should be replaced by the 
requirement for one party to be domiciled or both being habitually resident for at least one year in 
the UK, in line with adoption legislation.  
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We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any additional conditions imposed on 
the test of habitual residence, for example, a qualifying period of habitual residence required to 
satisfy the test. 
 
Yes, a qualifying period would be desirable, to avoid surrogacy tourism. If the IPs have a genuine 
connection to the UK, then the habitual residence provision for one year will enable them to apply 
for a parental order after one year’s residence.  
 
Consultation Question 57.  
We invite consultees’ views on whether:  
(1) the qualifying categories of relationship in section 54(2) of the HFEA 2008 should be reformed 
and, if so, how; or  
(2) the requirement should be removed, subject to two persons who are within the prohibited 
degrees of relationship being prevented from applying.  
 

(1) Yes – an enduring family relationship as is now should persist, however provisions should 
also be made for separated couples who embarked on surrogacy as joint IPs, ditto with 
regard to one or both IPs being deceased as above.  

 
(2)  In our view, the requirement should not be removed, and the prohibition of degrees of 

relationship should be maintained. 
  
Consultation Question 58.  
We provisionally propose that to use the new pathway, intended parents should be required to 
make a declaration in the surrogacy agreement that they intend for the child’s home to be with 
them.  
Do consultees agree? 
 
Yes. 
 
Consultation Question 59.  
We provisionally propose that the new pathway –   
(1) should not impose a requirement that the intended parent, or one of the intended parents, 
provide gametes for the conception of the child, so that double donation of gametes is permitted, 
but  
(2) that double donation should only be permitted in cases of medical necessity, meaning that 
there is not an intended parent who is able to provide a gamete due to infertility.  
Do consultees agree?  
 
It is agreed that in the new pathway double donation of gametes should be allowed for medical 
reasons only, thereby removing the requirement for at least one of the applicants to have a genetic 
link. The requirement for a genetic link affects infertile single women the most as without their egg, 
they cannot go through surrogacy, whereas a single man or two gay men can as he/they can use 
their sperm and just need a donor egg.  
 
However, medical reasons should not be defined narrowly, so it can cover unexplained infertility, 
recurring miscarriages, hereditary conditions. If there is a dispute as to what constitutes ‘medical 
reasons’, the recourse should be with the court.  
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We invite consultees’ views as to whether double donation should be permitted under the 
parental order pathway (to the same extent that it may be permitted in the new pathway) in 
domestic surrogacy arrangements.   
 
For medical necessity, yes, the provisions should be the same as under the new pathway. However, 
if the case falls outside medical necessity, then adoption would and should be the route.  
 
We provisionally propose that the requirement that the intended parent or one of the intended 
parents contribute gametes to the conception of the child in the parental order pathway should be 
retained in international surrogacy arrangements.  
Do consultees agree?  
 
We agree.  This will bring international arrangements into line with domestic arrangements that fall 
outside the new pathway.   
  
Consultation Question 60.  
We provisionally propose that if the requirement for a genetic link is retained for domestic cases 
outside the new pathway, the requirement should not apply, subject to medical necessity, if the 
court determines that the intended parents in good faith began the surrogacy arrangement in the 
new pathway but were required to apply for a parental order.  
Do consultees agree?  
 
Yes, and also see response to question 59. 
 
Consultation Question 61. 
We provisionally propose that if double donation is permitted only in cases of medical necessity, 
an exception should be made to allow a parental order to be granted to a single parent without a 
genetic link where the intended parent’s former partner provides gametes but the intended 
parents’ relationship breaks down before the grant of a parental order.  
Do consultees agree?  
 
Yes. But see also question 20 on single applicants, to safeguard the child’s identity.  
 
Consultation Question 62. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that a surrogacy 
arrangement has been used because of medical necessity:  
(1) for cases under the new pathway to parenthood; and/or  
(2) for cases where a post-birth parental order application is made.  
 
We invite consultees’ views as to how a test of medical necessity for surrogacy, if it is introduced, 
should be defined and assessed. 
 
Please see our answer to question 59. 
 
Consultation Question 63.  
We provisionally propose that in order to use the new pathway to parenthood, information 
identifying the child’s genetic parents and the surrogate must be provided for entry on the 
national register of surrogacy agreements prior to registration of the child’s birth.  
Do consultees agree?   
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Yes. 
 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be a condition for an application for a parental 
order that:  
(1) those who contributed gametes are entered on the national register of surrogacy agreements; 
and/or  
(2) if it remains a requirement that one of the intended parents provided gametes in the 
conception of the child, that the genetic link is demonstrated to the court with medical or DNA 
evidence.  
 

(1) Yes. 
 

(2) Yes. 
 
We provisionally propose that it should be a condition for the application of a parental order that 
the identity of the surrogate is entered on the national register of surrogacy agreements.  
Do consultees agree?  
 
Yes. 
 
Consultation Question 64.  
We provisionally propose that there should be no maximum age limit for the grant of a parental 
order. The age of the intended parents should continue to be taken into account in the assessment 
of the welfare of the child in applications to grant a parental order.   
Do consultees agree?  
 
Yes. 
 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether under the new pathway there should be a maximum 
age limit for intended parents, and if so, what it should be.  
 
No. There can be many reasons as to why one or the other parent would be of a certain age. There is 
no upper age limit for adoptions and there should not be for surrogacy arrangements, although age 
consideration and wills etc should form part of the initial screening and counselling process.   
 
We provisionally propose that intended parents should be required to be at least 18 years old at 
the time that they enter into a surrogacy agreement under the new pathway.  
Do consultees agree? 
 
Yes. 
 
Consultation Question 65.  
We provisionally propose that surrogates should be required to be at least 18 years of age (at the 
time of conception), in order for the court to have the power to make a parental order.  
Do consultees agree?  
 
Yes, as it is in-line with the minimum age for intended parents. 
 
We provisionally propose that surrogates should be required to be at least 18 years old at the time 
of entering into the surrogacy agreement within the new pathway.  
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Do consultees agree?  
 
Yes, as it is in-line with the minimum age for intended parents. 
 
Consultation Question 66.  
We provisionally propose that medical testing of the surrogate, any partner of the surrogate, and 
any intended parent providing gametes should be required for the new pathway.  
Do consultees agree?  
 
Yes. 
 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether the types of testing set out in the Code of Practice are 
feasible for traditional surrogacy arrangements outside a licensed clinic, and if not, which types of 
testing should be required for such arrangements 
 
The testing set out in the Code of Practice is preferable but for many the costs of using a licensed 
clinic will be prohibitively high.  Our view is that where such testing does not take place the parties 
should fall outside the new pathway and be required to pursue the parental order route.  It is hoped 
that this will discourage parties from avoiding pre-conception testing.  
 
Consultation Question 67.  
We provisionally propose that, as a condition of being eligible for entry into the new pathway:  
(1) the surrogate, her spouse, civil partner or partner (if any) and the intended parents intending 
to enter into a surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway should be required to attend 
counselling with regard to the implications of entering into that arrangement; and  
(2) the implications counselling should be provided by a counsellor who meets the requirements 
set out in the Code of Practice at paragraphs 2.14 to 2.15.  
Do consultees agree?  
 

(1) Yes. 
 

(2) Implications counselling should be a requirement but counselling regarding the wider issues 
should be offered (for example, therapeutic support for IPs and surrogates around the 
process and post-birth issues, how / when the child should be informed of their 
background). 

 
Consultation Question 68.  
We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that the 
surrogate and the intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect of the law 
and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is signed.  
Do consultees agree? 
 
Yes, this is essential.  The surrogate’s partner should also be party to the legal advice provided. 
Consideration may need to be given to separate and independent legal advice for each side, and the 
fees being paid for by the IPs. The choice of lawyer should be up to the surrogate.  
 
Consultation Question 69.  
We provisionally propose that, as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway:  
(1) an enhanced criminal record certificate should be obtained for intended parents, surrogates 
and any spouses, civil partners or partners of surrogates;   
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(2) the body overseeing the surrogate arrangement should not enable a surrogate arrangement to 
be proceed under the new pathway where a person screened is unsuitable for having being 
convicted of, or received a police caution for, any offence appearing on a prescribed list of 
offences; and   
(3) the body overseeing the surrogacy arrangement may also determine that a person is 
unsuitable based on the information provided in the enhanced record certificate.   
Do consultees agree?  
 

(1) Yes, but checks should also be undertaken on any people over the age of 18 living with the 
IPs (as with adoption).   Thought has been given to whether the outcome of the checks 
should be shared between the parties to the arrangement.  Our view is that they should be 
shared as this may affect the decision making and agreement over the arrangements. 
Alternatively, they might only be shared where a specified offence has been committed.  
 

(2) Yes. 
 

(3) Yes. 
 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether the list of offences that applies in the case of adoption 
is appropriate in the case of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway.  
 
Yes, they are appropriate. 
  
Consultation Question 70. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the surrogate has 
previously given birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.  
 
This should be a requirement for the new pathway.  Our view is that the surrogate will be better 
placed to enter into the arrangement having had the experience of bearing and birthing a child.  In 
the event that a woman wishes to become a surrogate but has no children of her own, the parental 
order route would be the appropriate option.   
 
Alternatively, if a woman has no children of her own, the possibility of her becoming a surrogate 
under the new pathway could be assessed in a compulsory psychological arrangement.  
  
Consultation Question 71.  
We provisionally propose that there should not be a maximum number of surrogate pregnancies 
that a woman can undertake as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.  
Do consultees agree?  
 
Yes, though the number of previous pregnancies and births should be disclosed to the intended 
parents. 
 
Consultation Question 72.  
We invite consultees’ views as to whether payment of costs by the intended parents to the 
surrogate should be able to be:  
(1) based on an allowance;   
(2) based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, but without the need for production of 
receipts; or  
(3) based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, and only on production of receipts.  



 

23 

 

 
Our view is that (1) is the most appropriate option.  The allowance should be agreed at the outset of 
the process and recorded within the agreement.  Suggested figures might be put forward by the Law 
Commission, for example, based on records of cases where money has been paid.  It could be paid 
periodically but not up front.  This approach would enable those thinking about becoming a 
surrogate or an intended parent to have a broad understanding of the cost / allowance.  Certainty as 
to the figures would mitigate disputes further into the arrangement and also avoid a situation where 
the IPs run out of money.  
  
Consultation Question 73. 
We invite consultees’ views as to:  
(1) whether intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate essential costs relating to the 
pregnancy; and  
(2) the types of expenditure which should be considered “essential”.    
 

(1) The agreed allowance should include all medical costs and all costs incurred as a result of the 
arrangement, including loss of earnings for pregnancy related time off work and pregnancy 
related, medical inability to work.   
 

(2) As above – all costs incurred as a result of the arrangement.  The allowance would allow the 
surrogate to manage her funds accordingly.  

  
Consultation Question 74.  
We invite consultees’ views as to:  
(1) whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate additional 
costs relating to the pregnancy; and  
(2) the types of expenditure which should be considered additional, rather than essential. 
 

(1) See our response to question 75. 
 

(2) N/A.  
 
Consultation Question 75.  
We invite consultees’ views as to:   
(1) whether intended parents should be permitted to pay all costs that arise from entering into a 
surrogacy arrangement, and those unique to a surrogate pregnancy; and  
(2) the types of cost which should be included within this category.  
  

(1) Yes. 
 

(2) All costs that arise from entering into the surrogacy arrangement should be calculated prior 
to the arrangement and the allowance based on that sum. 

 
Consultation Question 76.  
We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be able to 
pay their surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or self-employed).  
 
Yes, by reference to the surrogate’s evidenced earnings over the previous 12 months.  
 
See our answer to question 73. 
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Consultation Question 77. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be able to 
pay their surrogate either or both of the following lost potential earnings:  
(1) her lost employment-related potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 15.35 above); and/or  
(2) other lost potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 15.36).  
 

(1) No – this is too difficult to calculate and would be a factor for consideration by the surrogate 
before entering into the arrangement. 
 

(2) No. 
 
See our answer to question 73. 
 
Consultation Question 78.  
We invite consultees to share their experiences:   
(1) of the impact that payments received by a surrogate from the intended parents has had on the 
surrogate’s entitlement to means-tested social welfare benefits; and  
(2) where a surrogacy arrangement has had an impact on the surrogate’s entitlement to means-
tested social welfare benefits, how that has been addressed in their surrogacy arrangement.  
  
We have no experience of how payment may affect or has affected means-tested social welfare 
benefits. 
 
Consultation Question 79.  
We invite consultees’ views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay compensation 
to the surrogate for the following:  
(1) pain and inconvenience arising from the pregnancy and childbirth;  
(2) medical treatments relating to the surrogacy, including payments for each insemination or 
embryo transfer; and/or  
(3)  specified complications, including hyperemesis gravidarum, pre-eclampsia, an ectopic 
pregnancy, miscarriage, termination, caesarean birth, excessive haemorrhaging, perineal tearing, 
removal of fallopian tubes or ovaries or a hysterectomy.  
 

(1) No. 
 

(2) Yes, to the cost of the medical treatment, no to a ‘compensation’ payment. 
 

(3) No, but consideration should be given whether any of these should be part of the insurance 
for the surrogate for pregnancy related health conditions.  
 

Please also see our answer to question 73. 
 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other matters in respect of which 
intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate compensation.  
 
No. 
 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether the level of compensation payable should be:  
(1) a fixed fee set by the regulator (operating as a cap on the maximum payable), or   
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(2) left to the parties to negotiate.  
 

(1) N/A on our responses. 
 

(2) N/A. 
 
Consultation Question 80. 
We invite consultees views’ as to whether intended parents should be able to pay compensation 
to the surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the surrogate’s death, including 
through payment of the cost of life assurance for the surrogate.  
 
The IPs should be required to cover life assurance for the surrogate but should not be obliged to pay 
additional compensation in the event of the surrogate’s death.  
 
Consultation Question 81. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether:   
(1) intended parents should be able to buy gifts for the surrogate; and  
(2) if so, specific provision should be made for these gifts to be modest or reasonable in nature. 
 

(1) Yes. 
 

(2) Yes, and the term ‘modest or reasonable’ is adequate.  
 
Consultation Question 82.  
We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be possible for the intended parents to agree 
to pay a woman for the service of undertaking a surrogacy.  
 
No as this could alter the reasons for the surrogate entering into the agreement and place them at 
risk.  The thrust of the proposals is to enable altruistic surrogacy.  To enable payment for a service 
rendered would undermine that intention.  
 
At the core of English legislation is that surrogacy remains altruistic. Any payment for ‘service’ has 
the potential of changing that core principle.  
 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay a 
woman for the service of undertaking surrogacy, whether that the fee should be:  
(1) any sum agreed between the parties to the surrogacy; or  
(2) a fixed fee set by the regulator.  
 

(1) N/A. 
 

(2) N/A. 
 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay a 
woman a fixed fee for the service of undertaking surrogacy, what, if any, other payments the law 
should permit, in addition to that fixed fee:  
(1) no other payments;  
(2) essential costs relating to the pregnancy;  
(3) additional costs relating to the pregnancy;  
(4) lost earnings;  
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(5) compensation for pain and inconvenience, medical treatment and complications, and the 
death of the surrogate; and/or  
(6) gifts. 
 
Aside from the fixed fee, the only permitted payments should be gifts. 
 
Please see our answer to section 73. 
 
Consultation Question 83. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be possible for any payment the law permits 
the intended parents to pay the surrogate for her services to be reduced in the event of a 
miscarriage or termination of the pregnancy.  
 
If the pregnancy ends early, the payments, which will be made in tranches, would cease upon 
termination/miscarriage. Provisions may be made in the agreement for payment to be made for 
counselling or similar, in case of miscarriage/termination for medical reasons, and any medical issues 
arising from the miscarriage. 
 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if the law permits a fee payable to the surrogate to be 
able to be reduced in the event of a miscarriage or termination, whether such provision should 
apply:  
(1) in the first trimester of pregnancy only;  
(2) to any miscarriage or termination; or  
(3) some other period of time (please specify).   
  
See our response to question 83.   
 
Consultation Question 84.  
We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to surrogates 
should be the same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to parenthood or involves a 
post-birth application for a parental order.  
Do consultees agree?  
 
Yes. 
 
In international surrogacy arrangements, consideration could be given to sanction payments made 
which fall outside those permitted under our domestic legislation, as long as they are permitted by 
the laws of the country in which the surrogacy took place. If the Law Commission is minded to 
recommend a list of countries from which surrogacy arrangements/births are automatically 
recognised in the UK, akin to the 2013 Order in relation to foreign adoptions, it should be those 
countries from which such payments would be sanctioned because the local procedures would have 
already been ‘endorsed’ by inclusion in a designated list. For others, the same procedure as is should 
apply, namely that on the application for a parental order, expenses have to be receipted and 
explained.  
 
Consultation Question 85. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have not 
discussed which they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.  
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It should be incumbent on the IPs to pay for the surrogate (and her partner) to receive independent 
legal advice and any fees incurred through the screening and testing period. 
 
Consultation Question 86.  
We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that intended 
parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate. 
 
See our answer to question 82. 
 
Consultation Question 87.  
We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are specific methods of enforcing limitations that 
are placed on payments to surrogates that we should consider as part of our review:  
(1) for cases within the new pathway to parenthood; and   
(2) for cases where a parental order is made after the birth of the baby.  
 

(1) We suggest that it should be for the clinic to oversee payments as is done in other 
jurisdictions. In cases of disputes over the nature or amount of payments, the case should 
fall outside the new pathway and enter the parental order route. 
 

(2) We suggest that for applications for a parental order, the court retains the overview and 
power to sanction payments, as is. 

 
(3) We suggest that it should be for the clinic to oversee payments as is done in other 

jurisdictions. In cases of disputes over the nature or amount of payments, the case should 
fall outside the new pathway and enter the parental order route. 

 
(4) We suggest that for applications for a parental order, the court retains the overview and 

power to sanction payments, as is. 
 
Consultation Question 88. 
We provisionally propose that financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into under the 
new pathway to parenthood should be enforceable by the surrogate.  
Do consultees agree?  
 
See our answer to question 40. 
 
We provisionally propose that if the financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into under 
the new pathway become enforceable, the ability to do so should not be dependent on the 
surrogate complying with any terms of the agreement relating to her lifestyle.  
Do consultees agree?  
 
Yes, save for perhaps exceptional failures, for example, drug taking or alcohol abuse.   
 
And please see our answer to question 40. 
 
Consultation Question 92.  
We provisionally propose that it should be possible for a file to be opened, and the application 
process for obtaining registration of a child born from an international surrogacy arrangement and 
obtaining a passport to begin, prior to the birth of the child.  
Do consultees agree?  
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Yes, although family law currently does not provide for any actions being taken pre-birth. We do not 
know whether that will be the same in immigration provisions. If it is possible, it would be a 
welcome change.  
 
The immigration process and what changes can be made to fast-track an application, is beyond our 
remit and expertise.  
 
Consultation Question 97.  
We provisionally propose that the UK Government should provide a single, comprehensive guide 
for intended parents explaining the nationality and immigration consequences of having a child 
through an international surrogacy arrangement.   
Do consultees agree?  
 
Yes. 
  
Consultation Question 98.  
We provisionally propose that international surrogacy arrangements should not be eligible for the 
new pathway to parenthood.  
Do consultees agree?  
 
Yes.  
 
Consultation Question 99.  
We provisionally propose that:   
the Secretary of State should have the power to provide that the intended parents of children 
born through international surrogacy arrangements, who are recognised as the legal parents of 
the child in the country of the child’s birth, should also be recognised as the child’s legal parents in 
the UK, without it being necessary for the intended parents to apply for a parental order, but  
before exercising the power, the Secretary of State should be required to be satisfied that the 
domestic law and practice in the country in question provides protection against the exploitation 
of surrogates, and for the welfare of the child, that is at least equivalent to that provided in UK 
law.  
Do consultees agree?  
 
Yes, this could be by way of a designated list, as in adoption matters. 
  
Consultation Question 100. 
We invite consultees to tell us of their experience of surrogacy arrangements in the UK involving 
foreign intended parents.  
 
We cannot comment on this.  
 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether:  
(1) any restriction is necessary on the removal of a child from the UK for the purpose of the child 
becoming the subject of a parental order, or its equivalent, in another jurisdiction; and  
(2) if such a restriction is necessary, there should be a process allowing foreign intended parents to 
remove the child from the jurisdiction of the UK for this purpose and with the approval of the 
court and, if so, what form should that process take.  
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This would be a similar provision to section 84 of the ACA 2002 which provides for such restrictions 
in international adoption cases. In practice, given that an order made here would need to be 
recognised in the other jurisdiction, it is useful where an English order is automatically recognised or 
mirrored in the foreign jurisdiction.  
 
In case of an unopposed surrogacy to which the new pathway applies, the IPs would be the legal 
parents of the child under English law and register the child’s birth as such. They will require a birth 
certificate in order to apply for travel documents for the child. Once registered as the child’s legal 
parents, it is difficult to see how there can or should be restriction on them taking the child out of 
the jurisdiction. What the IPs would need to factor into their planning is that they will have to be in 
the UK for at least 6 weeks following the child’s birth.  
 
In cases where the case falls outside the new pathway, the surrogate and her spouse, if applicable, 
will remain the child’s legal parents until a parental order is made. Therefore, the IPs will require the 
consent of both to remove the child permanently from the jurisdiction of England and Wales.  
 
If an application for a parental order is required, and subject to the habitual residence requirement 
and/or exemptions in such cases, the requirement to obtain a parental order before removal may be 
further considered. This may be caught by a 12 months habitual residence requirement but the close 
link that IPs would have to the UK for the 9 months pregnancy, plus pre pregnancy and post birth 
connections to the UK, may give rise to a court considering that by virtue of the arrangements, the 
IPs have acquired (additionally?) habitual residence in the UK for the purposes of obtaining a 
parental order. It is possible under English law to have more than one habitual residence.  
 
Anything else may not provide the desired finality under English law and the surrogate remains the 
legal parent of the child, if the foreign order is not capable of relinquishing that. This is different 
from adoptions in that a surrogate, unlike a birth parent, may not wish to remain legally connected 
to the child if the foreign process cannot extinguish her parental rights. 
 
Consultation Question 102.  
We provisionally propose that provision for maternity allowance should be made in respect of 
intended parents, and that any such provision should be limited so that only one intended parent 
qualifies.   
Do consultees agree?  
 
We are not in a position to express a view. Our observation however is that, from a child’s 
perspective, protecting their position and spending time with their parents – irrespective of the 
circumstances of their birth, in the crucial early months of their lives will be in their interests. 
 
Consultation Question 107.  
We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any issues in how surrogacy arrangements are 
dealt with by the health services, and whether there are reforms to law or practice that consultees 
would like to see in this area.  
 
No, save for that the extant guidance should be provided to all health professionals engaged with 
the process and training should be provided in terms of who should be afforded access to what, 
particularly in relation to the role of the IPs in the process and that they should not be excluded.  
 
We invite consultees’ views as to any additions or revisions that they would like to see made to 
the guidance published by the Department for Health and Social Care for England and Wales.  
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We invite consultees’ views as to how midwifery practice may better accommodate surrogacy 
arrangements, in particular with regard to safeguarding issues.  
 
Training on surrogacy, the process and the legal implications could be provided to help midwives 
better understand the potential risks and safeguarding issues.  This would aid in identifying any 
safeguarding concerns. 
  
Consultation Question 108. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other legal issues in relation to surrogacy, 
not covered in this Consultation Paper, that merit examination.  
 
The legal advice provided to the surrogate (and partner) and to the IPs should be provided by a 
lawyer with experience of surrogacy.  It may be that a suitable accreditation would assist prospective 
IPs and surrogates in identifying a suitable specialist lawyer.  Resolution runs accreditation schemes 
for a number of practice areas and could consider whether it is able to develop a specialist 
accreditation for surrogacy advice. 
 
Consultation Question 111. 
We invite consultees’ views as to the impact (social, emotional, financial or otherwise) of the 
current law where the intended parents are not the legal parents from birth of the child born of 
the surrogacy arrangement.  
 
The difficulties that have arisen from the current setting are well documented in the case law. We 
consider that it is important to remove as much of the uncertainty as currently exists for both sides – 
the IPs and the surrogate, in order to reduce anxieties around the process.  
 
 
For further information please contact:  

 
Resolution, October 2019 
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regard the information as confidential. As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your explanation but cannot give an
assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances.

Please explain why you wish the information that you will provide to us to be treated as confidential:

Chapter 10: Children's Access to Information About Surrogacy Arrangements

51  Consultation Question 43: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, where the making of a parental order in respect of a child
born of a surrogacy arrangement has been recorded in the Parental Order Register, the child should be able to access his or her original birth
certificate at the age of 18. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

52  Consultation Question 44: We provisionally propose that where children are born of surrogacy arrangements that result in the intended
parents being recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of that certificate should make clear that the birth was the result of a
surrogacy arrangement. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

53  Consultation Question 45: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the birth registration system in England and Wales requires reform
and, if so, which reforms they would like to see.

Please provide your views below:

54  Consultation Question 46: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has been the subject of a 
parental order should be able to access all the documents contained in the court’s file for those parental order proceedings.Do consultees



agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

55  Consultation Question 47:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

We think it critically important that this registry also compile health related information on the gamete providers, the woman serving as surrogate and the
children born of these arrangements.

Yes

Please provide your views below:

We absolutely agree that a register of this kind should be maintained. We would further strongly urge that such a register facilitate the longitudinal,
systematic assessment of longer- term health consequences for all parties involved in surrogacy arrangements. We have data to suggest that surrogacy
poses health risks to children, surrogates and egg donors. However, we lack the longitudinal data required to systematically assess these risks. Existing
evidence for the health risks associated with gestational surrogacy is summarized below.

Health Risks for Surrogates:
Women who act as surrogates have higher rates of medical complications during pregnancy than women who undergo IVF for infertility. Yet women who
act as surrogates should have better outcomes than women who undergo IVF for infertility, since they are generally healthier and younger. What explains
this paradox?

First, surrogates are implanted with embryos created from other women’s eggs. Studies have shown that women who use eggs from other women have
increased risk of preeclampsia, a serious condition that can occur during pregnancy, delivery, and the postpartum period and that significantly increases
women’s risk of cardiovascular disease, heart failure, and stroke for the rest of their lives.

Second, women acting as surrogates are even more likely to have more than one embryo transferred during an IVF cycle than are women undergoing IVF
for infertility, and therefore are more likely to have twins or even triplets. Twins are generally delivered by cesarean section, which not only includes the
risks of major surgery, but also increases the risk of serious complications in subsequent pregnancies. We recommend that the best medical practice of
single embryo transfer be followed under surrogacy arrangements.

Health risks to children born to surrogates:
Infants who are twins or triplets or whose mothers were preeclamptic while pregnant with them are more likely to be born too soon or too small, which
puts both their immediate and long-term health at risk. Children born too early and too small have increased hospitalizations and are more likely to have
learning disabilities, ADHD, cerebral palsy, epilepsy, hearing and vision loss, and a host of other problems. Twins and triplets are generally delivered via
cesarean section, and even though cesareans are widespread, recent data show that children delivered by cesarean are more likely to have asthma,
diabetes, and obesity.

Health risks for egg providers:
The process of egg provision involves injecting high doses of hormones that cause the ovaries, which normally produce only one egg a month, to produce
dozens. This can lead to ovarian hyperstimulation syndrome, a potentially serious complication associated with abdominal pain, nausea, blood clots,
potential surgical repair of the ovaries, and in rare cases, death. Young women are more likely to have this complication and thus should receive lower
doses of hormones.

The current regulations in the United Kingdom stipulate that a maximum of ten families may be created from a single provider’s eggs. However, there are
no limits on egg provision designed to protect the health of the provider. The lack of follow-up of egg providers means that we have no idea if multiple
rounds of ovarian stimulation during the prime reproductive years will affect women’s later health. Egg providers’ reports of infertility and hormonally
related cancers should be rigorously investigated. We recommend the establishment of a provider registry to enable long-term follow up the health of
egg providers.

56  Consultation Question 48: We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate and the intended
parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy
arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

Yes, for health related and basic demographic information.

57  Consultation Question 49:

Yes

Please provide your views below:



Please provide your views below:

58  Consultation Question 50: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any provision for those born of a surrogacy
arrangement to make a request for information to disclose whether a person whom he or she is intending to marry, or with whom he or she
intends to enter into a civil partnership or intimate physical relationship, was carried by the same surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

Yes. This is of particular concern in cases of “traditional” surrogacy, where surrogates are genetically related to resulting children. In these cases,
inadvertent consanguinity could occur, posing health risks to future children.

59  Consultation Question 51:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Yes, we agree with this proposal.

60  Consultation Question 52:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

61  Consultation Question 53: For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether details of an
intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded in the register.

Please provide your views below:

Yes. It is important to keep track of all intended parents for demographic purposes.

Chapter 13: Eligibility Criteria for the New Pathway

74  Consultation Question 66:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

75  Consultation Question 67:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

76  Consultation Question 68: We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that the surrogate and the
intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect of the law and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is
signed. Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

77  Consultation Question 69:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

78  Consultation Question 70: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the surrogate has previously given
birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:



Yes. And we further recommend that a requirement be added that the previous birth should have proceeded without medical complications to either
woman or children.

79  Consultation Question 71: We provisionally propose that there should not be a maximum number of surrogate pregnancies that a woman
can undertake as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

No, disagree profoundly. Multiple pregnancies convey significant risk for women and fetus. Eligibility requirements regarding the maximum number of
surrogate pregnancies that that a woman can undertake should be based on medical best practice. Five previous deliveries is considered “grand
multiparity” and places a woman at increased risk of serious obstetric complications so woman serving as surrogate should never have more than 5
pregnancies total (her previous and surrogate pregnancies not to exceed 5) Additionally further limitations for medical safety reasons should limit the
number of post cesarean pregnancies to one. Previous cesarean section is associated with higher incidence of serious placental complications, which
places both pregnant woman and fetus at significant risk.

We would also advise that any new pathway acknowledge the health risks posed to surrogates in addition to previous deliveries (summarized in answer
to Consultation Question 47).
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Surrogacy Consultation Questions 

Email the completed document to surrogacy@lawcommission.gov.uk before the deadline 
of 11 October 2019. 

ABOUT YOU 
1. What is your name? 
Name (Required) 

 
 
2. If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a 
university), what is the name of your organisation? 
 
 
3. Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your 
organisation? 
 

This is a personal response 
 

If other, please provide details: 
 
 
4. If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best 
describes you? 
 

Other individual 
5. What is your email address? 
Email address:  

 
 
If you enter your email address then you will automatically receive an acknowledgement email 
when you submit your response. 
6. What is your telephone number? 
Telephone number:  

 
 
7. If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be 
treated as confidential, please explain to us why you regard the information as confidential. 
As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your explanation but cannot 
give an assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances. 
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Consultation Question 1. 
1.1 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in England and Wales:  

(1) all international surrogacy arrangements should continue to be automatically 
allocated to a judge of the High Court; and 

YES 
 
International surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale, abuse and trafficking of 
children and the exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights issues of the utmost 
seriousness and so the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. For 
this reason these cases should continue to be heard by a judge of the High Court.  

 
(2) if international surrogacy arrangements are not automatically allocated to a judge of 

the High Court, circuit judges should be ticketed to hear such cases. 
Paragraph 6.42 

 

Consultation Question 2. 
1.2 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in respect of England and Wales  

(1) domestic surrogacy cases which continue to require a post-birth parental order 
should continue to be heard by lay justices, or whether they should be allocated to another 
level of the judiciary; and 
(2) If consultees consider that such cases should be allocated to another level of the 
judiciary, which level of the judiciary would be appropriate. 

All surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale and trafficking of children and the 
exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights issues of the utmost seriousness and so the 
arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. For this reason these 
cases should NOT be heard by a lay judge but rather by a senior judge, e.g. ticketed to circuit 
judges or higher. 

Paragraph 6.51 
 

Consultation Question 3. 
1.3 We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the 

current allocation rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation 
Questions 1 and 2. 

 
Paragraph 6.53 

 

Consultation Question 4. 
1.4 We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, the court should be placed under a 

duty to consider whether to make an order awarding the intended parents parental 
responsibility at the first directions hearing in the proceedings. 
Do consultees agree? 
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(Note that this provisional proposal would be necessary only if our provisional proposal in 
Chapter 8 that all intended parents (whether in the new pathway or not) automatically 
acquire parental responsibility if the child is living with or being cared for by them is not 
supported by consultees). 

NO 
 
The UN Special Rapporteur recommends* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent 
authority AFTER the birth and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration. 
Nothing about the transfer of parental responsibility should be automatic and all options should be 
open. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 6.58 
 

Consultation Question 5. 
1.5 We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the FPR 2010 

should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the 
proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise.  
Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 6.72 

 

Consultation Question 6. 
1.6 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they are of the view that, in Scotland:  

(1) there is a need for greater consistency and clarity in provisions relating to the 
expenses of curators ad litem and reporting officers and, if so, how this should be 
addressed;   

(2) it should be provided by statute that, at the initial hearing or any subsequent hearing 
for a parental order, the court may make any such interim order or orders for parental 
responsibilities and parental rights as it sees fit; and/or 

(3) further procedural reform is needed and, if so, what that reform should be. 
 

Paragraph 6.110 
 

Consultation Question 7. 
1.7 In respect of a domestic surrogacy arrangement, we provisionally propose that, before the 

child is conceived, where the intended parents and surrogate have: 
(1) entered into an agreement including the prescribed information, which will include a 

statement as to legal parenthood on birth, 
(2) complied with procedural safeguards for the agreement, and 
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(3) met eligibility requirements, 
on the birth of the child the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child, subject 
to the surrogate’s right to object. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I vehemently disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s key 
recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the Protection of Children and Cooperation in 
respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. These require the birth mother to have legal parenthood 
and parental responsibility when the child is born and that her consent to giving up the child must 
be freely given AFTER the child's birth. I believe that this important safeguard against the sale of 
children and the exploitation of birth mothers should apply equally to surrogacy arrangements, in 
both an international and a domestic context. 
 
This proposal would set a very dangerous precedent for all women, all mothers, all children and all 
of the implications need to be fully understood. There is no evidence in the consultation paper that 
the law commissioners have considered these more general implications fully, if at all. 
 
I understand that the proposal to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ legal parenthood at 
birth is based on (or justified by) in part at least the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ 
mothers prior to the consultation. I do not agree that these claimed wishes alone justify measures 
that contravene the recommendations of the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the 
Hague Convention that are designed to reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and 
to protect birth mothers. 
 
The proposals greatly increase the risk of women being coerced into becoming pregnant for 
surrogacy purposes. It is not reasonable to expect a woman to agree to relinquish her parental 
responsibility before a child is born and she has had the opportunity to know how she feels at 
every stage of the process. The rights of the child must be prioritised regardless whether that is 
what some ‘surrogate’ mothers say they want or not, and the wishes of some women should not 
override the rights of others. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.13 
 

Consultation Question 8. 
1.8 We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations and licensed clinics should 

be under a duty to keep a record of surrogacy arrangements under the new pathway to 
which they are a party, with such records being retained for a specified minimum period. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy 
organisations. 
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1.9 We invite consultees’ views as to what the length of that period should be: whether 100 
years or another period. 

Paragraph 8.14 
 

Consultation Question 9. 
1.10 We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes 

should apply to traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated surrogacy 
organisation is involved. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations, because they would 
inevitably lead to a normalising of surrogacy and an increase in its prevalence. 

Paragraph 8.21 
 

Consultation Question 10. 
1.11 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a 

traditional, domestic surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from entering 
into the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway.’  
Paragraph 8.22 

 

Consultation Question 11. 
1.12 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the surrogate should have the right to object to the acquisition of legal parenthood by 
the intended parents, for a fixed period after the birth of the child;  

(2) this right to object should operate by the surrogate making her objection in writing 
within a defined period, with the objection being sent to both the intended parents 
and the body responsible for the regulation of surrogacy; and 

(3) the defined period should be the applicable period for birth registration less one 
week. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposal that the ‘intended parents’ should automatically acquire 
legal parenthood at birth and that the birth mother has only a limited time to object. This 
contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations,* including that the birth mother is the 
legal parent at birth and that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in 
surrogacy arrangements are taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth, with 
the child’s best interests being the paramount consideration. 
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The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to give 
the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as the 
most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before the 
expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.35 
 

Consultation Question 12. 
1.13 We provisionally propose that, where the surrogate objects to the intended parents 

acquiring legal parenthood within the period fixed after birth, the surrogacy arrangement 
should no longer be able to proceed in the new pathway, with the result that: 
(1) the surrogate will be the legal parent of the child;  
(2) if one of the intended parents would, under the current law, be a legal parent of the 

child, then he or she will continue to be a legal parent in these circumstances; and 
(3) the intended parents would be able to make an application for a parental order to 

obtain legal parenthood. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly with the ‘intended 
parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects.  
 
The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil 
partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent change of legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth and 
with the child’s best interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN 
Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.* 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to give 
the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as the 
most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before the 
expiry of the deadline. 
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* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 
Paragraph 8.36 

 

Consultation Question 13. 
1.14 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway: 

(1) the intended parents should be required to make a declaration on registering the birth 
of the child that they have no reason to believe that the surrogate has lacked capacity 
at any time during the period in which she had the right to object to the intended 
parents acquiring legal parenthood; 

(2) if the intended parents cannot provide this declaration then, during the period in 
which she has the right to object to the intended parents acquiring legal parenthood, 
the surrogate should be able to provide a positive consent to such acquisition; and 

(3) if the intended parents are unable to make this declaration and the surrogate is 
unable to provide the positive consent within the relevant period, the surrogacy 
arrangement should exit the new pathway and the intended parents should be able to 
make an application for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended parents’ 
acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects.  
 
The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil 
partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent change of legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth and 
with the child’s best interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN 
Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.* 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to give 
the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as the 
most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before the 
expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.37 
 

Consultation Question 14. 
1.15 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway, the welfare of the child to be born as a 
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result of the surrogacy arrangement: 

(1) should be assessed in the way set out in Chapter 8 of the current Code of Practice; 

(2) either the regulated surrogacy organisation or regulated clinic, as appropriate, should 
be responsible for ensuring that this procedure is followed; and 

(3) there should be no requirement for any welfare assessment of the child after his or 
her birth. 

Do consultees agree? 
 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s 
recommendation* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in 
surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth 
and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration. A welfare assessment is an 
absolute requirement if an informed decision is to be made about the child’s best interest. 
Therefore a welfare assessment MUST be made after the child’s birth. 
 
The pre-conception assessment would typically have been carried out more than a year before 
the birth of the child. Much can change in that time.  
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.51 

 

Consultation Question 15. 
1.16 We provisionally propose that, for a child born as a result of a surrogacy 
arrangement under the new pathway, where the surrogate has exercised her right to object 
to the intended parents’ acquisition of legal parenthood at birth, the surrogate’s spouse or 
civil partner, if any, should not be a legal parent of the child. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘new pathway.’  
 
There is a very real risk that spouses and partners will coerce women into being a ‘surrogate’ for 
financial gain. This risk is likely to increase if he or she does not have legal parenthood or parental 
responsibility for any children born of the arrangement.  
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1.15 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in the case of a surrogacy arrangement outside 
the new pathway, the surrogate’s spouse or civil partner should continue to be a legal 
parent of the child born as a result of the arrangement. 

YES 
 
The normal legal parenthood rules should apply. This will reduce the risk of spouses and partners 
coercing women into surrogacy for financial gain. 

Paragraph 8.57 
 

Consultation Question 16. 
1.16 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway, where a child born of a surrogacy 

arrangement is stillborn: 
(1) the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child unless the surrogate 

exercises her right to object; and 
(2) the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being registered as 

the parents before the expiry of the period of the right to object. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended parents’ 
acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects. The birth mother 
should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should not change if the child is 
stillborn. 
 
1.17 We provisionally propose that, outside the new pathway, where a child born of a surrogacy 

arrangement is stillborn, the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents 
being registered as the parents before the expiry of the period allowed for the registration of 
the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a declaration to the effect that the 
relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the 
stillbirth. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the birth parents in this 
situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should 
not change if the child is stillborn and the registration should accurately reflect this. 

Paragraph 8.77 
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Consultation Question 17. 
1.18 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, where 

the child dies before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able to 
consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents before the expiry of the 
period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have 
made a declaration to the effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order 
are satisfied, on registration of the birth. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in this 
situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and if the child 
dies before the parental order, the registration of birth should accurately reflect that the birth 
mother was the legal parent. 

Paragraph 8.79 
 

Consultation Question 18. 
1.19 For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether, 

where the surrogate dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during which she can 
exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the new pathway and 
the intended parents should be required to make an application for a parental order. 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 8.80 
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Consultation Question 19. 
1.20 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, where both 

intended parents die during the surrogate’s pregnancy, the intended parents should be 
registered as the child’s parents on birth, subject to the surrogate not exercising her right to 
object within the defined period. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with the deceased 
‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in this situation. The birth mother should 
always be the legal parent of the child at birth and the registration of birth should accurately reflect 
this. 
 
1.21 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new 

pathway, where both intended parents die during the surrogate’s pregnancy or before a 
parental order is made: 
(1) it should be competent for an application to be made, by a person who claims an 

interest under section 11(3)(a) of the Children (Scotland) Act 1995, or who would be 
permitted to apply for an order under section 8 of the Children Act 1989: 
(a) for an order for appointment as guardian of the child, and 
(b) for a parental order in the name of the intended parents, subject to the 

surrogate’s consent; or 
(2) the surrogate should be registered as the child’s mother and it should not be possible 

for the intended parents to be registered as the child’s parents, but that there should 
be a procedure for the surrogate to provide details of the intended parents, and, if 
relevant, gamete donors, for entry onto the register of surrogacy arrangements. 

The intended parents should NOT be registered as the child’s parents if they are already 
deceased – so option (2) is preferable. 

Paragraph 8.81 
 

Consultation Question 20. 
1.22 We provisionally propose that, where an application is made for a parental order by a sole 

applicant under section 54A: 
(1) the applicant should have to make a declaration that it was always intended that 

there would only be a single applicant for a parental order in respect of the child 
concerned or to supply the name and contact details of the other intended parent;  

(2) if details of another intended parent are supplied, a provision should be made for 
notice to be given to the potential second intended parent of the application and an 
opportunity given to that party to provide notice of opposition within a brief period (of, 
say, 14 to 21 days); and 

(3) if the second intended parent gives notice of his or her intention to oppose, he or she 
should be required to make his or her own application within a brief period (say 14 
days), otherwise the application of the first intended parent will be determined by the 
court. 
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Do consultees agree? 
YES 

Paragraph 8.86 
 

Consultation Question 21. 
1.23 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases; and 
(2) how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this model. 

I profoundly oppose a three-parent model of legal parenthood, even if it is temporary. The birth 
mother should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent 
authority AFTER the birth of the child with the best interests of the child being the paramount 
consideration, as recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.91 
 

Consultation Question 22. 
1.24 We invite consultees’ views:  

(1) as to whether there should be any additional oversight in the new pathway that we 
have proposed, leading to the acquisition of legal parenthood by the intended parents 
at birth; and 

(2) if so, as to whether should this oversight be: 
(a) administrative, or 
(b) judicial. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should be the 
legal parent and have parental responsibility at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood 
and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other 
competent authority AFTER the birth of the child based on the best interests of the child, as 
recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.93 
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Consultation Question 23. 
1.25 In respect of England and Wales, we invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether the welfare checklist, contained in section 1(3) of the Children Act 1989, 
should be amended to provide for the court to have regard to additional specific 
factors in the situation where it is considering the arrangements for a child in the 
context of a dispute about a surrogacy arrangement; and 

(2) if so, as to what those additional factors should be. 
The child’s best interests should drive all decisions about the child in the event of a dispute about 
a surrogacy arrangement. The welfare checklist provides a comprehensive summary of the issues 
to be considered and is adequate as it is, and conforms to the UN Special Rapporteur’s 
recommendation* that the child’s best interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not 
believe any other factors should be added. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx  

Paragraph 8.120 
 

Consultation Question 24. 
1.26 In respect of England and Wales, we invite consultees’ views: 

(1) as to whether the checklist, contained in section 1(4) of the ACA 2002 (as applied 
and modified by regulation 2 and paragraph 1 of Schedule 1 of the 2018 Regulations) 
should be further amended to provide for the court to have regard to additional 
specific factors in the situation where it is considering whether to make a parental 
order; and 

(2) what those additional factors should be. 
The child’s best interests should drive all decisions when considering whether to make a parental 
order. The welfare checklist provides a comprehensive summary of the issues to be considered 
and is adequate as it is, and it conforms to UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendation* that the 
child’s best interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not believe any other factors 
should be added. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.121 
 



14 
 

Consultation Question 25. 
1.27 We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be 

amended to add the intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section 8 
order without leave. 

NO 
 
There are real risks of the sale and trafficking of children and of exploitation of the birth mother 
and her reproductive capacities in all surrogacy arrangements. The court should therefore always 
have oversight of the arrangements. I am also concerned that there should be no liberalisation of 
the law on surrogacy because of the potential human rights abuses involved. I do not believe that 
‘intended parents’ should be added to the list of those who can apply for a section 8 order without 
leave. 

Paragraph 8.123 
 

Consultation Question 26. 
1.28 We provisionally propose that, where a child is born as a result of a surrogacy arrangement 

outside the new pathway, the intended parents should acquire parental responsibility 
automatically where: 
(1) the child is living with them or being cared for by them; and  
(2) they intend to apply for a parental order. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with this proposal. The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth and 
all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements 
should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, as 
recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur* in order to reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking 
of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility 
is based on (or justified by) the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the 
consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify measures that contravene recommendations of the 
UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to reduce 
the risk of the sale and trafficking of children.  
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system 
that would require women to give birth with the expectation that they would have no legal 
responsibility for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must be 
prioritised regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.132 
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Consultation Question 27. 
1.29 We provisionally propose that, where a child is born as a result of a surrogacy arrangement 

in the new pathway: 
(1) the intended parents should acquire parental responsibility on the birth of the child; 

and 
(2) if the surrogate exercises her right to object, the intended parents should continue to 

have parental responsibility for the child where the child is living with, or being cared 
for by, them, and they intend to apply for a parental order.  

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended 
parents’ should acquire parentage or parental responsibility automatically. The birth mother should 
be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility 
in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the 
birth of the child, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the 
recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale 
and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility 
is based on (or justified by) the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the 
consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify a measure that contravenes recommendations of 
the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to 
reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children.  
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system 
that would require women to give birth with the expectation that they would have no responsibility 
for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must be prioritised 
regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.134 
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Consultation Question 28. 
1.30 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the 

surrogate should retain parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the 
arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right to object, 
assuming that she does not exercise her right to object. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I agree that the birth mother should have parental responsibility for the child but NOT that the 
‘intended parents’ should get automatic legal parenthood and parental responsibility. 
 
All decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements 
should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, with the 
child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN Special 
Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the 
exploitation of women and their women’s reproductive capacities. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.139 
 

Consultation Question 29. 
1.31 For all surrogacy arrangements, we invite consultees’ views as to:  

(1) whether there is a need for any restriction to be placed on the exercise of parental 
responsibility by either the surrogate (or other legal parent), or the intended parents, 
during the period in which parental responsibility is shared; and 

(2) whether it should operate to restrict the exercise of parental responsibility by the 
party not caring for the child or with whom the child is not living. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should have legal 
parenthood and parental responsibility at and after the birth and all subsequent decisions involving 
legal parenthood and parental responsibility should be taken by a court or other competent 
authority, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the recommendation 
of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of 
children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.140 
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Consultation Question 30. 
1.32 We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the 

scope of the new pathway. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 9.29 
 

Consultation Question 31. 
1.33 We invite the views of independent surrogates, and intended parents who have used 

independent surrogacy arrangements, to tell us about their experience. In particular, we 
would be interested to hear about any health screening, counselling and legal advice that 
took place. 

N/A 
Paragraph 9.35 

 

Consultation Question 32. 
1.34 We invite consultees’ views as to whether independent surrogacy arrangements should be 

brought within the scope of the new pathway. 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts 
binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first optional protocol. 
 
1.35 We invite consultees’ views as to how independent surrogacy arrangements might be 

brought within the scope of the new pathway. 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts 
binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first optional protocol. 

Paragraph 9.36 
 

Consultation Question 33. 
1.36 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) there should be regulated surrogacy organisations;  
NO 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would inevitably lead to 
surrogacy arrangements being viewed as commercial transactions. Even if surrogates are not 
directly paid, the existence of an agency would involve financial transactions relating to the 
surrogacy (eg agency fees, paid regulatory officials). I think the law should continue to prohibit 
commercial surrogacy and should not sanction any increased commodification of pregnancy. 
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(2) there should be no requirement for a regulated surrogacy organisation to take a 
particular form; and 

OTHER 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would inevitably lead to 
surrogacy arrangements being viewed as commercial transactions. Even if surrogates are not 
directly paid, the existence of an agency would involve financial transactions relating to the 
surrogacy (eg agency fees, paid regulatory officials). I think the law should continue to prohibit 
commercial surrogacy and should not sanction any increased commodification of pregnancy. 
 

(3) each surrogacy organisation should be required to appoint an individual responsible 
for ensuring that the organisation complies with regulation. 

Do consultees agree?  
OTHER 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would inevitably lead to 
surrogacy arrangements being viewed as commercial transactions. Even if surrogates are not 
directly paid, the existence of an agency would involve financial transactions relating to the 
surrogacy (eg agency fees, paid regulatory officials). I think the law should continue to prohibit 
commercial surrogacy and should not sanction any increased commodification of pregnancy. 

Paragraph 9.61 
 



19 
 

Consultation Question 34. 
1.37 We provisionally propose that the person responsible must be responsible for: 

(1) representing the organisation to, and liaising with, the regulator; 
(2) managing the regulated surrogacy organisation with sufficient care, competence and 

skill; 
(3) ensuring the compliance of the organisation with relevant law and regulation, 

including the creation, maintenance and operation of necessary policies and 
procedures; 

(4) training any staff, including that of the person responsible; and 
(5) providing data to the regulator and to such other person as required by law. 
Do consultees agree? 

LEAVE ALL CHECK BOXES BLANK (i.e. none of the above) 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would inevitably lead to 
surrogacy arrangements being viewed as commercial transactions. Even if surrogates are not 
directly paid, the existence of an agency would involve financial transactions relating to the 
surrogacy (eg agency fees, paid regulatory officials). I think the law should continue to prohibit 
commercial surrogacy and should not sanction any increased commodification of pregnancy. 
 
1.38 We invite consultees to identify any other responsibilities which a responsible individual 

should have. 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would inevitably lead to 
surrogacy arrangements being viewed as commercial transactions. Even if surrogates are not 
directly paid, the existence of an agency would involve financial transactions relating to the 
surrogacy (eg agency fees, paid regulatory officials). I think the law should continue to prohibit 
commercial surrogacy and should not sanction any increased commodification of pregnancy. 
 
1.39 We invite consultees’ views as to what experience, skills and qualif ications a person 

responsible for a surrogacy organisation should have. 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would inevitably lead to 
surrogacy arrangements being viewed as commercial transactions. Even if surrogates are not 
directly paid, the existence of an agency would involve financial transactions relating to the 
surrogacy (eg agency fees, paid regulatory officials). I think the law should continue to prohibit 
commercial surrogacy and should not sanction any increased commodification of pregnancy. 

Paragraph 9.62 
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Consultation Question 35. 
1.40 We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit 

making bodies. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would inevitably lead to 
surrogacy arrangements being viewed as commercial transactions. Even if surrogacy 
organisations are non-profit making, they will inevitably be driven by commercial imperatives (for 
example, to cover costs, salaries, etc.) and will need to continuously seek new business and to 
convince or coerce more women to act as ‘surrogates.’ 
 
Deriving income from surrogacy is abhorrent and, given the parallels between surrogacy and 
prostitution, is a potential violation of Article 6 of CEDAW, which prohibits third-parties profiting or 
otherwise benefiting from the prostitution of women. 

Paragraph 9.84 
 

Consultation Question 36. 
1.41 We invite consultees’ views as to what should be included in the definition of matching and 

facilitation services. 
I disagree with organisations being able to provide matching and facilitation services, because that 
would inevitably lead to increased commercialisation of surrogacy. 

Paragraph 9.94 
 

Consultation Question 37. 
1.42 We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to 

offer matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new 
pathway. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated surrogacy 
organisations or any other organisations being able to provide matching and facilitation services 
for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to increased commercialisation of 
surrogacy. 
  
1.43 We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should be 

able to offer matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements outside 
the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated surrogacy 
organisations or any other organisations being able to provide matching and facilitation services 
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for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to increased commercialisation of 
surrogacy. 

Paragraph 9.95 
 

Consultation Question 38. 
1.44 We invite consultees’ views as to the sanctions that should be available against 

organisations that offer matching and facilitation services without being regulated to do so, 
and whether these should be criminal, civil or regulatory. 

I do not accept that matching and facilitation services should be allowed – regardless who they 
are provided by – because they would inevitably lead to increased commercialisation of 
surrogacy. Offering such services should be a criminal offence. 

Paragraph 9.97 
 

Consultation Question 39. 
1.45 We provisionally propose that the remit of the Human Fertilisation and Embryology 

Authority be expanded to include the regulation of regulated surrogacy organisations, and 
oversight of compliance with the proposed legal requirements for the new pathway to legal 
parenthood. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would lead to an 
increase in the commercialisation of surrogacy.  
 
1.46 If consultees agree, we invite their views as to how the Authority’s Code of Practice should 

apply to regulated surrogacy organisations, including which additional or new areas of 
regulation should be applied. 

Paragraph 9.117 
 

Consultation Question 40. 
1.47 We provisionally propose that surrogacy agreements should remain unenforceable (subject 

to the exception we provisionally propose in Consultation Question 88 in relation to financial 
terms).  
Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 9.129 
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Consultation Question 41. 
1.48 We provisionally propose that there should be no prohibition against charging for 

negotiating, facilitating and advising on surrogacy arrangements. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I strongly disagree with this proposal. The idea of organisations charging to facilitate surrogacy 
violates the spirit, if not the letter, of Article 6 of CEDAW, given the parallels between surrogacy 
and prostitution. Article 6 prohibits the exploitation of the prostitution of women – which includes 
deriving any form of benefit from women’s prostitution. 

Paragraph 9.135 
 

Consultation Question 42. 
1.49 We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy should 

be removed, with the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything that can 
lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I VEHEMENTLY disagree with removing the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy. 
Surrogacy should remain entirely outside of the commercial sphere, and enabling advertising sites 
(and other ‘service’ organisations) to financially benefit from it is abhorrent. 
 
At this time of increasing poverty and inequality, it would be unethical to promote the idea that 
being a ‘surrogate’ mother would be a solution to an impoverished woman’s financial problems. If 
this proposal is implemented, Facebook and Google are likely to present surrogacy ads to female 
students and young women suggesting that becoming a ‘surrogate’ would provide the solution to 
their financial worries. The most disadvantaged young women would be the most vulnerable to 
this idea and it is doubtful it would ever truly be in their best interest. 
 
Just as we protect disadvantaged people from the temptation of selling their kidneys for money, 
we need to protect disadvantaged women from the temptation of renting their wombs. This means 
that advertising of surrogacy MUST remain banned. 

Paragraph 9.145 
 

Consultation Question 43. 
1.50 We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, where the making of a parental order 

in respect of a child born of a surrogacy arrangement has been recorded in the Parental 
Order Register, the child should be able to access his or her original birth certif icate at the 
age of 18. 
Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 10.80 
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Consultation Question 44. 
1.51 We provisionally propose that where children are born of surrogacy arrangements that 

result in the intended parents being recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form 
of that certif icate should make clear that the birth was the result of a surrogacy 
arrangement. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended 
parents’ should be recorded as parents on the original birth certificate. The birth mother should be 
recorded as the birth mother on the birth certificate and all decisions involving legal parenthood 
and parental responsibility should be taken after the birth by a court or other competent authority, 
with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN 
Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and 
the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
However, if the ‘intended parents’ are recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of 
the certificate should make clear that the birth was the result of a surrogacy arrangement. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 10.85 
 

Consultation Question 45. 
1.52 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the birth registration system in England and 

Wales requires reform and, if so, which reforms they would like to see. 
I do not consider the birth registration system to be in need for reform. I am particularly opposed to 
changes to allow for the registration of three parents or for anyone other than the birth mother to 
be recorded as the mother on the original birth certificate. Such proposals could lead to the 
facilitation of the sale of children and an erosion of mothers’ rights and a diluting of the 
understanding that the relationship between the birth mother and the child is unique. 

Paragraph 10.87 
 

Consultation Question 46. 
1.53 We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has 

been the subject of a parental order should be able to access all the documents contained 
in the court’s file for those parental order proceedings. 
Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 10.89 

 
Consultation Question 47. 
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1.54 We provisionally propose that a national register of surrogacy arrangements should be 
created to record the identity of the intended parents, the surrogate and the gamete donors. 
Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
1.55 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the register should be maintained by the Authority; 
(2) the register should record information for all surrogacy arrangements, whether in or 

outside the new pathway, provided that the information about who has contributed 
gametes for the conception of the child has been medically verif ied, and that the 
information should include: 
(a) identifying information about all the parties to the surrogacy arrangement, and 
(b) non-identifying information about those who have contributed gametes to the 

conception of the child; and 
(3) to facilitate the record of this information, the application form/petition for a parental 

order should record full information about a child’s genetic heritage where available 
and established by DNA or medical evidence, recording the use of an anonymous 
gamete donor if that applies. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy 
organisations. However, should surrogacy take place, it is important that the children have access 
to information about their origins and these proposals seem generally sound. 

Paragraph 10.102 
 

Consultation Question 48. 
1.56 We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate 

and the intended parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy 
arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy arrangement. 

YES 
Paragraph 10.104 
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Consultation Question 49. 
1.57 We provisionally propose that a child born of a surrogacy arrangement should be able to 

access the information recorded in the register from the age of 18 for identifying 
information, and 16 for non-identifying information (if such information is included on the 
register), provided that he or she has been given a suitable opportunity to receive 
counselling about the implications of compliance with this request. 
Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
1.58 We invite consultees’ views as to whether a child under the age of 18 or 16 (depending on 

whether the information is identifying or non-identifying respectively) should be able to 
access the information in the register and, if so, in which circumstances: 
(1) where his or her legal parents have consented; 
(2) if he or she has received counselling and the counsellor judges that he or she is 

sufficiently mature to receive this information; and/or 
(3) in any other circumstances. 

I agree with (1) and (2) and believe there might be other circumstances where this is reasonable. 
Paragraph 10.110 

 

Consultation Question 50. 
1.59 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any provision for those born of a 

surrogacy arrangement to make a request for information to disclose whether a person 
whom he or she is intending to marry, or with whom he or she intends to enter into a civil 
partnership or intimate physical relationship, was carried by the same surrogate. 

YES, this should be possible. 
Paragraph 10.114 

 

Consultation Question 51. 
1.60 We provisionally propose that where two people are born to, and genetically related 

through, the same surrogate, they should be able to access the register to identify each 
other, if they both wish to do so. 
Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
1.61 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be provision to allow people born to 

the same surrogate – but who are not genetically related – to access the register to identify 
each other, if they both wish to do so. 

YES, I agree. 
Paragraph 10.121 
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Consultation Question 52. 
1.62 We invite consultees’ views as to whether provision should be made to allow a person 

carried by a surrogate, and the surrogate’s own child, to access the register to identify each 
other, if they both wish to do so: 
(1) if they are genetically related through the surrogate; and/or 
(2) if they are not genetically related through the surrogate. 

YES to both (1) and (2) 
Paragraph 10.123 

 

Consultation Question 53. 
1.63 For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to 

whether details of an intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental 
order should be recorded in the register. 

The intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded 
in the register. 

Paragraph 10.128 
 

Consultation Question 54. 
1.64 We provisionally propose that the six month time limits in sections 54 and 54A of the HFEA 

2008 for making a parental order application should be abolished. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain 
circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child. 

Paragraph 11.20 
 

Consultation Question 55. 
1.65 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the current circumstances in which the consent of the surrogate (and any other legal 
parent) is not required, namely where a person cannot be found or is incapable of 
giving agreement, should continue to be available; 

NO  
 
I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child 
trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s wombs. An adoption order can be considered 
as an option when a parental order is not possible. 
 

(2) the court should have the power to dispense with the consent of the surrogate, and 
any other legal parent of the child, in the following circumstances: 
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(a) where the child is living with the intended parents, with the consent of the 
surrogate and any other legal parent, or 

(b) following a determination by the court that the child should live with the 
intended parents; and 

(3) the court’s power to dispense with consent should be subject to the paramount 
consideration of the child’s welfare throughout his or her life guided by the factors set 
out in section 1 of the Adoption and Children Act 2002 and, in Scotland, in line with 
the section 14(3) of the Adoption and Children (Scotland) Act 2007. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child 
trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s wombs. An adoption order can be considered 
as an option when a parental order is not possible. 

Paragraph 11.58 
 

Consultation Question 56. 
1.66 We provisionally propose that, both for a parental order and in the new pathway, the 

intended parents or one of the intended parents must be domiciled or habitually resident in 
the UK, Channel Islands or Isle of Man. 
Do consultees agree?  

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The ‘intended parents’ should be 
both domiciled and habitually resident in the UK in order to avoid surrogacy tourism. 
 
1.67 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any additional conditions 

imposed on the test of habitual residence, for example, a qualifying period of habitual 
residence required to satisfy the test. 

Yes, there should be a qualifying period of habitual residence, in order to avoid surrogacy tourism. 
Paragraph 12.15 

 

Consultation Question 57. 
1.68 We invite consultees’ views on whether: 

(1) the qualifying categories of relationship in section 54(2) of the HFEA 2008 should be 
reformed and, if so, how; or 

(2) the requirement should be removed, subject to two persons who are within the 
prohibited degrees of relationship being prevented from applying. 

The qualifying categories of relationship should not be reformed or removed. 
Paragraph 12.29 
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Consultation Question 58. 
1.69 We provisionally propose that to use the new pathway, intended parents should be required 

to make a declaration in the surrogacy agreement that they intend for the child’s home to be 
with them. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.  

Paragraph 12.34 
 

Consultation Question 59. 
1.70 We provisionally propose that the new pathway –  

(1) should not impose a requirement that the intended parent, or one of the intended 
parents, provide gametes for the conception of the child, so that double donation of 
gametes is permitted, but 

(2) that double donation should only be permitted in cases of medical necessity, 
meaning that there is not an intended parent who is able to provide a gamete due to 
infertility. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a 
‘medical necessity.’ 
 
1.71 We invite consultees’ views as to whether double donation should be permitted under the 

parental order pathway (to the same extent that it may be permitted in the new pathway) in 
domestic surrogacy arrangements.  

I think double donation should not be prohibited, but neither should it be facilitated by agencies or 
surrogacy organisations, for the reasons given above. 
 
1.72 We provisionally propose that the requirement that the intended parent or one of the 

intended parents contribute gametes to the conception of the child in the parental order 
pathway should be retained in international surrogacy arrangements. 
Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 12.64 
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Consultation Question 60. 
1.73 We provisionally propose that if the requirement for a genetic link is retained for domestic 

cases outside the new pathway, the requirement should not apply, subject to medical 
necessity, if the court determines that the intended parents in good faith began the 
surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway but were required to apply for a parental order. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I fundamentally disagree with proposals to introduce the ‘new pathway’. I dispute that surrogacy is 
ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 

Paragraph 12.71 
 

Consultation Question 61. 
1.74 We provisionally propose that if double donation is permitted only in cases of medical 

necessity, an exception should be made to allow a parental order to be granted to a single 
parent without a genetic link where the intended parent’s former partner provides gametes 
but the intended parents’ relationship breaks down before the grant of a parental order. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 

Paragraph 12.76 
 

Consultation Question 62. 
1.75 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that a surrogacy 

arrangement has been used because of medical necessity: 
(1) for cases under the new pathway to parenthood; and/or 
(2) for cases where a post-birth parental order application is made. 

I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’  
 
1.76 We invite consultees’ views as to how a test of medical necessity for surrogacy, if it is 

introduced, should be defined and assessed. 
I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 

Paragraph 12.94 
 

Consultation Question 63. 
1.77 We provisionally propose that in order to use the new pathway to parenthood, information 

identifying the child’s genetic parents and the surrogate must be provided for entry on the 
national register of surrogacy agreements prior to registration of the child’s birth. 
Do consultees agree?  
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OTHER 
 
I profoundly oppose the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. However, I support the requirement in 
any surrogacy arrangements for the recording of the identity of all genetic parents and the birth 
mother. 
 
1.78 We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be a condition for an application for a 

parental order that: 
(1) those who contributed gametes are entered on the national register of surrogacy 

agreements; and/or 
(2) if it remains a requirement that one of the intended parents provided gametes in the 

conception of the child, that the genetic link is demonstrated to the court with medical 
or DNA evidence. 

I support this condition for a parental order in the circumstances described in both (1) and (2). 
 
1.79 We provisionally propose that it should be a condition for the application of a parental order 

that the identity of the surrogate is entered on the national register of surrogacy 
agreements. 
Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
 

Paragraph 12.115 
 

Consultation Question 64. 
1.80 We provisionally propose that there should be no maximum age limit for the grant of a 

parental order. The age of the intended parents should continue to be taken into account in 
the assessment of the welfare of the child in applications to grant a parental order.  
Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
1.81 We invite consultees’ views as to whether under the new pathway there should be a 

maximum age limit for intended parents, and if so, what it should be. 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. There should be an opportunity for 
the court to consider the age of the intended parents as part of their assessment of the child’s 
welfare and best interests. 
 
1.82 We provisionally propose that intended parents should be required to be at least 18 years 

old at the time that they enter into a surrogacy agreement under the new pathway. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
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I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. There should be an opportunity for 
the court to consider the age of the intended parents as part of their assessment of the child’s 
welfare and best interests. 

Paragraph 12.133 
 

Consultation Question 65. 
1.83 We provisionally propose that surrogates should be required to be at least 18 years of age 

(at the time of conception), in order for the court to have the power to make a parental 
order. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
At 18 a woman is barely out of childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish herself 
as an adult. This means that she is particularly vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There 
should be a significantly older minimum age for entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I 
suggest that 25 years would be more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society 
sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully.  
 
1.84 We provisionally propose that surrogates should be required to be at least 18 years old at 

the time of entering into the surrogacy agreement within the new pathway. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for a ‘new pathway’. At 18 a woman is barely out of 
childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish herself as an adult. This means that she 
is particularly vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There should be a significantly older 
minimum age for entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I suggest that 25 years would be 
more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society 
sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully.  

Paragraph 12.144 
 

Consultation Question 66. 
1.85 We provisionally propose that medical testing of the surrogate, any partner of the surrogate, 

and any intended parent providing gametes should be required for the new pathway. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
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1.86 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the types of testing set out in the Code of 

Practice are feasible for traditional surrogacy arrangements outside a licensed clinic, and if 
not, which types of testing should be required for such arrangements. 

 
Paragraph 13.16 

 

Consultation Question 67. 
1.87 We provisionally propose that, as a condition of being eligible for entry into the new 

pathway: 
(1) the surrogate, her spouse, civil partner or partner (if any) and the intended parents 

intending to enter into a surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway should be 
required to attend counselling with regard to the implications of entering into that 
arrangement; and 

(2) the implications counselling should be provided by a counsellor who meets the 
requirements set out in the Code of Practice at paragraphs 2.14 to 2.15. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.44 
 

Consultation Question 68. 
1.88 We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that the 

surrogate and the intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect of 
the law and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is signed. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.65 
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Consultation Question 69. 
1.89 We provisionally propose that, as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway: 

(1) an enhanced criminal record certificate should be obtained for intended parents, 
surrogates and any spouses, civil partners or partners of surrogates;  
(2) the body overseeing the surrogate arrangement should not enable a surrogate 
arrangement to be proceed under the new pathway where a person screened is unsuitable 
for having being convicted of, or received a police caution for, any offence appearing on a 
prescribed list of offences; and  
(3) the body overseeing the surrogacy arrangement may also determine that a person 
is unsuitable based on the information provided in the enhanced record certificate.  
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
 
1.90 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the list of offences that applies in the case of 

adoption is appropriate in the case of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. 
OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.73 
 

Consultation Question 70. 
1.91 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the surrogate 

has previously given birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway. 
OTHER 
 
I am profoundly opposed to the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. 
 
Society should not condone women who have never had a child of their own entering an 
arrangement to undergo pregnancy and childbirth for someone else. It is impossible to understand 
what pregnancy and childbirth are like and how they will change you until or unless you have had 
that experience yourself. 

Paragraph 13.95 
 

Consultation Question 71. 
1.92 We provisionally propose that there should not be a maximum number of surrogate 

pregnancies that a woman can undertake as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
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I am profoundly opposed to the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. 
 
Society should not condone women undergoing multiple ‘surrogate’ pregnancies and childbirths. 
Even the Kennel Club recognises that female dogs should not be allowed to undertake more than 
four pregnancies. It is abhorrent that female dogs have better protections than women would have 
under this proposal. 

Paragraph 13.99 
 

Consultation Question 72. 
1.93 We invite consultees’ views as to whether payment of costs by the intended parents to the 

surrogate should be able to be: 
(1) based on an allowance;  
(2) based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, but without the need for production 

of receipts; or 
(3) based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, and only on production of receipts. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition.  
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I think payment to surrogates should cover the cost actually incurred, but without the need for 
production of receipts. 

Paragraph 15.16 
 

Consultation Question 73. 
1.94 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate essential costs relating 
to the pregnancy; and 

(2) the types of expenditure which should be considered “essential”.   
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition.  
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
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Legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above the actual costs of the pregnancy 
and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, travel to medical appointments and 
loss of earnings due to the effects of pregnancy and childbirth. 

Paragraph 15.22 
 

Consultation Question 74. 
1.95 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate 
additional costs relating to the pregnancy; and 

(2) the types of expenditure which should be considered additional, rather than essential.   
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition.  
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
Legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above the actual costs of the pregnancy 
and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, travel to medical appointments and 
loss of earnings due to the effects of pregnancy and childbirth. 

Paragraph 15.26 
 

Consultation Question 75. 
1.96 We invite consultees’ views as to:  

(1) whether intended parents should be permitted to pay all costs that arise from entering 
into a surrogacy arrangement, and those unique to a surrogate pregnancy; and 

(2) the types of cost which should be included within this category. 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition.  
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
Legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above the actual costs of the pregnancy 
and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, travel to medical appointments and 
loss of earnings due to the effects of pregnancy and childbirth. 

Paragraph 15.29 
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Consultation Question 76. 
1.97 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be 

able to pay their surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or 
self-employed). 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition.  
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
Legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above the actual costs of the pregnancy 
and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, travel to medical appointments and 
loss of earnings due to the effects of pregnancy and childbirth. 

Paragraph 15.37 
 

Consultation Question 77. 
1.98 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be 

able to pay their surrogate either or both of the following lost potential earnings: 
(1) her lost employment-related potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 15.35 

above); and/or 
(2) other lost potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 15.36 above). 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition.  
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
Legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above the actual costs of the pregnancy 
and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, travel to medical appointments and 
loss of earnings due to the effects of pregnancy and childbirth. 
 
I am opposed to payments covering lost potential earnings. 

Paragraph 15.38 
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Consultation Question 78. 
1.99 We invite consultees to share their experiences:  

(1) of the impact that payments received by a surrogate from the intended parents has 
had on the surrogate’s entitlement to means-tested social welfare benefits; and 

(2) where a surrogacy arrangement has had an impact on the surrogate’s entitlement to 
means-tested social welfare benefits, how that has been addressed in their surrogacy 
arrangement. 

N/A 
Paragraph 15.47 
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Consultation Question 79. 
1.100 We invite consultees’ views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay 

compensation to the surrogate for the following: 
(1) pain and inconvenience arising from the pregnancy and childbirth; 
(2) medical treatments relating to the surrogacy, including payments for each 

insemination or embryo transfer; and/or 
(3)  specified complications, including hyperemesis gravidarum, pre-eclampsia, an 

ectopic pregnancy, miscarriage, termination, caesarean birth, excessive 
haemorrhaging, perineal tearing, removal of fallopian tubes or ovaries or a 
hysterectomy. 

It is absurd to propose that one could place a monetary value on the pain of adverse pregnancy 
outcomes. In putting a price tag on perineal tear for example, some mothers report little pain or 
symptoms, others have profound ongoing fear of vaginal penetration, which can result in very 
significant emotional and relationship difficulties. Infection may complicate healing, and some 
women report long term sequelae from this, such as impaired wound healing.  
 
Haematology conditions should also be considered. Blood loss, for example due to placental 
haemorrhage can be very significant, and potentially result in emergency hysterectomy and blood 
transfusion to save the life of the mother. It is a fact that although blood is thoroughly screened in 
the UK there still remains the potential for blood borne illnesses to be transmitted, and the fact that 
some of these may not have been identified yet by researchers is also a real risk to a mother 
receiving transfusion. Persons who have had a blood transfusion are currently unable to donate 
blood themselves in the UK, due to the risk of (vCJD) transmission. This is an indication of the 
gravity of receiving blood products.  
 
No medical intervention is EVER risk free. Receiving multiple blood products in the context of 
Massive Transfusion Protocol (eg platelets, Fresh Frozen Plasma, cryoprecipitate) only heighten 
those risks.  
 
Conditions such as HELLP (Haemolysis, Elevated Liver enzymes, Low Platelets) can be fatal, and 
although the maternal mortality rate is low, it can have significant sequelae, including renal failure 
potentially requiring dialysis, placental abruption (potentially fatal for mother and baby) permanent 
liver damage and retinal detachment resulting in visual impairment.  
 
Each of these conditions have long term consequences for a woman, psychologically, physically 
and emotionally, and may also affect her ability to return to work or care for other children.  
 
Also, the late complications of childbirth have been disregarded. Late consequences of childbirth 
can include vaginal or rectal prolapse, urinary and faecal incontinence. Women who have had a C 
section may experience ongoing pain around the scar. Some sources quote this as affecting 
between 6 and 18 percent of women. These symptoms can be profoundly distressing, and may 
take years to present (conversely, may present immediately). 
 
How could we ensure that women suffering these complications are compensated? They are 
multifactorial, and risk increases with instrumented delivery and parity. How would it be proposed 
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to unpick the role of a surrogate pregnancy in causing these symptoms in relation to other risk 
factors, for example parity, smoking history, personal medical history? 
 
Psychiatric conditions are also absent from this list. Complications including depression and 
anxiety may be worsened by pregnancy. Other mental health conditions such as post natal 
depression and post partum psychosis can be fatal, and impact on a woman’s health for many 
years to come. I’m quite shocked that none of these conditions have been explicitly mentioned 
and it does make me wonder how the list of complications was created. I’d also like to know what 
level of haemorrhage would be considered “excessive”. 
 
The wording of the question “should” be able to pay compensation is not the same as being 
mandated to do so. This potentially creates a situation where some “luckier” women would receive 
compensation others would not. 
 
All of the above illustrates the abhorrence of commercial surrogacy. Surrogacy should only ever 
be a truly voluntary arrangement, with no financial incentive. 
 
1.101 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other matters in respect of which 

intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate compensation. 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition.  
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
 
1.102 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the level of compensation payable should be: 

(1) a fixed fee set by the regulator (operating as a cap on the maximum payable), or  
(2) left to the parties to negotiate.   

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition.  
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
 

Paragraph 15.53 
 

Consultation Question 80. 
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1.103 We invite consultees views’ as to whether intended parents should be able to pay 
compensation to the surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the 
surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for the surrogate. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition.  
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
Surrogacy arrangements should remain an entirely non-commercial matter, between individuals. 
They should be permitted to make their own agreements, as long as these do not involve financial 
incentives, for the surrogate or for anyone who could be coercing or exploiting her. 

Paragraph 15.56 
 

Consultation Question 81. 
1.104 We invite consultees’ views as to whether:  

(1) intended parents should be able to buy gifts for the surrogate; and 
(2) if so, specific provision should be made for these gifts to be modest or reasonable in 

nature. 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition.  
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
Surrogacy arrangements should remain an entirely non-commercial matter, between individuals. 
They should be permitted to make their own agreements, as long as these do not involve financial 
incentives, for the surrogate or for anyone who could be coercing or exploiting her. 

Paragraph 15.60 
 

Consultation Question 82. 
1.105 We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be possible for the intended parents to 

agree to pay a woman for the service of undertaking a surrogacy. 
It should not be possible for the intended parents to agree to pay a woman for the service 
of undertaking a surrogacy. (check box) 
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I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition.  
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her ‘services’. 
 
1.106 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay a 

woman for the service of undertaking surrogacy, whether that the fee should be: 
(1) any sum agreed between the parties to the surrogacy; or 
(2) a fixed fee set by the regulator. 

Leave both check boxes blank. 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition.  
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her ‘services’. 
 
1.107 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay a 

woman a fixed fee for the service of undertaking surrogacy, what, if any, other payments 
the law should permit, in addition to that f ixed fee: 
(1) no other payments; 
(2) essential costs relating to the pregnancy; 
(3) additional costs relating to the pregnancy; 
(4) lost earnings; 
(5) compensation for pain and inconvenience, medical treatment and complications, and 

the death of the surrogate; and/or 
(6) gifts. 

Leave all check boxes blank. 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition.  
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There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her ‘services’. 

Paragraph 15.69 
 

Consultation Question 83. 
1.108 We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be possible for any payment the law 

permits the intended parents to pay the surrogate for her services to be reduced in the 
event of a miscarriage or termination of the pregnancy. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition.  
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their 
‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of allowing the normalisation of commercial 
surrogacy. The implication in the question is that the parents would in effect be paying for a child. 
This is abhorrent. 
 
1.109 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if the law permits a fee payable to the surrogate 

to be able to be reduced in the event of a miscarriage or termination, whether such 
provision should apply: 
(1) in the first trimester of pregnancy only; 
(2) to any miscarriage or termination; or 
(3) some other period of time (please specify).   

Leave all check boxes blank. 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition.  
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their 
‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of allowing the normalisation of commercial 
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surrogacy. The implication in the question is that the parents would in effect be paying for a child. 
This is abhorrent. 

Paragraph 15.72 
 

Consultation Question 84. 
1.110 We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to 

surrogates should be the same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to 
parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition.  
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I am opposed to the ‘new pathway’ but consider that regardless of the surrogacy arrangement 
being used, the only payments that should ever be made are to cover actual expenses and loss of 
earnings. 

Paragraph 15.74 
 

Consultation Question 85. 
1.111 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have not 

discussed which they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the 
surrogate. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition.  
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
 

Paragraph 15.75 
 

Consultation Question 86. 
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1.112 We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that 
intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition.  
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 

Paragraph 15.76 
 

Consultation Question 87. 
1.113 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are specific methods of enforcing 

limitations that are placed on payments to surrogates that we should consider as part of our 
review: 
(1) for cases within the new pathway to parenthood; and  
(2) for cases where a parental order is made after the birth of the baby. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition.  
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
The only payments that should be made are to cover essential and basic expenses and actual 
loss of earnings. The judge or other competent authority should closely monitor all financial 
aspects of the arrangement (in line with the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations*) and 
refuse the parental order when payments have exceeded these expenses. If it is not a judge 
overseeing the arrangements, the competent authority should be totally independent and not, for 
example, an agency (or ‘regulated surrogacy organisation’) that has been involved in the 
arrangements in any way. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 15.89 
 

Consultation Question 88. 
1.114 We provisionally propose that financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into under 

the new pathway to parenthood should be enforceable by the surrogate. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
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I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
 
1.115 We provisionally propose that if the financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into 

under the new pathway become enforceable, the ability to do so should not be dependent 
on the surrogate complying with any terms of the agreement relating to her lifestyle. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The idea that a ‘surrogacy 
agreement’ could place restrictions on the birth mother’s lifestyle is utterly abhorrent. 

Paragraph 15.99 
 

Consultation Question 89. 
1.116 We invite overseas surrogates (or bodies representing or advocating for surrogates) to 

share with us their experiences f international surrogacy arrangements. 
N/A 

Paragraph 16.10 
 

Consultation Question 90. 
1.117 We invite organisations focused on children’s rights and welfare in the international context 

to share with us their views on our proposed reforms and consultation questions in this 
chapter. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.12 

 

Consultation Question 91. 
1.118 We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of their experience of applying to register 

a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement as a British citizen and 
obtaining a passport for the child. In particular, we would be interested to hear how long the 
application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have about 
causes of delays in the process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.52 
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Consultation Question 92. 
1.119 We provisionally propose that it should be possible for a file to be opened, and the 

application process for obtaining registration of a child born from an international surrogacy 
arrangement and obtaining a passport to begin, prior to the birth of the child. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a 
passport in international surrogacy arrangements appears to contradict the UN Special 
Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling and trafficking of 
children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly disagree with this 
proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.53 
 

Consultation Question 93. 
1.120 We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of 

applying for a visa for a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In 
particular, we would be interested to hear how long the application took after the birth of the 
child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.68 

 

Consultation Question 94. 
1.121 We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process for 

applying for a visa in respect of a child born through an international surrogacy 
arrangement, before the child is born. The application will need to be completed after the 
birth of the child, and the issue of a passport in the child’s country of birth. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a 
passport before the child is born in international surrogacy arrangements appears to contradict the 
UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling and 
trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly 
disagree with this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 
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1.122 We provisionally propose that the current provision made for the grant of a visa outside of 
the Immigration Rules where the intended parents are not the legal parents of the child 
under nationality law should be brought within the Rules. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
1.123 We provisionally propose that:  

(1) the grant of a visa should not be dependent on the child breaking links with the 
surrogate; or  
(2) that this condition should be clarif ied to ensure that it does not prevent the child 
having contact, and an on-going relationship, with the surrogate. 
Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
1.124 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current requirement for the grant of a visa 

outside the Rules that the intended parents must apply for a parental order within six 
months of the child’s birth should be removed (regardless of whether the availability of the 
visa is brought within the Rules), if our provisional proposal to remove the time limit on 
applications for parental orders is accepted. 

NO 
 
The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain 
circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child. 

Paragraph 16.69 
 

Consultation Question 95. 
1.125 We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process 

for applying for a EU Uniform Format Form in respect of a child born through an 
international surrogacy arrangement, before the child is born. The application will need to 
be completed after the birth of the child. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for an EU Uniform Format Form 
for the child before she or he is born in international surrogacy arrangements appears to 
contradict the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against 
the selling and trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I 
therefore strongly disagree with this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.76 
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Consultation Question 96. 
1.126 We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of 

applying for a EU Uniform Format Form for a child born through an international surrogacy 
arrangement. In particular we would be interested to hear how long the application took 
after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the 
process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.77 

 

Consultation Question 97. 
1.127 We provisionally propose that the UK Government should provide a single, comprehensive 

guide for intended parents explaining the nationality and immigration consequences of 
having a child through an international surrogacy arrangement.  
Do consultees agree? 

 
 

Paragraph 16.82 
 

Consultation Question 98. 
1.128 We provisionally propose that international surrogacy arrangements should not be eligible 

for the new pathway to parenthood. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It should certainly not include 
international surrogacy arrangements if it is introduced. 

Paragraph 16.93 
 

Consultation Question 99. 
1.129 We provisionally propose that:  
1.130 the Secretary of State should have the power to provide that the intended parents of 

children born through international surrogacy arrangements, who are recognised as the 
legal parents of the child in the country of the child’s birth, should also be recognised as 
the child’s legal parents in the UK, without it being necessary for the intended parents to 
apply for a parental order, but 

1.131 before exercising the power, the Secretary of State should be required to be satisfied that 
the domestic law and practice in the country in question provides protection against the 
exploitation of surrogates, and for the welfare of the child, that is at least equivalent to that 
provided in UK law. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 



49 
 

 
I do not see how this proposal for such a blanket power would align with the UN Special 
Rapporteur’s key recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the Protection of Children 
and Cooperation in respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. The latter requires the birth mother 
to have legal parenthood and parental responsibility when the child is born and that her consent 
to giving up the child must be given AFTER the child's birth and that the transfer of ‘parenthood’ 
should be overseen by the courts or a competent authority on an individual case by case basis, 
with the best interests of the child being the paramount consideration. This is an important 
safeguard against the sale of children and for the protection of the birth mother and I believe it 
should apply equally to international surrogacy arrangements. I therefore strongly disagree with 
this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.94 
 

Consultation Question 100. 
1.132 We invite consultees to tell us of their experience of surrogacy arrangements in the UK 

involving foreign intended parents. 
N/A 
 
1.133 We invite consultees’ views as to whether: 

(1) any restriction is necessary on the removal of a child from the UK for the purpose of 
the child becoming the subject of a parental order, or its equivalent, in another 
jurisdiction; and 

(2) if such a restriction is necessary, there should be a process allowing foreign 
intended parents to remove the child from the jurisdiction of the UK for this purpose 
and with the approval of the court and, if so, what form should that process take. 

Restrictions and checks MUST be in place to protect the child and the birth mother from 
trafficking and exploitation. The process should include the same checks as would be used in an 
international adoption. 

Paragraph 16.120 
 

Consultation Question 101. 
1.134 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current application of the law on statutory 

paternity leave, and statutory paternity pay, to the situation of the surrogate’s spouse, civil 
partner or partner requires reform. 

I do not believe this needs changing. 
Paragraph 17.18 
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Consultation Question 102. 
1.135 We provisionally propose that provision for maternity allowance should be made in respect 

of intended parents, and that any such provision should be limited so that only one 
intended parent qualif ies.  
Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 17.32 

 

Consultation Question 103. 
1.136 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether there is a need for reform in respect of the right of intended parents to take 
time off work before the birth of the child, whether for the purpose of induced 
lactation, ante-natal appointments or any other reason; and  

(2) if reform is needed, suggestions on reform. 
 

Paragraph 17.36 
 

Consultation Question 104. 
1.137 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the duty of employers to provide suitable 

facilities for any person at work who is a pregnant woman or nursing mother to rest under 
Regulation 25 of the Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations 1992 is 
sufficient to include intended parents in a surrogacy arrangement. 

These duties apply to women who are pregnant, not to people who have made an arrangement 
for someone else to be pregnant. They are therefore not relevant to intended parents and do not 
need to be changed. 

Paragraph 17.40 
 

Consultation Question 105. 
1.138 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are further issues in relation to 

employment rights and surrogacy arrangements and, if so, any suggestions for reform. 
Paragraph 17.43 

 

Consultation Question 106. 
1.139 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they believe any reforms in relation to surrogacy 

and succession law are required. 
Paragraph 17.56 

 

Consultation Question 107. 
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1.140 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any issues in how surrogacy 
arrangements are dealt with by the health services, and whether there are reforms to law 
or practice that consultees would like to see in this area. 

It is important that all health and care professionals are aware that surrogacy agreements are not 
legally binding and that ‘intended parents’ have no legal right to override the birth mother’s 
wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or medical and health care, including during 
pregnancy, labour and childbirth. Even if she has previously agreed to them sharing decisions 
and being informed on these matters, she can withdraw her consent at any time for any or no 
reason. All professionals involved in her care are duty-bound to comply with her wishes. 
 
All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being 
coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or more persons, including her spouse 
or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be 
present in so-called altruistic surrogacy arrangements. 
 
Surrogacy arrangements place additional and complicated pressures on healthcare staff and this 
could reduce the standard of impartial care given to birth mothers and new-borns – especially 
when the ‘intended parents’ are entitled, rich or of high status. This itself is a valid reason to be 
extremely cautious about making changes that will increase the numbers of surrogacy births. 
 
It is generally recognised that egg donation and IVF pregnancies carry additional health risks. As 
most surrogacy pregnancies involve IVF, any increase in surrogacy is likely to lead to additional 
pressure on the NHS.  
 
Adoption research suggests that the separation of the new-born and the birth mother has long-
term negative effects on the well-being of both of them. This is likely to be the same for birth 
mothers and babies in surrogacy arrangements and so can be expected to place additional long-
term pressures on the NHS and society as a whole. This has not been considered and there are 
no questions about this. 
 
An increase in surrogacy will require an increase in egg donation, which is a risky procedure that 
can have a long-term negative impact on the woman’s health, including premature death. Ethical 
issues abound. Young women might be coerced by financial pressures to donate eggs when this 
isn’t in their best interests and there are worries about eugenics – where egg donors are selected 
on the basis of blonde hair, blue eyes and stereotypical measures of ‘attractiveness’ for example. 
 
The law commissioners do not appear to have considered the likely impact of any of these 
issues. There is no question about people’s thoughts about the NHS picking up the tab for the 
extra costs involved in surrogacy and whether this affects their opinions on surrogacy itself. 
There appears to have been no evaluation of the size of the additional costs to the NHS and 
society. 
 
1.141 We invite consultees’ views as to any additions or revisions that they would like to see 

made to the guidance published by the Department for Health and Social Care for England 
and Wales. 
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The guidance should be revised to clarify that surrogacy agreements are not legally binding and 
that the birth mother has the right to change her mind at any time, for any or no reason. 
Healthcare professionals must accept that her wishes are paramount and that the ‘intended 
parents’ have no legal right to override her wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or 
medical and health care, including during pregnancy, labour, childbirth and the postpartum 
period. 
 
All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being 
coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or more persons, including her spouse 
or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be 
present in so-called altruistic surrogacy arrangements. 
 
The guidance should make it clear that healthcare professionals should be even more alert than 
normal to the possibility that she is being coerced and to ensure that they can speak to her 
alone, including during labour, and that if she changes her mind about who is present in 
consultations, and the labour ward/delivery suite, they must respect her wishes. 
 
1.142 We invite consultees’ views as to how midwifery practice may better accommodate 

surrogacy arrangements, in particular with regard to safeguarding issues. 
It is important that midwifery practice always prioritises the wishes of the birth mother and the 
wellbeing of herself and the child. 

Paragraph 17.76 
 

Consultation Question 108. 
1.143 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other legal issues in relation to 

surrogacy, not covered in this Consultation Paper, that merit examination. 
It is of considerable concern that the law commissioners appear to have given no consideration 
to the significant risk that women will be coerced into agreeing to participate in surrogacy 
arrangements for someone else’s benefit. This can be true in ‘altruistic’ surrogacy but is even 
more likely if substantial payments are involved. 
 
It is well-known that women and girls are groomed and/or coerced into prostitution by partners 
and ‘boyfriends’ who act as their pimp and take all or much of their earnings. This is a major 
route by which many women enter prostitution and is a major factor in preventing their exit. 
There is no reason to expect that the same dynamics will not occur in relation to surrogacy if it is 
opened up and provides opportunities to make significant amounts of money. 
 
If the law commissioners’ proposals are enacted, there must therefore also be legislation that 
prohibits coercing a woman into a surrogacy arrangement. This should be a criminal offence and 
carry a hefty penalty – in recognition that it is a human rights violation and so that it acts as a 
deterrent. That such a law would be difficult to enforce just adds to the arguments for why paid 
surrogacy is a bad idea – and especially for women. 
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It would be far better to simply ban all surrogacy arrangements – or at the very least any 
payments beyond essential expenses overseen by a judge. 

Paragraph 17.80 
 

Consultation Question 109. 
1.144 We invite consultees who are intended parents, live in the UK, and have entered into a 

surrogacy arrangement that led to the birth of a child to tell us: 
(1) when the child was born; 
(2) whether the arrangement was domestic or international and, if international, in 

which country the arrangement took place; 
(3) whether the arrangement led to the making of a parental order in the UK; and 
(4) whether they are a: 

(a) opposite-sex couple; 
(b) male same-sex couple; 
(c) female same-sex couple; 
(d) single woman; or 
(e) single man. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.2 

 

Consultation Question 110. 
1.145 We invite consultees who have experience of applying for a parental order in the UK to tell 

us: 
(1) whether the surrogacy arrangement was domestic or international; 
(2) whether they had legal advice before the making of the parental order; 
(3) whether they were represented by a lawyer in court; and 
(4) the cost of any legal advice or representation. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.4 
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Consultation Question 111. 
1.146 We invite consultees’ views as to the impact (social, emotional, f inancial or otherwise) of 

the current law where the intended parents are not the legal parents from birth of the child 
born of the surrogacy arrangement. 

I think this law is a strong safeguard against exploitation and coercion of women into surrogacy, 
and for this reason it should be maintained. It recognises the primary right and responsibility of 
the birth mother to make decisions about the legal parentage of her child and ensures that no 
other person has any legal claim on her body or her child without her express permission and the  
added assurance of a court process which is based on the best interests and welfare of the 
chilld. 

Paragraph 18.6 
 

Consultation Question 112. 
1.147 We invite consultees to tell us what they have paid for, or to provide evidence about the 

cost of: 
(1) medical screening; and 
(2) implications counselling 
(where possible separating out the cost of such screening, tests or implications 
counselling from any other costs involved with fertility treatment). 

N/A 
 
1.148 We invite legal consultees, who advise on surrogacy and parental order proceedings, to 

provide evidence of what they would charge: 
(1) to provide advice sufficient to meet the proposed requirement for independent legal 

advice discussed in Chapter 13; and 
(2) to draft, advise on and negotiate the written surrogacy agreement required for the 

new pathway. 
N/A 

Paragraph 18.8 
 

Consultation Question 113. 
1.149 We invite consultees to tell us of the impact of: 

(1) the current requirement of a genetic link; and 
(2) any removal of this requirement in cases of medical necessity: 

(a) in the new pathway; 
(b) in the parental order route for domestic surrogacy arrangements; or 
(c) in both situations. 

 
Paragraph 18.11 
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Consultation Question 114. 
1.150 We invite consultees who consider that they might be able to fulf il the role of the 

independent professional discussed in Chapter 9 to tell us: 
(1) their profession; and  
(2) what they would charge to provide such a service. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.13 

 

Consultation Question 115. 
1.151 We invite consultees who are intended parents to give us their views on the impact of our 

proposals for reform on their ability to enter into surrogacy arrangements and, in particular: 
(1) if particular proposals will increase accessibility, and why; and 
(2) if particular proposals will restrict accessibility, and why. 

N/A 
1.152 We invite consultees who are surrogates to give us their views on the impact of our 

proposals for reform on their ability to enter into surrogacy arrangements and, in particular: 
(1) if particular proposals will increase accessibility, and why; and 
(2) if particular proposals will restrict accessibility, and why. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.15 

 

Consultation Question 116. 
1.153 We ask consultees who are intended parents to tell us: 

(1) whether the surrogacy arrangement was domestic or international; 
(2) what they spent, in total, on the surrogacy arrangement(s) that led to the birth of 

their child(ren), including the cost of fertility treatment, payments to the surrogate 
and payments to any surrogacy agency or organisation; 

(3) how they raised the funds for the surrogacy arrangement(s); 
(4) what they spent on any fertility treatment prior to entering into a surrogacy 

arrangement (where that treatment did not lead to the birth of a child); and 
(5) how they raised the funds for the fertility treatment. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.18 

 

Consultation Question 117. 
1.154 We invite consultees’ views as to the specific impact of our proposals in Northern Ireland. 
 

Paragraph 18.20 
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Consultation Question 118. 
1.155 We invite consultees’ views as to any other impact that we have not specifically addressed 

in this chapter, or the preceding chapters, of this paper. 
It seems that before the law commissioners designed this consultation, they had already decided 
that surrogacy is a positive thing and so legislation should enable it. This may be explained by a 
limited ‘pre-consultation’ mainly focusing on people who already had a vested interest in 
surrogacy – ‘intended parents,’ women who claim to have had a positive experience of 
surrogacy, and lawyers and other organisations who stand to make money from commercial 
surrogacy if it is given the green light. 
 
It seems that the law commissioners did not consider women as a group to be key stakeholders 
in this endeavour. This is a major error, because just as all women are affected by the institution 
of prostitution, so all women will be affected by any opening up of commercial surrogacy in this 
country. 
 
It could even be argued that one of the key drivers of commercial surrogacy is a desire by men to 
break the legal and cultural recognition of the unique bond between birth mother and child – and 
indeed the proposals to make the ‘intended parents’ the legal parents from the moment of birth 
are a major step in this direction, and are likely to have a significant impact down the line – 
potentially affecting the status of all women.  
 
Paid surrogacy opens up enormous potential for abuse and risks spouses, partners and other 
family members coercing a woman into engaging in commercial surrogacy for their (and not her) 
financial benefit. This will be a potential risk for thousands of women, which appears to have 
been completely overlooked by the law commissioners. 
 
UK and Scottish Law Commissions are obliged to comply with the Public Sector Equality Duty 
(PSED) when carrying out public functions, such as this consultation. There doesn’t appear to be 
any evidence they have done so, because they have not provided their equality considerations 
and impact assessments. As surrogacy has a very different impact on women and children than 
on adult males, we believe the law commissioners are in breach of equality legislation. 
 
The Equality and Human Rights Commission describes the obligations under the PSED to have 
due regard to the need to: 
 

• Eliminate unlawful discrimination, harassment and victimisation and other conduct 
prohibited by the Act. 

• Advance equality of opportunity between people who share a protected characteristic and 
those who do not. 

• Foster good relations between people who share a protected characteristic and those 
who do not. 

 
There are many ways in which opening up surrogacy in the UK is likely to worsen women’s 
position relative to men’s, and the relationship between the sexes. Any loosening of the laws 
around surrogacy could therefore be considered discriminatory. Surrogacy is also likely to have 
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an impact on the relations between the different generations. Imagine the rage that young people 
may feel when they discover that their ‘parents’ not only bought them but took advantage of their 
birth mothers. 
 
It is of major concern that the law commissioners’ ethical arguments hinge on ideas that are not 
based on any recognised human rights instruments – such as the idea that ‘procreative liberty’ 
confers some kind of human right to surrogacy and the idea that a woman has a human right to 
be a ‘surrogate.’ These arguments do not hold up to scrutiny and have been clearly rejected by 
the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
It is shocking that the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ violate many of the recommendations of 
the UN Special Rapporteur that are designed to guard against the sale of children and the 
exploitation of birth mothers, including: 
 
 The birth mother must be accorded the status of legal mother at birth, and must be under no 

contractual or legal obligation to participate in the legal or physical transfer of the child. 
 All payments to the birth mother must be made before the legal and physical transfer of the 

child and must be non-reimbursable – even if she decides not to relinquish the child. 
 The birth mother’s choice to transfer the child “must be a gratuitous act, based on her own 

post-birth intentions, rather than on any legal or contractual obligation.” 
 Pre-conception checks, while encouraged, cannot take the place of appropriate welfare 

checks after the birth of the child. 
 Decisions about parentage and parental responsibility must be made by a court or other 

competent authority on an individual basis after the birth with the best interests of the child 
being paramount. 

 
The consultation is confusing and it does not conform to the government’s consultation 
guidelines. There are too many questions, they are too detailed and do not ask the important 
high-level questions – such as whether you think surrogacy can ever be ethical, etc.  
 
For all these reasons, the law commissioners should go back to the drawing board and start 
again from the position of women’s and children’s human rights. If it is found that there is no way 
to liberalise surrogacy law that is compliant with obligations under international treaties such as 
CEDAW and the UNCRC and its first optional protocol, then the law must not be liberalised.  
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 
 

Paragraph 18.22 
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About you

1  What is your name?

Name:

2  If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a university), what is the name of your organisation?

Enter the name of your organisation:

3  Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your organisation?

This is a personal response

If other, please provide details:

4  If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best describes you?

Other individual

5  What is your email address?

Email address:

6  What is your telephone number?

Telephone number:

7  If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be treated as confidential, please explain to us why you
regard the information as confidential. As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your explanation but cannot give an
assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances.

Please explain why you wish the information that you will provide to us to be treated as confidential:

Chapter 6: The parental order procedure

8  Consultation Question 1:

No

Please provide your views below:

The commercial trade of women’s reproductive labour must end. There are very good reasons as to why it is illegal to pay for a kidney, and these same
factors all apply to surrogacy. If a woman chooses to give another family her baby (and it is her baby, make no mistake. Her body built that human being,
cell by cell, at a physical cost to her and at potentially life-threatening risk) then she may do so. But money must never be a factor in this - to trade in this
commercially is dehumanising and it harms the very poorest. It must be made illegal.

Please provide your views below:

The commercial trade of women’s reproductive labour must end. There are very good reasons as to why it is illegal to pay for a kidney, and these same
factors all apply to surrogacy. If a woman chooses to give another family her baby (and it is her baby, because her body built that human being, cell by
cell, at a physical cost and at life-threatening risk) then she may do so. But money must never be a factor in this - to trade in this commercially is
dehumanising and it harms the very poorest. It must be made illegal.

9  Consultation Question 2:

Please provide your views below:

A baby ‘belongs’ to a mother as standard, for the reasons outlined above. High-level judiciary oversight is required to ensure that no financial coercion or
commercial trade takes place in surrogacy arrangements. Money must never change hands.

This process should be more similar to adoption than the commercial purchase of human beings (I.e. slavery).



10  Consultation Question 3: We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the current allocation
rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation Questions 1 and 2.

Please provide your views below:

Poor women, all over the world, are harmed by surrogacy. Selling human body parts - let alone entire human beings - is unethical for very obvious
reasons.

https://www.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2016/feb/25/surrogacy-sweden-ban

We must follow the Nordic model.

11  Consultation Question 4:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

A child is its birth mother’s first and foremost. Adoption may follow birth but it must be legally approved. No agreement should ever take place before a
child is born - women who have promised to give (not sell) their child to another family have every right to change their mind.

12  Consultation Question 5: We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the Family Procedure Rules 2010
should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise.
Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

Normal adoption rules.

13  Consultation Question 6:

Please provide your views below:

The commercial trade of women’s reproductive labour must end. There are very good reasons as to why it is illegal to pay for a kidney, and these same
factors all apply to surrogacy. If a woman chooses to give another family her baby (and it is her baby, because her body built that human being, cell by
cell, at a physical cost and at life-threatening risk) then she may do so. But money must never be a factor in this - to trade in this commercially is
dehumanising and it harms the very poorest. It must be made illegal.

Chapter 8: Legal Parenthood: Proposals for Reform - A New Pathway

14  Consultation Question 7:

No

Please provide your views below:

Mothers must have the right to choose whether or not they give their child away for adoption. They must retain absolute control of the process.

After all, much like my kidneys are mine and your kidneys are yours, a woman’s uterus and the child it builds are her own - unless she decides otherwise.

Any other arrangement is simply exploitative and it ride women of our agency.

15  Consultation Question 8:

Other

Please provide your views below:

The commercial trade of women’s reproductive labour must end. There are very good reasons as to why it is illegal to pay for a kidney, and these same
factors all apply to surrogacy. If a woman chooses to give another family her baby (and it is her baby, because her body built that human being, cell by
cell, at a physical cost and at life-threatening risk) then she may do so. But money must never be a factor in this - to trade in this commercially is
dehumanising and it harms the very poorest. It must be made illegal.

Another period

Please provide your views below:

They should be kept in line with adoption records. Commercial companies attempting to sell babies - and access to women’s bodies - must cease to exist.



16  Consultation Question 9: We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes should apply to
traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated surrogacy organisation is involved.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

The commercial trade of women’s reproductive labour must end. There are very good reasons as to why it is illegal to pay for a kidney, and these same
factors all apply to surrogacy. If a woman chooses to give another family her baby (and it is her baby, because her body built that human being, cell by
cell, at a physical cost and at life-threatening risk) then she may do so. But money must never be a factor in this - to trade in this commercially is
dehumanising and it harms the very poorest. It must be made illegal.

17  Consultation Question 10: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a traditional, domestic
surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from entering into the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

The commercial trade of women’s reproductive labour must end. There are very good reasons as to why it is illegal to pay for a kidney, and these same
factors all apply to surrogacy. If a woman chooses to give another family her baby (and it is her baby, because her body built that human being, cell by
cell, at a physical cost and at life-threatening risk) then she may do so. But money must never be a factor in this - to trade in this commercially is
dehumanising and it harms the very poorest. It must be made illegal.

18  Consultation Question 11:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

I would go further - the ‘surrogate’, ‘slave mother’, whatever you want to call her, must be recognised as the child’s birth mother. She then must actively
start a process of adoption. This may begin immediately after the birth of a child, but it must be initiated by her.

And, obviously, a commercial sale should never take place.

19  Consultation Question 12:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

To be clear, if the other person is the biological father, then they can apply for legal parenthood? Well, yes. But he should not be able to take the child
away from its mother.

20  Consultation Question 13:

Other

Please provide your views below:

Money nulls any consent. It’s quite simple: a very poor, vulnerable adult may seek to sell a kidney... but their capacity to consent is already void by the pay
they received. In order to consent freely, there must be no financial motive.

21  Consultation Question 14:

No

Please provide your views below:

The commercial trade of women’s reproductive labour must end. There are very good reasons as to why it is illegal to pay for a kidney, and these same
factors all apply to surrogacy. If a woman chooses to give another family her baby (and it is her baby, because her body built that human being, cell by
cell, at a physical cost and at life-threatening risk) then she may do so. But money must never be a factor in this - to trade in this commercially is
dehumanising and it harms the very poorest. It must be made illegal.

22  Consultation Question 15:

Other

Please provide your views below:

Unless they choose to adopt the child - or, indeed, if they are the biological father! Couples might agree to give a baby away and then change their minds.

Other



Please share your views below:

23  Consultation Question 16:

No

Please provide your views below:

The birth mother must have immediate parental rights. No baby, no adoption. She carried the child for nine months - she may have lost teeth or endured
other physical losses. The child is hers until agreed otherwise.

Other

Please provide your views below:

24  Consultation Question 17: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, where the child dies
before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents
before the expiry of the period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a declaration to the
effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the birth.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

No adoption means no adoption. The birth mother has more reason to grieve, since she carried the child.

25  Consultation Question 18: For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether, where the surrogate
dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during which she can exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the
new pathway and the intended parents should be required to make an application for a parental order.

Please provide your views below:

26  Consultation Question 19:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

27  Consultation Question 20:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

28  Consultation Question 21: We invite consultees’ views as to: (1) a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases;
and (2) how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this model.

Please provide your views below:

29  Consultation Question 22:

Please provide your views below:

30  Consultation Question 23:

Please provide your views below:

31  Consultation Question 24:

Please provide your views below:

32  Consultation Question 25: We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be amended to add the
intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section 8 order without leave.

Please provide your views below:

33  Consultation Question 26:

Not Answered



Please provide your views below:

34  Consultation Question 27:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

35  Consultation Question 28: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the surrogate should retain
parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right
to object, assuming that she does not exercise her right to object.Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

36  Consultation Question 29:

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 15: Payments to the Surrogate: Options for Reform

80  Consultation Question 72:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

You didn’t provide an option for “payments should be illegal”! In the world’s most developed countries, this is illegal.

The commercial trade of women’s reproductive labour must end. There are very good reasons as to why it is illegal to pay for a kidney, and these same
factors all apply to surrogacy. If a woman chooses to give another family her baby (and it is her baby, because her body built that human being, cell by
cell, at a physical cost and at life-threatening risk) then she may do so. But money must never be a factor in this - to trade in this commercially is
dehumanising and it harms the very poorest. It must be made illegal.

81  Consultation Question 73:

Please provide your views below:

The commercial trade of women’s reproductive labour must end. There are very good reasons as to why it is illegal to pay for a kidney, and these same
factors all apply to surrogacy. If a woman chooses to give another family her baby (and it is her baby, because her body built that human being, cell by
cell, at a physical cost and at life-threatening risk) then she may do so. But money must never be a factor in this - to trade in this commercially is
dehumanising and it harms the very poorest. It must be made illegal.

82  Consultation Question 74:

Please provide your views below:

The commercial trade of women’s reproductive labour must end. There are very good reasons as to why it is illegal to pay for a kidney, and these same
factors all apply to surrogacy. If a woman chooses to give another family her baby (and it is her baby, because her body built that human being, cell by
cell, at a physical cost and at life-threatening risk) then she may do so. But money must never be a factor in this - to trade in this commercially is
dehumanising and it harms the very poorest. It must be made illegal.

83  Consultation Question 75:

Please provide your views below:

The commercial trade of women’s reproductive labour must end. There are very good reasons as to why it is illegal to pay for a kidney, and these same
factors all apply to surrogacy. If a woman chooses to give another family her baby (and it is her baby, because her body built that human being, cell by
cell, at a physical cost and at life-threatening risk) then she may do so. But money must never be a factor in this - to trade in this commercially is
dehumanising and it harms the very poorest. It must be made illegal.

84  Consultation Question 76: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay their
surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or self-employed).

Please provide your views below:

The commercial trade of women’s reproductive labour must end. There are very good reasons as to why it is illegal to pay for a kidney, and these same
factors all apply to surrogacy. If a woman chooses to give another family her baby (and it is her baby, because her body built that human being, cell by
cell, at a physical cost and at life-threatening risk) then she may do so. But money must never be a factor in this - to trade in this commercially is
dehumanising and it harms the very poorest. It must be made illegal.



85  Consultation Question 77:

Please provide your views below:

The commercial trade of women’s reproductive labour must end. There are very good reasons as to why it is illegal to pay for a kidney, and these same
factors all apply to surrogacy. If a woman chooses to give another family her baby (and it is her baby, because her body built that human being, cell by
cell, at a physical cost and at life-threatening risk) then she may do so. But money must never be a factor in this - to trade in this commercially is
dehumanising and it harms the very poorest. It must be made illegal.

86  Consultation Question 78:

Please provide your views below:

The commercial trade of women’s reproductive labour must end. There are very good reasons as to why it is illegal to pay for a kidney, and these same
factors all apply to surrogacy. If a woman chooses to give another family her baby (and it is her baby, because her body built that human being, cell by
cell, at a physical cost and at life-threatening risk) then she may do so. But money must never be a factor in this - to trade in this commercially is
dehumanising and it harms the very poorest. It must be made illegal.

87  Consultation Question 79:

Please provide your views below:

The commercial trade of women’s reproductive labour must end. There are very good reasons as to why it is illegal to pay for a kidney, and these same
factors all apply to surrogacy. If a woman chooses to give another family her baby (and it is her baby, because her body built that human being, cell by
cell, at a physical cost and at life-threatening risk) then she may do so. But money must never be a factor in this - to trade in this commercially is
dehumanising and it harms the very poorest. It must be made illegal.

Please provide your views below:

The commercial trade of women’s reproductive labour must end. There are very good reasons as to why it is illegal to pay for a kidney, and these same
factors all apply to surrogacy. If a woman chooses to give another family her baby (and it is her baby, because her body built that human being, cell by
cell, at a physical cost and at life-threatening risk) then she may do so. But money must never be a factor in this - to trade in this commercially is
dehumanising and it harms the very poorest. It must be made illegal.

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

The commercial trade of women’s reproductive labour must end. There are very good reasons as to why it is illegal to pay for a kidney, and these same
factors all apply to surrogacy. If a woman chooses to give another family her baby (and it is her baby, because her body built that human being, cell by
cell, at a physical cost and at life-threatening risk) then she may do so. But money must never be a factor in this - to trade in this commercially is
dehumanising and it harms the very poorest. It must be made illegal.

88  Consultation Question 80: We invite consultees' views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay compensation to the
surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for
the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

The commercial trade of women’s reproductive labour must end. There are very good reasons as to why it is illegal to pay for a kidney, and these same
factors all apply to surrogacy. If a woman chooses to give another family her baby (and it is her baby, because her body built that human being, cell by
cell, at a physical cost and at life-threatening risk) then she may do so. But money must never be a factor in this - to trade in this commercially is
dehumanising and it harms the very poorest. It must be made illegal.

89  Consultation Question 81:

Please provide your views below:

The commercial trade of women’s reproductive labour must end. There are very good reasons as to why it is illegal to pay for a kidney, and these same
factors all apply to surrogacy. If a woman chooses to give another family her baby (and it is her baby, because her body built that human being, cell by
cell, at a physical cost and at life-threatening risk) then she may do so. But money must never be a factor in this - to trade in this commercially is
dehumanising and it harms the very poorest. It must be made illegal.

90  Consultation Question 82:

It should not be possible for the intended parents to agree to pay a woman for the service of undertaking a surrogacy.

Please provide your views below:

The commercial trade of women’s reproductive labour must end. There are very good reasons as to why it is illegal to pay for a kidney, and these same 
factors all apply to surrogacy. If a woman chooses to give another family her baby (and it is her baby, because her body built that human being, cell by



cell, at a physical cost and at life-threatening risk) then she may do so. But money must never be a factor in this - to trade in this commercially is
dehumanising and it harms the very poorest. It must be made illegal.

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

The commercial trade of women’s reproductive labour must end. There are very good reasons as to why it is illegal to pay for a kidney, and these same
factors all apply to surrogacy. If a woman chooses to give another family her baby (and it is her baby, because her body built that human being, cell by
cell, at a physical cost and at life-threatening risk) then she may do so. But money must never be a factor in this - to trade in this commercially is
dehumanising and it harms the very poorest. It must be made illegal.

Please provide any views below:

The commercial trade of women’s reproductive labour must end. There are very good reasons as to why it is illegal to pay for a kidney, and these same
factors all apply to surrogacy. If a woman chooses to give another family her baby (and it is her baby, because her body built that human being, cell by
cell, at a physical cost and at life-threatening risk) then she may do so. But money must never be a factor in this - to trade in this commercially is
dehumanising and it harms the very poorest. It must be made illegal.

91  Consultation Question 83:

Please provide views below:

The commercial trade of women’s reproductive labour must end. There are very good reasons as to why it is illegal to pay for a kidney, and these same
factors all apply to surrogacy. If a woman chooses to give another family her baby (and it is her baby, because her body built that human being, cell by
cell, at a physical cost and at life-threatening risk) then she may do so. But money must never be a factor in this - to trade in this commercially is
dehumanising and it harms the very poorest. It must be made illegal.

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

The commercial trade of women’s reproductive labour must end. There are very good reasons as to why it is illegal to pay for a kidney, and these same
factors all apply to surrogacy. If a woman chooses to give another family her baby (and it is her baby, because her body built that human being, cell by
cell, at a physical cost and at life-threatening risk) then she may do so. But money must never be a factor in this - to trade in this commercially is
dehumanising and it harms the very poorest. It must be made illegal.

92  Consultation Question 84: We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to surrogates should be the
same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. Do consultees
agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

The commercial trade of women’s reproductive labour must end. There are very good reasons as to why it is illegal to pay for a kidney, and these same
factors all apply to surrogacy. If a woman chooses to give another family her baby (and it is her baby, because her body built that human being, cell by
cell, at a physical cost and at life-threatening risk) then she may do so. But money must never be a factor in this - to trade in this commercially is
dehumanising and it harms the very poorest. It must be made illegal.

93  Consultation Question 85: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have not discussed which
they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

The commercial trade of women’s reproductive labour must end. There are very good reasons as to why it is illegal to pay for a kidney, and these same
factors all apply to surrogacy. If a woman chooses to give another family her baby (and it is her baby, because her body built that human being, cell by
cell, at a physical cost and at life-threatening risk) then she may do so. But money must never be a factor in this - to trade in this commercially is
dehumanising and it harms the very poorest. It must be made illegal.

94  Consultation Question 86: We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that intended parents should
be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

This is ridiculous. The sale of human beings and of human body parts is not humane. We don’t trade in organs, and we shouldn’t trade in babies.

Nobody has a right to buy children. They might choose to adopt children - but that’s a different thing.

95  Consultation Question 87:



Please provide your views below:

No payments should ever be allowed. In every country except Iran, the sale of human organs is illegal.

96  Consultation Question 88:

No

Please provide your views below:

The commercial trade of women’s reproductive labour must end. There are very good reasons as to why it is illegal to pay for a kidney, and these same
factors all apply to surrogacy. If a woman chooses to give another family her baby (and it is her baby, because her body built that human being, cell by
cell, at a physical cost and at life-threatening risk) then she may do so. But money must never be a factor in this - to trade in this commercially is
dehumanising and it harms the very poorest. It must be made illegal.

Yes

Please provide your views below:

A woman must retain bodily autonomy. Any model except normal motherhood rights followed by non-commercial adoption violates this.

Chapter 16: International Surrogacy Arrangements

97  Consultation Question 89: We invite overseas surrogates (or bodies representing or advocating for surrogates) to share with us their
experiences of international surrogacy arrangements.

Please provide your views below:

98  Consultation Question 90: We invite organisations focused on children’s rights and welfare in the international context to share with us
their views on our proposed reforms and consultation questions in this chapter.

Please provide your views below:

International surrogacy creates an even graver picture, because we are far richer than many women throughout the world. Harvesting babies from poor
brown women for money is racist.

99  Consultation Question 91: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of their experience of applying to register a child born through
an international surrogacy arrangement as a British citizen and obtaining a passport for the child. In particular, we would be interested to hear
how long the application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have about causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

100  Consultation Question 92: We provisionally propose that it should be possible for a file to be opened, and the application process for
obtaining registration of a child born from an international surrogacy arrangement and obtaining a passport to begin, prior to the birth of the
child.Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

101  Consultation Question 93: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of applying for a visa for a
child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In particular, we would be interested to hear how long the application took after
the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

102  Consultation Question 94:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered



Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

103  Consultation Question 95:We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process for applying for a EU
Uniform Format Form in respect of a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement, before the child is born. The application will
need to be completed after the birth of the child.Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

104  Consultation Question 96: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of applying for a EU Uniform
Format Form for a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In particular we would be interested to hear how long the
application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

105  Consultation Question 97: We provisionally propose that the UK Government should provide a single, comprehensive guide for intended
parents explaining the nationality and immigration consequences of having a child through an international surrogacy arrangement. Do
consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

106  Consultation Question 98: We provisionally propose that international surrogacy arrangements should not be eligible for the new
pathway to parenthood.Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

107  Consultation Question 99:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

108  Consultation Question 100:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 17: Miscellaneous Issues

109  Consultation Question 101: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current application of the law on statutory paternity leave, and
statutory paternity pay, to the situation of the surrogate’s spouse, civil partner or partner requires reform.

Please provide your views below:

If a woman gives birth to a child and that child remains in her home, paternity leave is valid. As soon as adoption takes place, this is not necessary.

110  Consultation Question 102: We provisionally propose that provision for maternity allowance should be made in respect of intended
parents, and that any such provision should be limited so that only one intended parent qualifies. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

Both adoptive parents should get equal parental leave. The only reason why maternity leave should be longer than paternity leave is because of the
physical injury of childbirth. This does it apply here.

Parents may with to take this leave one at a time, as in Iceland.

111  Consultation Question 103:

Please provide your views below:

No



112  Consultation Question 104: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the duty of employers to provide suitable facilities for any person at
work who is a pregnant woman or nursing mother to rest under Regulation 25 of the Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations 1992
is sufficient to include intended parents in a surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

Women who give up their babies must be allowed time off to recover from the trauma of childbirth. I would suggest one month is appropriate; longer in
the case of C-sections.

113  Consultation Question 105: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are further issues in relation to employment rights and
surrogacy arrangements and, if so, any suggestions for reform.

Please provude your views below:

114  Consultation Question 106: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they believe any reforms in relation to surrogacy and succession
law are required.

Please provide your views below:

115  Consultation Question 107:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

The only way to safeguard is to allow women to keep their rights as mothers until they actively, post-birth and under no financial coercion, decide to
recede them.

If a woman chooses to give a baby up immediately after birth, an organisation should take the baby until he or she is given to adoptive parents - ideally,
this should happen as quickly as possible to promote bonding and proper development of the child. Target should be under 2 weeks.

116  Consultation Question 108: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other legal issues in relation to surrogacy, not
covered in this Consultation Paper, that merit examination.

Please provide your views below:

The commercial trade of women’s reproductive labour must end. There are very good reasons as to why it is illegal to pay for a kidney, and these same
factors all apply to surrogacy. If a woman chooses to give another family her baby (and it is her baby, because her body built that human being, cell by
cell, at a physical cost and at life-threatening risk) then she may do so. But money must never be a factor in this - to trade in this commercially is
dehumanising and it harms the very poorest. It must be made illegal.

Chapter 18: Impact

117  Consultation Question 109:

Please insert the year of birth here:

Not Answered

If international, in which country did the arrangement take place?:

Not Answered

Not Answered

118  Consultation Question 110:

Not Answered

Not Answered

Not Answered

Please provide the cost of any legal advice or representation below:

119  Consultation Question 111: We invite consultees’ views as to the impact (social, emotional, financial or otherwise) of the current law
where the intended parents are not the legal parents from birth of the child born of the surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:



120  Consultation Question 112:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

121  Consultation Question 113:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

122  Consultation Question 114:

Please provide your views below:

123  Consultation Question 115:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

124  Consultation Question 116:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

125  Consultation Question 117: We invite consultees’ views as to the specific impact of our proposals in Northern Ireland.

Please provide your views below:

126  Consultation Question 118: We invite consultees’ views as to any other impact that we have not specifically addressed in this chapter, or
the preceding chapters, of this Consultation Paper.

Please provide your views below:
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Surrogacy Consultation Questions 

Email the completed document to surrogacy@lawcommission.gov.uk before the deadline 
of 11 October 2019. 

ABOUT YOU 

1. What is your name? 
Name (Required) 

  
 
2. If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a 
university), what is the name of your organisation? 
[Name of organisation if relevant.] 
 
3. Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your 
organisation? 
(Required – Choose one response) 

• This is a personal response 

 
 
4. If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best 
describes you? 
(Choose one response) 

• Other individual 

5. What is your email address? 
Email address:  

 
 
If you enter your email address then you will automatically receive an acknowledgement email 
when you submit your response. 

6. What is your telephone number? 
Telephone number:  

 
 
7. If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be 
treated as confidential, please explain to us why you regard the information as confidential. 
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As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your explanation but cannot 
give an assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances. 
 
 
 

 

 

Consultation Question 1. 
1.1 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in England and Wales:  

(1) all international surrogacy arrangements should continue to be automatically 
allocated to a judge of the High Court; and 

YES 
 
International surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale, abuse and trafficking of 
children and the exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights issues of the utmost 
seriousness and so the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. 
For this reason these cases should continue to be heard by a judge of the High Court.  

 
(2) if international surrogacy arrangements are not automatically allocated to a judge of 

the High Court, circuit judges should be ticketed to hear such cases. 

Paragraph 6.42 

 

Consultation Question 2. 
1.2 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in respect of England and Wales  

(1) domestic surrogacy cases which continue to require a post-birth parental order 
should continue to be heard by lay justices, or whether they should be allocated to another 
level of the judiciary; and 

(2) If consultees consider that such cases should be allocated to another level of the 
judiciary, which level of the judiciary would be appropriate. 

All surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale and trafficking of children and the 
exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights issues of the utmost seriousness and so 
the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. For this reason these 
cases should NOT be heard by a lay judge but rather by a senior judge, e.g. ticketed to circuit 
judges or higher. 
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Paragraph 6.51 

 

Consultation Question 3. 
1.3 We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the 

current allocation rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation 
Questions 1 and 2. 

 
Paragraph 6.53 

 

Consultation Question 4. 
1.4 We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, the court should be placed under a 

duty to consider whether to make an order awarding the intended parents parental 
responsibility at the first directions hearing in the proceedings. 

Do consultees agree? 

(Note that this provisional proposal would be necessary only if our provisional proposal in 
Chapter 8 that all intended parents (whether in the new pathway or not) automatically 
acquire parental responsibility if the child is living with or being cared for by them is not 
supported by consultees). 

NO 
 
The UN Special Rapporteur recommends* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent 
authority AFTER the birth and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration. 
Nothing about the transfer of parental responsibility should be automatic and all options should 
be open. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 6.58 

 



4 
 

Consultation Question 5. 
1.5 We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the FPR 2010 

should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the 
proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise.  

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 6.72 

 

Consultation Question 6. 
1.6 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they are of the view that, in Scotland:  

(1) there is a need for greater consistency and clarity in provisions relating to the 
expenses of curators ad litem and reporting officers and, if so, how this should be 
addressed;   

(2) it should be provided by statute that, at the initial hearing or any subsequent hearing 
for a parental order, the court may make any such interim order or orders for 
parental responsibilities and parental rights as it sees fit; and/or 

(3) further procedural reform is needed and, if so, what that reform should be. 

 
Paragraph 6.110 

 

Consultation Question 7. 
1.7 In respect of a domestic surrogacy arrangement, we provisionally propose that, before the 

child is conceived, where the intended parents and surrogate have: 

(1) entered into an agreement including the prescribed information, which will include a 
statement as to legal parenthood on birth, 

(2) complied with procedural safeguards for the agreement, and 

(3) met eligibility requirements, 

on the birth of the child the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child, 
subject to the surrogate’s right to object. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
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I vehemently disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s key 
recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the Protection of Children and Cooperation in 
respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. These require the birth mother to have legal 
parenthood and parental responsibility when the child is born and that her consent to giving up 
the child must be freely given AFTER the child's birth. I believe that this important safeguard 
against the sale of children and the exploitation of birth mothers should apply equally to 
surrogacy arrangements, in both an international and a domestic context. 
 
This proposal would set a very dangerous precedent for all women, all mothers, all children and 
all of the implications need to be fully understood. There is no evidence in the consultation paper 
that the law commissioners have considered these more general implications fully, if at all. 
 
I understand that the proposal to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ legal parenthood at 
birth is based on (or justif ied by) in part at least the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ 
mothers prior to the consultation. I do not agree that these claimed wishes alone justify 
measures that contravene the recommendations of the UN Special Rapporteur and the 
provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to reduce the risk of the sale and 
trafficking of children and to protect birth mothers. 
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to encourage or 
condone a system that would require women to deliberately conceive and subsequently give 
birth with the expectation that they would have little or no legal responsibility for the child. The 
rights of the child must be prioritised regardless whether that is what some ‘surrogate’ mothers 
say they want or not. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.13 

 

Consultation Question 8. 
1.8 We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations and licensed clinics 

should be under a duty to keep a record of surrogacy arrangements under the new 
pathway to which they are a party, with such records being retained for a specified 
minimum period. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy 
organisations. 
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1.9 We invite consultees’ views as to what the length of that period should be: whether 100 
years or another period. 

Paragraph 8.14 

 

Consultation Question 9. 
1.10 We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes 

should apply to traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated surrogacy 
organisation is involved. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations, because they 
would inevitably lead to a normalising of surrogacy and an increase in its prevalence. 

Paragraph 8.21 

 

Consultation Question 10. 
1.11 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a 

traditional, domestic surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from 
entering into the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway.’  
Paragraph 8.22 

 

Consultation Question 11. 
1.12 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the surrogate should have the right to object to the acquisition of legal parenthood 
by the intended parents, for a fixed period after the birth of the child;  

(2) this right to object should operate by the surrogate making her objection in writing 
within a defined period, with the objection being sent to both the intended parents 
and the body responsible for the regulation of surrogacy; and 

(3) the defined period should be the applicable period for birth registration less one 
week. 

Do consultees agree? 
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NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposal that the ‘intended parents’ should automatically acquire 
legal parenthood at birth and that the birth mother has only a limited time to object. This 
contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations,* including that the birth mother is the 
legal parent at birth and that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility 
in surrogacy arrangements are taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth, 
with the child’s best interests being the paramount consideration. 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to 
give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as 
the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before 
the expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.35 

 

Consultation Question 12. 
1.13 We provisionally propose that, where the surrogate objects to the intended parents 

acquiring legal parenthood within the period fixed after birth, the surrogacy arrangement 
should no longer be able to proceed in the new pathway, with the result that: 

(1) the surrogate will be the legal parent of the child;  

(2) if one of the intended parents would, under the current law, be a legal parent of the 
child, then he or she will continue to be a legal parent in these circumstances; and 

(3) the intended parents would be able to make an application for a parental order to 
obtain legal parenthood. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly with the ‘intended 
parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects.  
 
The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil 
partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent change of legal parenthood and 
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parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth 
and with the child’s best interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN 
Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.* 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to 
give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as 
the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before 
the expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.36 

 

Consultation Question 13. 
1.14 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway: 

(1) the intended parents should be required to make a declaration on registering the 
birth of the child that they have no reason to believe that the surrogate has lacked 
capacity at any time during the period in which she had the right to object to the 
intended parents acquiring legal parenthood; 

(2) if the intended parents cannot provide this declaration then, during the period in 
which she has the right to object to the intended parents acquiring legal parenthood, 
the surrogate should be able to provide a positive consent to such acquisition; and 

(3) if the intended parents are unable to make this declaration and the surrogate is 
unable to provide the positive consent within the relevant period, the surrogacy 
arrangement should exit the new pathway and the intended parents should be able 
to make an application for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended 
parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects.  
 
The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil 
partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent change of legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth 
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and with the child’s best interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN 
Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.* 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to 
give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as 
the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before 
the expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.37 

 

Consultation Question 14. 
1.15 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway, the welfare of the child to be born as a 

result of the surrogacy arrangement: 

(1) should be assessed in the way set out in Chapter 8 of the current Code of Practice; 

(2) either the regulated surrogacy organisation or regulated clinic, as appropriate, 
should be responsible for ensuring that this procedure is followed; and 

(3) there should be no requirement for any welfare assessment of the child after his or 
her birth. 

Do consultees agree? 
 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s 
recommendation* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in 
surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the 
birth and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration. A welfare assessment is 
an absolute requirement if an informed decision is to be made about the child’s best interest. 
Therefore a welfare assessment MUST be made after the child’s birth. 
 
The pre-conception assessment would typically have been carried out more than a year before 
the birth of the child. Much can change in that time.  
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The justif ication that a welfare assessment after the birth of the child is not necessary because 
parents of children born through the normal process are not subject to such checks does not 
hold. Pregnancy, birth and the post-partum changes are intense physical and existential 
experiences that change you and prime you to love and be sensitive to the new-born child and 
rise to the challenge of the enormous task of raising him or her to adulthood. For obvious 
reasons ‘intended parents’ do not have this advantage.  
 
In addition, pregnancy and childbirth are a huge investment of the birth mother’s physical, 
physiological and emotional resources, which means she has already made a huge and 
unquantif iable, nearly year-long, commitment to the child. This means her practical and 
emotional commitment to the child is already well-developed, giving her the best chance of 
surmounting all the diff iculties that will inevitably arise over the course of the child’s childhood 
and adolescence.  
 
The ‘intended parents’ have had no similar experience. The investment of f inancial resources 
does not in any way prepare you for the practical reality of caring for a new-born child and the 
long road of nurturing and shepherding him or her to adulthood. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.51 

 

Consultation Question 15. 
1.16 We provisionally propose that, for a child born as a result of a surrogacy arrangement 

under the new pathway, where the surrogate has exercised her right to object to the 
intended parents’ acquisition of legal parenthood at birth, the surrogate’s spouse or civil 
partner, if any, should not be a legal parent of the child. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘new pathway.’  
 
There is a very real risk that spouses and partners will coerce women into being a ‘surrogate’ for 
f inancial gain. This risk is likely to increase if he or she does not have legal parenthood or 
parental responsibility for any children born of the arrangement. This is enough reason to reject 
this proposal. 
 
However, it also represents a significant change in legal parenthood rules and would therefore 
have an implication for all children, all families because it would set a precedent. It should not be 
introduced without a full assessment of all the implications, including on the rights of mothers and 
children. There is no evidence that the law commissioners have carried out any such 
assessment. 
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1.17 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in the case of a surrogacy arrangement outside 

the new pathway, the surrogate’s spouse or civil partner should continue to be a legal 
parent of the child born as a result of the arrangement. 

YES 
 
The normal legal parenthood rules should apply. This will reduce the risk of spouses and 
partners coercing women into surrogacy for f inancial gain. 

Paragraph 8.57 

 

Consultation Question 16. 
1.18 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway, where a child born of a surrogacy 

arrangement is stillborn: 

(1) the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child unless the surrogate 
exercises her right to object; and 

(2) the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being registered as 
the parents before the expiry of the period of the right to object. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended 
parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects. The 
birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should not change if 
the child is stillborn. 
 
1.19 We provisionally propose that, outside the new pathway, where a child born of a surrogacy 

arrangement is stillborn, the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents 
being registered as the parents before the expiry of the period allowed for the registration 
of the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a declaration to the effect that 
the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the 
stillbirth. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the birth parents in this 
situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should 
not change if the child is stillborn and the registration should accurately reflect this. 
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Paragraph 8.77 

 

Consultation Question 17. 
1.20 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, 

where the child dies before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able 
to consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents before the expiry of the 
period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have 
made a declaration to the effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order 
are satisfied, on registration of the birth. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in this 
situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and if the child 
dies before the parental order, the registration of birth should accurately reflect that the birth 
mother was the legal parent. 

Paragraph 8.79 

 

Consultation Question 18. 
1.21 For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to 

whether, where the surrogate dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during which 
she can exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the new 
pathway and the intended parents should be required to make an application for a 
parental order. 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 8.80 
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Consultation Question 19. 
1.22 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, where 

both intended parents die during the surrogate’s pregnancy, the intended parents should 
be registered as the child’s parents on birth, subject to the surrogate not exercising her 
right to object within the defined period. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with the deceased 
‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in this situation. The birth mother should 
always be the legal parent of the child at birth and the registration of birth should accurately 
reflect this. 
 
1.23 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new 

pathway, where both intended parents die during the surrogate’s pregnancy or before a 
parental order is made: 

(1) it should be competent for an application to be made, by a person who claims an 
interest under section 11(3)(a) of the Children (Scotland) Act 1995, or who would be 
permitted to apply for an order under section 8 of the Children Act 1989: 

(a) for an order for appointment as guardian of the child, and 

(b) for a parental order in the name of the intended parents, subject to the 
surrogate’s consent; or 

(2) the surrogate should be registered as the child’s mother and it should not be 
possible for the intended parents to be registered as the child’s parents, but that 
there should be a procedure for the surrogate to provide details of the intended 
parents, and, if relevant, gamete donors, for entry onto the register of surrogacy 
arrangements. 

The intended parents should NOT be registered as the child’s parents if they are already 
deceased – so option (2) is preferable. 

Paragraph 8.81 

 

Consultation Question 20. 
1.24 We provisionally propose that, where an application is made for a parental order by a sole 

applicant under section 54A: 
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(1) the applicant should have to make a declaration that it was always intended that 
there would only be a single applicant for a parental order in respect of the child 
concerned or to supply the name and contact details of the other intended parent;  

(2) if details of another intended parent are supplied, a provision should be made for 
notice to be given to the potential second intended parent of the application and an 
opportunity given to that party to provide notice of opposition within a brief period 
(of, say, 14 to 21 days); and 

(3) if the second intended parent gives notice of his or her intention to oppose, he or 
she should be required to make his or her own application within a brief period (say 
14 days), otherwise the application of the first intended parent will be determined by 
the court. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 8.86 

 

Consultation Question 21. 
1.25 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases; and 

(2) how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this model. 

I profoundly oppose a three-parent model of legal parenthood, even if it is temporary. The birth 
mother should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent 
authority AFTER the birth of the child with the best interests of the child being the paramount 
consideration, as recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.91 

 

Consultation Question 22. 
1.26 We invite consultees’ views:  

(1) as to whether there should be any additional oversight in the new pathway that we 
have proposed, leading to the acquisition of legal parenthood by the intended 
parents at birth; and 

(2) if so, as to whether should this oversight be: 
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(a) administrative, or 

(b) judicial. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should be the 
legal parent and have parental responsibility at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood 
and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other 
competent authority AFTER the birth of the child based on the best interests of the child, as 
recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.93 

 

Consultation Question 23. 
1.27 In respect of England and Wales, we invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether the welfare checklist, contained in section 1(3) of the Children Act 1989, 
should be amended to provide for the court to have regard to additional specific 
factors in the situation where it is considering the arrangements for a child in the 
context of a dispute about a surrogacy arrangement; and 

(2) if so, as to what those additional factors should be. 

The child’s best interests should drive all decisions about the child in the event of a dispute about 
a surrogacy arrangement. The welfare checklist provides a comprehensive summary of the 
issues to be considered and is adequate as it is, and conforms to the UN Special Rapporteur’s 
recommendation* that the child’s best interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not 
believe any other factors should be added. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx  

Paragraph 8.120 

 

Consultation Question 24. 
1.28 In respect of England and Wales, we invite consultees’ views: 

(1) as to whether the checklist, contained in section 1(4) of the ACA 2002 (as applied 
and modified by regulation 2 and paragraph 1 of Schedule 1 of the 2018 
Regulations) should be further amended to provide for the court to have regard to 
additional specific factors in the situation where it is considering whether to make a 
parental order; and 

(2) what those additional factors should be. 
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The child’s best interests should drive all decisions when considering whether to make a parental 
order. The welfare checklist provides a comprehensive summary of the issues to be considered 
and is adequate as it is, and it conforms to UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendation* that the 
child’s best interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not believe any other factors 
should be added. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.121 

 

Consultation Question 25. 
1.29 We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be 

amended to add the intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section 
8 order without leave. 

NO 
 
There are real risks of the sale and trafficking of children and of exploitation of the birth mother 
and her reproductive capacities in all surrogacy arrangements. The court should therefore 
always have oversight of the arrangements. I am also concerned that there should be no 
liberalisation of the law on surrogacy because of the potential human rights abuses involved. I do 
not believe that ‘intended parents’ should be added to the list of those who can apply for a 
section 8 order without leave. 

Paragraph 8.123 

 

Consultation Question 26. 
1.30 We provisionally propose that, where a child is born as a result of a surrogacy 

arrangement outside the new pathway, the intended parents should acquire parental 
responsibility automatically where: 

(1) the child is living with them or being cared for by them; and  

(2) they intend to apply for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with this proposal. The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth and 
all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements 
should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, as 
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recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur* in order to reduce the risk of the sale and 
trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility 
is based on (or justif ied by) the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the 
consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify measures that contravene recommendations of 
the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to 
reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children.  
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system 
that would require women to give birth with the expectation that they would have no legal 
responsibility for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must 
be prioritised regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.132 

 

Consultation Question 27. 
1.31 We provisionally propose that, where a child is born as a result of a surrogacy 

arrangement in the new pathway: 

(1) the intended parents should acquire parental responsibility on the birth of the child; 
and 

(2) if the surrogate exercises her right to object, the intended parents should continue to 
have parental responsibility for the child where the child is living with, or being cared 
for by, them, and they intend to apply for a parental order.  

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended 
parents’ should acquire parentage or parental responsibility automatically. The birth mother 
should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental 
responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority 
AFTER the birth of the child, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is 
the recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the 
sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility 
is based on (or justif ied by) the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the 
consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify a measure that contravenes recommendations of 
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the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to 
reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children.  
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system 
that would require women to give birth with the expectation that they would have no responsibility 
for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must be prioritised 
regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.134 

 

Consultation Question 28. 
1.32 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the 

surrogate should retain parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the 
arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right to 
object, assuming that she does not exercise her right to object. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I agree that the birth mother should have parental responsibility for the child but NOT that the 
‘intended parents’ should get automatic legal parenthood and parental responsibility. 
 
All decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements 
should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, with the 
child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN Special 
Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the 
exploitation of women and their women’s reproductive capacities. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.139 

 

Consultation Question 29. 
1.33 For all surrogacy arrangements, we invite consultees’ views as to:  

(1) whether there is a need for any restriction to be placed on the exercise of parental 
responsibility by either the surrogate (or other legal parent), or the intended parents, 
during the period in which parental responsibility is shared; and 
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(2) whether it should operate to restrict the exercise of parental responsibility by the 
party not caring for the child or with whom the child is not living. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should have 
legal parenthood and parental responsibility at and after the birth and all subsequent decisions 
involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility should be taken by a court or other 
competent authority, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the 
recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale 
and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.140 

 

Consultation Question 30. 
1.34 We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the 

scope of the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 9.29 

 

Consultation Question 31. 
1.35 We invite the views of independent surrogates, and intended parents who have used 

independent surrogacy arrangements, to tell us about their experience. In particular, we 
would be interested to hear about any health screening, counselling and legal advice that 
took place. 

N/A 
Paragraph 9.35 
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Consultation Question 32. 
1.36 We invite consultees’ views as to whether independent surrogacy arrangements should be 

brought within the scope of the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts 
binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first optional protocol. 
 
1.37 We invite consultees’ views as to how independent surrogacy arrangements might be 

brought within the scope of the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts 
binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first optional protocol. 

Paragraph 9.36 

 

Consultation Question 33. 
1.38 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) there should be regulated surrogacy organisations;  

NO 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 

(2) there should be no requirement for a regulated surrogacy organisation to take a 
particular form; and 

OTHER 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 

(3) each surrogacy organisation should be required to appoint an individual responsible 
for ensuring that the organisation complies with regulation. 

Do consultees agree?  

OTHER 
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I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.61 

 

Consultation Question 34. 
1.39 We provisionally propose that the person responsible must be responsible for: 

(1) representing the organisation to, and liaising with, the regulator; 

(2) managing the regulated surrogacy organisation with sufficient care, competence 
and skill; 

(3) ensuring the compliance of the organisation with relevant law and regulation, 
including the creation, maintenance and operation of necessary policies and 
procedures; 

(4) training any staff, including that of the person responsible; and 

(5) providing data to the regulator and to such other person as required by law. 

Do consultees agree? 

LEAVE ALL CHECK BOXES BLANK (i.e. none of the above) 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
1.40 We invite consultees to identify any other responsibilities which a responsible individual 

should have. 

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
1.41 We invite consultees’ views as to what experience, skills and qualif ications a person 

responsible for a surrogacy organisation should have. 

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.62 
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Consultation Question 35. 
1.42 We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit 

making bodies. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction 
surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and 
would drive an increase in surrogacy. Even if surrogacy organisations are non-profit making, they 
will inevitably be driven by commercial imperatives (for example, to cover costs, salaries, etc.) 
and will need to continuously seek new business and to convince or coerce more women to act 
as ‘surrogates.’ 
 
Deriving derive income from surrogacy is abhorrent and, given the parallels between surrogacy 
and prostitution, is a potential violation of Article 6 of CEDAW, which prohibits third-parties 
profiting or otherwise benefiting from the prostitution of women. 

Paragraph 9.84 

 

Consultation Question 36. 
1.43 We invite consultees’ views as to what should be included in the definition of matching and 

facilitation services. 

I disagree with organisations being able to provide matching and facilitation services, because 
that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human 
rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.94 

 

Consultation Question 37. 
1.44 We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to 

offer matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new 
pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated 
surrogacy organisations or any other organisations being able to provide matching and 
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facilitation services for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase 
in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
  
1.45 We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should 

be able to offer matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements 
outside the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated 
surrogacy organisations or any other organisations being able to provide matching and 
facilitation services for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase 
in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.95 

 

Consultation Question 38. 
1.46 We invite consultees’ views as to the sanctions that should be available against 

organisations that offer matching and facilitation services without being regulated to do so, 
and whether these should be criminal, civil or regulatory. 

I do not accept that matching and facilitation services should be allowed – regardless who they 
are provided by – because they would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I 
consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. Offering such services 
should be a criminal offence. 

Paragraph 9.97 

 

Consultation Question 39. 
1.47 We provisionally propose that the remit of the Human Fertilisation and Embryology 

Authority be expanded to include the regulation of regulated surrogacy organisations, and 
oversight of compliance with the proposed legal requirements for the new pathway to legal 
parenthood. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction 
surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and 
would drive an increase in surrogacy.  
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1.48 If consultees agree, we invite their views as to how the Authority’s Code of Practice should 
apply to regulated surrogacy organisations, including which additional or new areas of 
regulation should be applied. 

Paragraph 9.117 

 

Consultation Question 40. 
1.49 We provisionally propose that surrogacy agreements should remain unenforceable 

(subject to the exception we provisionally propose in Consultation Question 88 in relation 
to financial terms).  

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 9.129 

 

Consultation Question 41. 
1.50 We provisionally propose that there should be no prohibition against charging for 

negotiating, facilitating and advising on surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I VEHEMENTLY disagree with this proposal and the opening up of surrogacy in this country, 
because I consider it a violation of the human rights of both women and the child. The idea of 
organisations charging to facilitate it is utterly abhorrent and violates the spirit, if not the letter, of 
Article 6 of CEDAW, given the parallels between surrogacy and prostitution. Article 6 prohibits 
the exploitation of the prostitution of women – which includes deriving any form of benefit from 
women’s prostitution. 

Paragraph 9.135 

 

Consultation Question 42. 
1.51 We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy 

should be removed, with the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything 
that can lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
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I VEHEMENTLY disagree with removing the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy. 
Surrogacy is a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and enabling 
advertising sites (and other ‘service’ organisations) to financially benefit from it is abhorrent. 
 
At this time of increasing poverty and inequality, it would be unethical to promote the idea that 
being a ‘surrogate’ mother would be a solution to an impoverished woman’s financial problems. If 
this proposal is implemented, Facebook and Google are likely present surrogacy ads to female 
students and young women suggesting that becoming a ‘surrogate’ would provide the solution to 
their f inancial worries. The most disadvantaged young women would be the most vulnerable to 
this idea and it is doubtful it would ever truly be in her best interest. 
 
Just as we protect disadvantaged people from the temptation of selling their kidneys for money, 
we need to protect disadvantaged women from the temptation of renting their wombs. This 
means that advertising of surrogacy MUST remain banned. 

Paragraph 9.145 

 

Consultation Question 43. 
1.52 We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, where the making of a parental 

order in respect of a child born of a surrogacy arrangement has been recorded in the 
Parental Order Register, the child should be able to access his or her original birth 
certif icate at the age of 18. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 10.80 

 

Consultation Question 44. 
1.53 We provisionally propose that where children are born of surrogacy arrangements that 

result in the intended parents being recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full 
form of that certif icate should make clear that the birth was the result of a surrogacy 
arrangement. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended 
parents’ should be recorded as parents on the original birth certif icate. The birth mother should 
be recorded as the birth mother on the birth certificate and all decisions involving legal 
parenthood and parental responsibility should be taken after the birth by a court or other 
competent authority, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the 
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recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale 
and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
However, if the ‘intended parents’ are recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of 
the certif icate should make clear that the birth was the result of a surrogacy arrangement. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 10.85 

 

Consultation Question 45. 
1.54 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the birth registration system in England and 

Wales requires reform and, if so, which reforms they would like to see. 

I do not consider the birth registration system to be in need for reform. I am particularly opposed 
to changes to allow for the registration of three parents or for anyone other than the birth mother 
to be recorded as the mother on the original birth certif icate. Such proposals could lead to the 
facilitation of the sale of children and an erosion of mothers’ rights and a diluting of the 
understanding that the relationship between the birth mother and the child is unique. 

Paragraph 10.87 

 

Consultation Question 46. 
1.55 We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has 

been the subject of a parental order should be able to access all the documents contained 
in the court’s file for those parental order proceedings. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 10.89 

 

Consultation Question 47. 
1.56 We provisionally propose that a national register of surrogacy arrangements should be 

created to record the identity of the intended parents, the surrogate and the gamete 
donors. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
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1.57 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the register should be maintained by the Authority; 

(2) the register should record information for all surrogacy arrangements, whether in or 
outside the new pathway, provided that the information about who has contributed 
gametes for the conception of the child has been medically verif ied, and that the 
information should include: 

(a) identifying information about all the parties to the surrogacy arrangement, and 

(b) non-identifying information about those who have contributed gametes to the 
conception of the child; and 

(3) to facilitate the record of this information, the application form/petition for a parental 
order should record full information about a child’s genetic heritage where available 
and established by DNA or medical evidence, recording the use of an anonymous 
gamete donor if that applies. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy 
organisations. However, should surrogacy take place, it is important that the children have 
access to information about their origins and these proposals seem generally sound, except that 
the information held on gamete donors should also include identifying information – because 
otherwise it trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the right to know her or his 
genetic parentage. 

Paragraph 10.102 

 

Consultation Question 48. 
1.58 We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate 

and the intended parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy 
arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy arrangement. 

I agree but with the proviso that all the information should be identifying – because otherwise it 
trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the right to know her or his genetic 
parentage. 

Paragraph 10.104 
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Consultation Question 49. 
1.59 We provisionally propose that a child born of a surrogacy arrangement should be able to 

access the information recorded in the register from the age of 18 for identifying 
information, and 16 for non-identifying information (if such information is included on the 
register), provided that he or she has been given a suitable opportunity to receive 
counselling about the implications of compliance with this request. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
1.60 We invite consultees’ views as to whether a child under the age of 18 or 16 (depending on 

whether the information is identifying or non-identifying respectively) should be able to 
access the information in the register and, if so, in which circumstances: 

(1) where his or her legal parents have consented; 

(2) if he or she has received counselling and the counsellor judges that he or she is 
sufficiently mature to receive this information; and/or 

(3) in any other circumstances. 

I agree with (1) and (2) and believe there might be other circumstances where this is reasonable. 
Paragraph 10.110 

 

Consultation Question 50. 
1.61 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any provision for those born of 

a surrogacy arrangement to make a request for information to disclose whether a person 
whom he or she is intending to marry, or with whom he or she intends to enter into a civil 
partnership or intimate physical relationship, was carried by the same surrogate. 

YES, this should be possible. 
Paragraph 10.114 

 

Consultation Question 51. 
1.62 We provisionally propose that where two people are born to, and genetically related 

through, the same surrogate, they should be able to access the register to identify each 
other, if they both wish to do so. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
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1.63 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be provision to allow people born 

to the same surrogate – but who are not genetically related – to access the register to 
identify each other, if they both wish to do so. 

YES, I agree. 
Paragraph 10.121 

 

Consultation Question 52. 
1.64 We invite consultees’ views as to whether provision should be made to allow a person 

carried by a surrogate, and the surrogate’s own child, to access the register to identify 
each other, if they both wish to do so: 

(1) if they are genetically related through the surrogate; and/or 

(2) if they are not genetically related through the surrogate. 

YES to both (1) and (2) 
Paragraph 10.123 

 

Consultation Question 53. 
1.65 For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to 

whether details of an intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental 
order should be recorded in the register. 

The intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded 
in the register. 

Paragraph 10.128 
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Consultation Question 54. 
1.66 We provisionally propose that the six month time limits in sections 54 and 54A of the 

HFEA 2008 for making a parental order application should be abolished. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain 
circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child. 

Paragraph 11.20 

 

Consultation Question 55. 
1.67 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the current circumstances in which the consent of the surrogate (and any other legal 
parent) is not required, namely where a person cannot be found or is incapable of 
giving agreement, should continue to be available; 

NO  
 
I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child 
trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s wombs. An adoption order can be considered 
as an option when a parental order is not possible. 
 

(2) the court should have the power to dispense with the consent of the surrogate, and 
any other legal parent of the child, in the following circumstances: 

(a) where the child is living with the intended parents, with the consent of the 
surrogate and any other legal parent, or 

(b) following a determination by the court that the child should live with the 
intended parents; and 

(3) the court’s power to dispense with consent should be subject to the paramount 
consideration of the child’s welfare throughout his or her life guided by the factors 
set out in section 1 of the Adoption and Children Act 2002 and, in Scotland, in line 
with the section 14(3) of the Adoption and Children (Scotland) Act 2007. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
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I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child 
trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s wombs. An adoption order can be considered 
as an option when a parental order is not possible. 

Paragraph 11.58 

 

Consultation Question 56. 
1.68 We provisionally propose that, both for a parental order and in the new pathway, the 

intended parents or one of the intended parents must be domiciled or habitually resident in 
the UK, Channel Islands or Isle of Man. 

Do consultees agree?  

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The ‘intended parents’ should be 
domiciled (and not simply habitually resident) in the UK in order to avoid surrogacy tourism. 
 
1.69 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any additional conditions 

imposed on the test of habitual residence, for example, a qualifying period of habitual 
residence required to satisfy the test. 

I profoundly disagree with opening up parental orders to ‘intended parents’ who are habitual 
residents but not domiciled in the UK – because of the risk of surrogacy tourism. 

Paragraph 12.15 

 

Consultation Question 57. 
1.70 We invite consultees’ views on whether: 

(1) the qualifying categories of relationship in section 54(2) of the HFEA 2008 should be 
reformed and, if so, how; or 

(2) the requirement should be removed, subject to two persons who are within the 
prohibited degrees of relationship being prevented from applying. 

The qualifying categories of relationship should not be reformed or removed. 
Paragraph 12.29 
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Consultation Question 58. 
1.71 We provisionally propose that to use the new pathway, intended parents should be 

required to make a declaration in the surrogacy agreement that they intend for the child’s 
home to be with them. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.  

Paragraph 12.34 

 

Consultation Question 59. 
1.72 We provisionally propose that the new pathway –  

(1) should not impose a requirement that the intended parent, or one of the intended 
parents, provide gametes for the conception of the child, so that double donation of 
gametes is permitted, but 

(2) that double donation should only be permitted in cases of medical necessity, 
meaning that there is not an intended parent who is able to provide a gamete due to 
infertility. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic link should 
be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 
 
1.73 We invite consultees’ views as to whether double donation should be permitted under the 

parental order pathway (to the same extent that it may be permitted in the new pathway) in 
domestic surrogacy arrangements.  

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and all other proposals that are 
likely to result in an increase in surrogacy. I therefore do not believe that double donation should 
be permitted under the parental order pathway in domestic surrogacy arrangements.  
 
1.74 We provisionally propose that the requirement that the intended parent or one of the 

intended parents contribute gametes to the conception of the child in the parental order 
pathway should be retained in international surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
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Paragraph 12.64 

 

Consultation Question 60. 
1.75 We provisionally propose that if the requirement for a genetic link is retained for domestic 

cases outside the new pathway, the requirement should not apply, subject to medical 
necessity, if the court determines that the intended parents in good faith began the 
surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway but were required to apply for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I fundamentally disagree with proposals to introduce the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic 
link should be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 

Paragraph 12.71 

 

Consultation Question 61. 
1.76 We provisionally propose that if double donation is permitted only in cases of medical 

necessity, an exception should be made to allow a parental order to be granted to a single 
parent without a genetic link where the intended parent’s former partner provides gametes 
but the intended parents’ relationship breaks down before the grant of a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 

Paragraph 12.76 
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Consultation Question 62. 
1.77 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that a surrogacy 

arrangement has been used because of medical necessity: 

(1) for cases under the new pathway to parenthood; and/or 

(2) for cases where a post-birth parental order application is made. 

I oppose surrogacy and believe that it is a fundamental violation of women’s and children’s rights 
and that it should therefore be banned. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’  
 
1.78 We invite consultees’ views as to how a test of medical necessity for surrogacy, if it is 

introduced, should be defined and assessed. 

I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 
Paragraph 12.94 

 

Consultation Question 63. 
1.79 We provisionally propose that in order to use the new pathway to parenthood, information 

identifying the child’s genetic parents and the surrogate must be provided for entry on the 
national register of surrogacy agreements prior to registration of the child’s birth. 

Do consultees agree?  

OTHER 
 
I profoundly oppose the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. However, I support the requirement in 
any surrogacy arrangements for the recording of the identity of all genetic parents and the birth 
mother. 
 
1.80 We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be a condition for an application for a 

parental order that: 

(1) those who contributed gametes are entered on the national register of surrogacy 
agreements; and/or 

(2) if it remains a requirement that one of the intended parents provided gametes in the 
conception of the child, that the genetic link is demonstrated to the court with 
medical or DNA evidence. 

While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, I support this condition for a parental order 
in the circumstances described in both (1) and (2). 
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1.81 We provisionally propose that it should be a condition for the application of a parental 
order that the identity of the surrogate is entered on the national register of surrogacy 
agreements. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, if it happens, I support this provision. 

Paragraph 12.115 

 

Consultation Question 64. 
1.82 We provisionally propose that there should be no maximum age limit for the grant of a 

parental order. The age of the intended parents should continue to be taken into account 
in the assessment of the welfare of the child in applications to grant a parental order.  

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I am opposed to surrogacy and would like to see it banned, because it is a violation of both 
women’s and children’s human rights.  
 
Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society 
and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good health until the child reaches adulthood. 
Surrogacy is therefore particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. If surrogacy is 
to be opened up, a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is imperative. This will make it clear 
that society does not condone older people entering a surrogacy arrangement and will make it 
less likely that older people will go ahead with such an arrangement and present the court with a 
fait accompli. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement up to that age but not beyond. It is 
therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
 
1.83 We invite consultees’ views as to whether under the new pathway there should be a 

maximum age limit for intended parents, and if so, what it should be. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be 
allowed, there should be a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ and it should be 45. 
 
Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society 
and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good health until the child reaches adulthood. 
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I am opposed to surrogacy per se, because it is a violation of both women’s and children’s 
human rights. However, it is particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. I therefore 
consider that a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is important. This will make it clear that 
society does not consider it acceptable for older people to enter into a surrogacy arrangement 
and will make it less likely that they will. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement up to that age. It is therefore imperative 
that age limits are set very carefully.  
 
1.84 We provisionally propose that intended parents should be required to be at least 18 years 

old at the time that they enter into a surrogacy agreement under the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be 
allowed, there should be a minimum age for ‘intended parents’ and it should be much older than 
18. I suggest that 25 would be more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement at that age. It is therefore imperative that 
age limits are set very carefully. What kind of society would want 18-year olds to believe that it 
would be reasonable for them to become ‘parents’ through a surrogacy arrangement – before 
they have taken even their f irst steps into independence and adulthood? 

Paragraph 12.133 

 

Consultation Question 65. 
1.85 We provisionally propose that surrogates should be required to be at least 18 years of age 

(at the time of conception), in order for the court to have the power to make a parental 
order. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I am opposed to surrogacy per se and would like to see it banned, because I consider it a 
violation of both women’s and children’s human rights.  
 
At 18 a woman is barely out of childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish herself 
as an adult. This means that she is particularly vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There 
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should be a significantly older minimum age for entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I 
suggest that 25 years would be more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society 
sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy 
arrangement is a reasonable thing for them to be doing before they have taken even their f irst 
steps into independence and adulthood?  
 
1.86 We provisionally propose that surrogates should be required to be at least 18 years old at 

the time of entering into the surrogacy agreement within the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for a ‘new pathway’. At 18 a woman is barely out of 
childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish herself as an adult. This means that 
she is particularly vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There should be a significantly older 
minimum age for entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I suggest that 25 years would be 
more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society 
sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy 
arrangement is a reasonable thing for them to be doing before they have taken even their f irst 
steps into independence and adulthood?  

Paragraph 12.144 

 

Consultation Question 66. 
1.87 We provisionally propose that medical testing of the surrogate, any partner of the 

surrogate, and any intended parent providing gametes should be required for the new 
pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
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1.88 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the types of testing set out in the Code of 
Practice are feasible for traditional surrogacy arrangements outside a licensed clinic, and if 
not, which types of testing should be required for such arrangements. 

 
Paragraph 13.16 

 

Consultation Question 67. 
1.89 We provisionally propose that, as a condition of being eligible for entry into the new 

pathway: 

(1) the surrogate, her spouse, civil partner or partner (if any) and the intended parents 
intending to enter into a surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway should be 
required to attend counselling with regard to the implications of entering into that 
arrangement; and 

(2) the implications counselling should be provided by a counsellor who meets the 
requirements set out in the Code of Practice at paragraphs 2.14 to 2.15. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.44 

 

Consultation Question 68. 
1.90 We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that 

the surrogate and the intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect 
of the law and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is signed. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.65 
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Consultation Question 69. 
1.91 We provisionally propose that, as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway: 

(1) an enhanced criminal record certificate should be obtained for intended parents, 
surrogates and any spouses, civil partners or partners of surrogates;  

(2) the body overseeing the surrogate arrangement should not enable a surrogate 
arrangement to be proceed under the new pathway where a person screened is unsuitable 
for having being convicted of, or received a police caution for, any offence appearing on a 
prescribed list of offences; and  

(3) the body overseeing the surrogacy arrangement may also determine that a 
person is unsuitable based on the information provided in the enhanced record certificate.  

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
 
1.92 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the list of offences that applies in the case of 

adoption is appropriate in the case of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.73 

 

Consultation Question 70. 
1.93 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the 

surrogate has previously given birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway. 

OTHER 
 
I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. 
 
Society should not condone women who have never had a child of their own entering an 
arrangement to undergo pregnancy and childbirth for someone else. It is impossible to 
understand what pregnancy and childbirth are like and how they will change you until or unless 
you have had that experience yourself. 

Paragraph 13.95 
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Consultation Question 71. 
1.94 We provisionally propose that there should not be a maximum number of surrogate 

pregnancies that a woman can undertake as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. 
 
Society should not condone women undergoing multiple ‘surrogate’ pregnancies and childbirths. 
Even the Kennel Club recognises that female dogs should not be allowed to undertake more 
than four pregnancies. It is abhorrent that female dogs have better protections than women 
would have under this proposal. 

Paragraph 13.99 

 

Consultation Question 72. 
1.95 We invite consultees’ views as to whether payment of costs by the intended parents to the 

surrogate should be able to be: 

(1) based on an allowance;  

(2) based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, but without the need for 
production of receipts; or 

(3) based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, and only on production of 
receipts. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.16 
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Consultation Question 73. 
1.96 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate essential costs 
relating to the pregnancy; and 

(2) the types of expenditure which should be considered “essential”.   

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above the actual 
essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, 
and travel to medical appointments – backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.22 

 



42 
 

Consultation Question 74. 
1.97 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate 
additional costs relating to the pregnancy; and 

(2) the types of expenditure which should be considered additional, rather than 
essential.   

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above the actual 
essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, 
and travel to medical appointments – backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.26 

 

Consultation Question 75. 
1.98 We invite consultees’ views as to:  

(1) whether intended parents should be permitted to pay all costs that arise from 
entering into a surrogacy arrangement, and those unique to a surrogate pregnancy; 
and 

(2) the types of cost which should be included within this category. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
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Paragraph 15.29 

 

Consultation Question 76. 
1.99 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be 

able to pay their surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or 
self-employed). 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost 
earnings. 

Paragraph 15.37 

 

Consultation Question 77. 
1.100 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be 

able to pay their surrogate either or both of the following lost potential earnings: 

(1) her lost employment-related potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 15.35 
above); and/or 

(2) other lost potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 15.36 above). 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
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I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost 
earnings. 

Paragraph 15.38 

 

Consultation Question 78. 
1.101 We invite consultees to share their experiences:  

(1) of the impact that payments received by a surrogate from the intended parents has 
had on the surrogate’s entitlement to means-tested social welfare benefits; and 

(2) where a surrogacy arrangement has had an impact on the surrogate’s entitlement to 
means-tested social welfare benefits, how that has been addressed in their 
surrogacy arrangement. 

N/A 
Paragraph 15.47 
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Consultation Question 79. 
1.102 We invite consultees’ views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay 

compensation to the surrogate for the following: 

(1) pain and inconvenience arising from the pregnancy and childbirth; 

(2) medical treatments relating to the surrogacy, including payments for each 
insemination or embryo transfer; and/or 

(3)  specified complications, including hyperemesis gravidarum, pre-eclampsia, an 
ectopic pregnancy, miscarriage, termination, caesarean birth, excessive 
haemorrhaging, perineal tearing, removal of fallopian tubes or ovaries or a 
hysterectomy. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother compensation.  
 
1.103 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other matters in respect of which 

intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate compensation. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother compensation.  
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1.104 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the level of compensation payable should be: 

(1) a fixed fee set by the regulator (operating as a cap on the maximum payable), or  

(2) left to the parties to negotiate.   

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother compensation.  

Paragraph 15.53 

 

Consultation Question 80. 
1.105 We invite consultees views’ as to whether intended parents should be able to pay 

compensation to the surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the 
surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for the 
surrogate. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question illustrates the risks of surrogacy and why I oppose it.  

Paragraph 15.56 
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Consultation Question 81. 
1.106 We invite consultees’ views as to whether:  

(1) intended parents should be able to buy gifts for the surrogate; and 

(2) if so, specific provision should be made for these gifts to be modest or reasonable in 
nature. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to give the birth mother gifts. 

Paragraph 15.60 

 

Consultation Question 82. 
1.107 We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be possible for the intended parents to 

agree to pay a woman for the service of undertaking a surrogacy. 

It should not be possible for the intended parents to agree to pay a woman for the service 
of undertaking a surrogacy. (check box) 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
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I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her 
‘services’. 
 
1.108 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay 

a woman for the service of undertaking surrogacy, whether that the fee should be: 

(1) any sum agreed between the parties to the surrogacy; or 

(2) a fixed fee set by the regulator. 

Leave both check boxes blank. 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her 
‘services’. 
 
1.109 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay 

a woman a fixed fee for the service of undertaking surrogacy, what, if any, other payments 
the law should permit, in addition to that f ixed fee: 

(1) no other payments; 

(2) essential costs relating to the pregnancy; 

(3) additional costs relating to the pregnancy; 

(4) lost earnings; 

(5) compensation for pain and inconvenience, medical treatment and complications, 
and the death of the surrogate; and/or 

(6) gifts. 

Leave all check boxes blank. 
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I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to make any type of fee or payment to 
the birth mother for her ‘services’. 

Paragraph 15.69 

 

Consultation Question 83. 
1.110 We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be possible for any payment the law 

permits the intended parents to pay the surrogate for her services to be reduced in the 
event of a miscarriage or termination of the pregnancy. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their 
‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of surrogacy. 
 

1.111 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if the law permits a fee payable to the surrogate 
to be able to be reduced in the event of a miscarriage or termination, whether such 
provision should apply: 

(1) in the first trimester of pregnancy only; 
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(2) to any miscarriage or termination; or 

(3) some other period of time (please specify).   

Leave all check boxes blank. 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their 
‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of surrogacy. 

Paragraph 15.72 

 

Consultation Question 84. 
1.112 We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to 

surrogates should be the same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to 
parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I am opposed to the ‘new pathway’ but consider that regardless of the surrogacy arrangement 
being used, the only payments that should ever be made are essential and basic expenses for 
which receipts are provided. 
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Paragraph 15.74 

 

Consultation Question 85. 
1.113 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have 

not discussed which they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the 
surrogate. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 

Paragraph 15.75 

 

Consultation Question 86. 
1.114 We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that 

intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.76 
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Consultation Question 87. 
1.115 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are specific methods of enforcing 

limitations that are placed on payments to surrogates that we should consider as part of 
our review: 

(1) for cases within the new pathway to parenthood; and  

(2) for cases where a parental order is made after the birth of the baby. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
The only payments that should be made are essential and basic expenses and for which receipts 
are provided. The judge or other competent authority should closely monitor all f inancial aspects 
of the arrangement (in line with the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations*) and refuse the 
parental order when payments have exceeded basic expenses. If it is not a judge overseeing the 
arrangements, the competent authority should be totally independent and not, for example, an 
agency (or ‘regulated surrogacy organisation’) that has been involved in the arrangements in any 
way. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 15.89 

 

Consultation Question 88. 
1.116 We provisionally propose that financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into under 

the new pathway to parenthood should be enforceable by the surrogate. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
 
1.117 We provisionally propose that if the financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into 

under the new pathway become enforceable, the ability to do so should not be dependent 
on the surrogate complying with any terms of the agreement relating to her lifestyle. 
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Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The idea that a ‘surrogacy 
agreement’ could place restrictions on the birth mother’s lifestyle is utterly abhorrent. 

Paragraph 15.99 

 

Consultation Question 89. 
1.118 We invite overseas surrogates (or bodies representing or advocating for surrogates) to 

share with us their experiences f international surrogacy arrangements. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.10 

 

Consultation Question 90. 
1.119 We invite organisations focused on children’s rights and welfare in the international 

context to share with us their views on our proposed reforms and consultation questions in 
this chapter. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.12 

 

Consultation Question 91. 
1.120 We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of their experience of applying to register 

a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement as a British citizen and 
obtaining a passport for the child. In particular, we would be interested to hear how long 
the application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have about 
causes of delays in the process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.52 
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Consultation Question 92. 
1.121 We provisionally propose that it should be possible for a file to be opened, and the 

application process for obtaining registration of a child born from an international 
surrogacy arrangement and obtaining a passport to begin, prior to the birth of the child. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a 
passport in international surrogacy arrangements appears to contradict the UN Special 
Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling and trafficking of 
children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly disagree with this 
proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.53 

 

Consultation Question 93. 
1.122 We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of 

applying for a visa for a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In 
particular, we would be interested to hear how long the application took after the birth of 
the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.68 

 

Consultation Question 94. 
1.123 We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process 

for applying for a visa in respect of a child born through an international surrogacy 
arrangement, before the child is born. The application will need to be completed after the 
birth of the child, and the issue of a passport in the child’s country of birth. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a 
passport before the child is born in international surrogacy arrangements appears to contradict 
the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling 
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and trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly 
disagree with this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

 

1.124 We provisionally propose that the current provision made for the grant of a visa outside of 
the Immigration Rules where the intended parents are not the legal parents of the child 
under nationality law should be brought within the Rules. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
1.125 We provisionally propose that:  

(1) the grant of a visa should not be dependent on the child breaking links with the 
surrogate; or  

(2) that this condition should be clarif ied to ensure that it does not prevent the child 
having contact, and an on-going relationship, with the surrogate. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
1.126 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current requirement for the grant of a visa 

outside the Rules that the intended parents must apply for a parental order within six 
months of the child’s birth should be removed (regardless of whether the availability of the 
visa is brought within the Rules), if our provisional proposal to remove the time limit on 
applications for parental orders is accepted. 

NO 
 
The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain 
circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child. 

Paragraph 16.69 

 

Consultation Question 95. 
1.127 We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process 

for applying for a EU Uniform Format Form in respect of a child born through an 
international surrogacy arrangement, before the child is born. The application will need to 
be completed after the birth of the child. 
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Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for an EU Uniform Format Form 
for the child before she or he is born in international surrogacy arrangements appears to 
contradict the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against 
the selling and trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I 
therefore strongly disagree with this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.76 

 

Consultation Question 96. 
1.128 We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of 

applying for a EU Uniform Format Form for a child born through an international 
surrogacy arrangement. In particular we would be interested to hear how long the 
application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of 
causes of delays in the process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.77 

 

Consultation Question 97. 
1.129 We provisionally propose that the UK Government should provide a single, 

comprehensive guide for intended parents explaining the nationality and immigration 
consequences of having a child through an international surrogacy arrangement.  

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I agree with such a guide, but would like to see it explaining the reasons why surrogacy is a 
violation of the human rights of women and children and all the other ways in which it is 
possible for people to enjoy children in their lives. 

Paragraph 16.82 
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Consultation Question 98. 
1.130 We provisionally propose that international surrogacy arrangements should not be 

eligible for the new pathway to parenthood. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 16.93 

 

Consultation Question 99. 
1.131 We provisionally propose that:  

1.132 the Secretary of State should have the power to provide that the intended parents of 
children born through international surrogacy arrangements, who are recognised as the 
legal parents of the child in the country of the child’s birth, should also be recognised as 
the child’s legal parents in the UK, without it being necessary for the intended parents to 
apply for a parental order, but 

1.133 before exercising the power, the Secretary of State should be required to be satisfied that 
the domestic law and practice in the country in question provides protection against the 
exploitation of surrogates, and for the welfare of the child, that is at least equivalent to 
that provided in UK law. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I do not see how this proposal for such a blanket power would align with the UN Special 
Rapporteur’s key recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the Protection of Children 
and Cooperation in respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. The latter requires the birth 
mother to have legal parenthood and parental responsibility when the child is born and that her 
consent to giving up the child must be given AFTER the child's birth and that the transfer of 
‘parenthood’ should be overseen by the courts or a competent authority on an individual case 
by case basis, with the best interests of the child being the paramount consideration. This is an 
important safeguard against the sale of children and for the protection of the birth mother and I 
believe it should apply equally to international surrogacy arrangements. I therefore strongly 
disagree with this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.94 
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Consultation Question 100. 
1.134 We invite consultees to tell us of their experience of surrogacy arrangements in the UK 

involving foreign intended parents. 

N/A 
 
1.135 We invite consultees’ views as to whether: 

(1) any restriction is necessary on the removal of a child from the UK for the purpose 
of the child becoming the subject of a parental order, or its equivalent, in another 
jurisdiction; and 

(2) if such a restriction is necessary, there should be a process allowing foreign 
intended parents to remove the child from the jurisdiction of the UK for this 
purpose and with the approval of the court and, if so, what form should that 
process take. 

Restrictions and checks MUST be in place to protect the child and the birth mother from 
trafficking and exploitation. The process should include the same checks as would be used in 
an international adoption. 

Paragraph 16.120 

 

Consultation Question 101. 
1.136 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current application of the law on statutory 

paternity leave, and statutory paternity pay, to the situation of the surrogate’s spouse, 
civil partner or partner requires reform. 

I do not believe this needs changing. 
Paragraph 17.18 

 

Consultation Question 102. 
1.137 We provisionally propose that provision for maternity allowance should be made in 

respect of intended parents, and that any such provision should be limited so that only 
one intended parent qualif ies.  

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
Paragraph 17.32 
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Consultation Question 103. 
1.138 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether there is a need for reform in respect of the right of intended parents to 
take time off work before the birth of the child, whether for the purpose of induced 
lactation, ante-natal appointments or any other reason; and  

(2) if reform is needed, suggestions on reform. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children.  

Paragraph 17.36 

 

Consultation Question 104. 
1.139 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the duty of employers to provide suitable 

facilities for any person at work who is a pregnant woman or nursing mother to rest under 
Regulation 25 of the Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations 1992 is 
sufficient to include intended parents in a surrogacy arrangement. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children. 

Paragraph 17.40 

 

Consultation Question 105. 
1.140 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are further issues in relation to 

employment rights and surrogacy arrangements and, if so, any suggestions for reform. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children 

Paragraph 17.43 

 

Consultation Question 106. 
1.141 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they believe any reforms in relation to 

surrogacy and succession law are required. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children 

Paragraph 17.56 
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Consultation Question 107. 
1.142 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any issues in how surrogacy 

arrangements are dealt with by the health services, and whether there are reforms to law 
or practice that consultees would like to see in this area. 

It is important that all health and care professionals are aware that surrogacy agreements are 
not legally binding and that ‘intended parents’ have no legal right to override the birth mother’s 
wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or medical and health care, including during 
pregnancy, labour and childbirth. Even if she has previously agreed to them sharing decisions 
and being informed on these matters, she can withdraw her consent at any time for any or no 
reason. All professionals involved in her care are duty-bound to comply with her wishes. 
 
All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being 
coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or more persons, including her spouse 
or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be 
present in so-called altruistic surrogacy arrangements. 
 
Surrogacy arrangements place additional and complicated pressures on healthcare staff and 
this could reduce the standard of impartial care given to birth mothers and new-borns – 
especially when the ‘intended parents’ are entitled, rich or of high status. This itself is a valid 
reason to be extremely cautious about making changes that will increase the numbers of 
surrogacy births. 
 
It is generally recognised that egg donation and IVF pregnancies carry additional health risks. 
As most surrogacy pregnancies involve IVF, any increase in surrogacy is likely to lead to 
additional pressure on the NHS.  
 
Adoption research suggests that the separation of the new-born and the birth mother has long-
term negative effects on the well-being of both of them. This is likely to be the same for birth 
mothers and babies in surrogacy arrangements and so can be expected to place additional 
long-term pressures on the NHS and society as a whole. This has not been considered and 
there are no questions about this. 
 
An increase in surrogacy will require an increase in egg donation, which is a risky procedure 
that can have a long-term negative impact on the woman’s health, including premature death. 
Ethical issues abound. Young women might be coerced by financial pressures to donate eggs 
when this isn’t in their best interests and there are worries about eugenics – where egg donors 
are selected on the basis of blonde hair, blue eyes and stereotypical measures of 
‘attractiveness’ for example. 
 
The law commissioners do not appear to have considered the likely impact of any of these 
issues. There is no question about people’s thoughts about the NHS picking up the tab for the 
extra costs involved in surrogacy and whether this affects their opinions on surrogacy itself. 
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There appears to have been no evaluation of the size of the additional costs to the NHS and 
society. 
 
1.143 We invite consultees’ views as to any additions or revisions that they would like to see 

made to the guidance published by the Department for Health and Social Care for 
England and Wales. 

The guidance should be revised to clarify that surrogacy agreements are not legally binding and 
that the birth mother has the right to change her mind at any time, for any or no reason. 
Healthcare professionals must accept that her wishes are paramount and that the ‘intended 
parents’ have no legal right to override her wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or 
medical and health care, including during pregnancy, labour, childbirth and the postpartum 
period. 
 
All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being 
coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or more persons, including her spouse 
or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be 
present in so-called altruistic surrogacy arrangements. 
 
The guidance should make it clear that healthcare professionals should be even more alert 
than normal to the possibility that she is being coerced and to ensure that they can speak to her 
alone, including during labour, and that if she changes her mind about who is present in 
consultations, and the labour ward/delivery suite, they must respect her wishes. 
 
1.144 We invite consultees’ views as to how midwifery practice may better accommodate 

surrogacy arrangements, in particular with regard to safeguarding issues. 

It is important that midwifery practice always prioritises the wishes of the birth mother and the 
wellbeing of herself and the child. 

Paragraph 17.76 

 

Consultation Question 108. 
1.145 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other legal issues in relation to 

surrogacy, not covered in this Consultation Paper, that merit examination. 

It is of considerable concern that the law commissioners appear to have given no consideration 
to the significant risk that women will be coerced into agreeing to participate in surrogacy 
arrangements for someone else’s benefit. This can be true in ‘altruistic’ surrogacy but is even 
more likely if substantial payments are involved. 
 
It is well-known that women and girls are groomed and/or coerced into prostitution by partners 
and ‘boyfriends’ who act as their pimp and take all or much of their earnings. This is a major 
route by which many women enter prostitution and is a major factor in preventing their exit. 
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There is no reason to expect that the same dynamics will not occur in relation to surrogacy if it 
is opened up and provides opportunities to make significant amounts of money. 
 
If the law commissioners’ proposals are enacted, there must therefore also be legislation that 
prohibits coercing a woman into a surrogacy arrangement. This should be a criminal offence 
and carry a hefty penalty – in recognition that it is a human rights violation and so that it acts as 
a deterrent. That such a law would be diff icult to enforce just adds to the arguments for why 
paid surrogacy is a bad idea – and especially for women. 
 
It would be far better to simply ban all surrogacy arrangements – or at the very least any 
payments beyond basic and essential expenses backed by receipts and overseen by a judge. 

Paragraph 17.80 

 

Consultation Question 109. 
1.146 We invite consultees who are intended parents, live in the UK, and have entered into a 

surrogacy arrangement that led to the birth of a child to tell us: 

(1) when the child was born; 

(2) whether the arrangement was domestic or international and, if international, in 
which country the arrangement took place; 

(3) whether the arrangement led to the making of a parental order in the UK; and 

(4) whether they are a: 

(a) opposite-sex couple; 

(b) male same-sex couple; 

(c) female same-sex couple; 

(d) single woman; or 

(e) single man. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.2 
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Consultation Question 110. 
1.147 We invite consultees who have experience of applying for a parental order in the UK to 

tell us: 

(1) whether the surrogacy arrangement was domestic or international; 

(2) whether they had legal advice before the making of the parental order; 

(3) whether they were represented by a lawyer in court; and 

(4) the cost of any legal advice or representation. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.4 

 

Consultation Question 111. 
1.148 We invite consultees’ views as to the impact (social, emotional, f inancial or otherwise) of 

the current law where the intended parents are not the legal parents from birth of the 
child born of the surrogacy arrangement. 

Paragraph 18.6 

 

Consultation Question 112. 
1.149 We invite consultees to tell us what they have paid for, or to provide evidence about the 

cost of: 

(1) medical screening; and 

(2) implications counselling 

(where possible separating out the cost of such screening, tests or implications 
counselling from any other costs involved with fertility treatment). 

N/A 
 
1.150 We invite legal consultees, who advise on surrogacy and parental order proceedings, to 

provide evidence of what they would charge: 

(1) to provide advice sufficient to meet the proposed requirement for independent 
legal advice discussed in Chapter 13; and 



64 
 

(2) to draft, advise on and negotiate the written surrogacy agreement required for the 
new pathway. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.8 

 

Consultation Question 113. 
1.151 We invite consultees to tell us of the impact of: 

(1) the current requirement of a genetic link; and 

(2) any removal of this requirement in cases of medical necessity: 

(a) in the new pathway; 

(b) in the parental order route for domestic surrogacy arrangements; or 

(c) in both situations. 

 
Paragraph 18.11 

 

Consultation Question 114. 
1.152 We invite consultees who consider that they might be able to fulf il the role of the 

independent professional discussed in Chapter 9 to tell us: 

(1) their profession; and  

(2) what they would charge to provide such a service. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.13 

 

Consultation Question 115. 
1.153 We invite consultees who are intended parents to give us their views on the impact of our 

proposals for reform on their ability to enter into surrogacy arrangements and, in 
particular: 

(1) if particular proposals will increase accessibility, and why; and 
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(2) if particular proposals will restrict accessibility, and why. 

N/A 
1.154 We invite consultees who are surrogates to give us their views on the impact of our 

proposals for reform on their ability to enter into surrogacy arrangements and, in 
particular: 

(1) if particular proposals will increase accessibility, and why; and 

(2) if particular proposals will restrict accessibility, and why. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.15 

 

Consultation Question 116. 
1.155 We ask consultees who are intended parents to tell us: 

(1) whether the surrogacy arrangement was domestic or international; 

(2) what they spent, in total, on the surrogacy arrangement(s) that led to the birth of 
their child(ren), including the cost of fertility treatment, payments to the surrogate 
and payments to any surrogacy agency or organisation; 

(3) how they raised the funds for the surrogacy arrangement(s); 

(4) what they spent on any fertility treatment prior to entering into a surrogacy 
arrangement (where that treatment did not lead to the birth of a child); and 

(5) how they raised the funds for the fertility treatment. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.18 

 

Consultation Question 117. 
1.156 We invite consultees’ views as to the specific impact of our proposals in Northern Ireland. 

 
Paragraph 18.20 
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Consultation Question 118. 
1.157 We invite consultees’ views as to any other impact that we have not specifically 

addressed in this chapter, or the preceding chapters, of this paper. 

It seems that before the law commissioners designed this consultation, they had already 
decided that surrogacy is a positive thing and so legislation should enable it. This may be 
explained by a limited ‘pre-consultation’ mainly focusing on people who already had a vested 
interest in surrogacy – ‘intended parents,’ women who claim to have had a positive experience 
of surrogacy, and lawyers and other organisations who stand to make money from commercial 
surrogacy if it is given the green light. 
 
It seems that the law commissioners did not consider women as a group to be key stakeholders 
in this endeavour. This is a major error, because just as all women are affected by the 
institution of prostitution, so all women will be affected by any opening up of commercial 
surrogacy in this country. 
 
It could even be argued that one of the key drivers of commercial surrogacy is a desire by men 
to break the legal and cultural recognition of the unique bond between birth mother and child – 
and indeed the proposals to make the ‘intended parents’ the legal parents from the moment of 
birth are a major step in this direction, and are likely to have a significant impact down the line – 
potentially affecting the status of all women.  
 
Paid surrogacy opens up enormous potential for abuse and risks spouses, partners and other 
family members coercing a woman into engaging in commercial surrogacy for their (and not 
her) f inancial benefit. This will be a potential risk for thousands of women, which appears to 
have been completely overlooked by the law commissioners. 
 
UK and Scottish Law Commissions are obliged to comply with the Public Sector Equality Duty 
(PSED) when carrying out public functions, such as this consultation. There doesn’t appear to 
be any evidence they have done so, because they have not provided their equality 
considerations and impact assessments. As surrogacy has a very different impact on women 
and children than on adult males, we believe the law commissioners are in breach of equality 
legislation. 
 
The Equality and Human Rights Commission describes the obligations under the PSED to have 
due regard to the need to: 
 

• Eliminate unlawful discrimination, harassment and victimisation and other conduct 
prohibited by the Act. 

• Advance equality of opportunity between people who share a protected characteristic 
and those who do not. 

• Foster good relations between people who share a protected characteristic and those 
who do not. 
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There are many ways in which opening up surrogacy in the UK is likely to worsen women’s 
position relative to men’s, and the relationship between the sexes. Any loosening of the laws 
around surrogacy could therefore be considered discriminatory. Surrogacy is also likely to have 
an impact on the relations between the different generations. Imagine the rage that young 
people may feel when they discover that their ‘parents’ not only bought them but took 
advantage of their birth mothers. 
 
It is of major concern that the law commissioners’ ethical arguments hinge on ideas that are not 
based on any recognised human rights instruments – such as the idea that ‘procreative liberty’ 
confers some kind of human right to surrogacy and the idea that a woman has a human right to 
be a ‘surrogate.’ These arguments do not hold up to scrutiny and have been clearly rejected by 
the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
It is shocking that the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ violate many of the recommendations of 
the UN Special Rapporteur that are designed to guard against the sale of children and the 
exploitation of birth mothers, including: 
 
 The birth mother must be accorded the status of legal mother at birth, and must be under no 

contractual or legal obligation to participate in the legal or physical transfer of the child. 
 All payments to the birth mother must be made before the legal and physical transfer of the 

child and must be non-reimbursable – even if she decides not to relinquish the child. 
 The birth mother’s choice to transfer the child “must be a gratuitous act, based on her own 

post-birth intentions, rather than on any legal or contractual obligation.” 
 Pre-conception checks, while encouraged, cannot take the place of appropriate welfare 

checks after the birth of the child. 
 Decisions about parentage and parental responsibility must be made by a court or other 

competent authority on an individual basis after the birth with the best interests of the child 
being paramount. 

 
The consultation is confusing and it does not conform to the government’s consultation 
guidelines. There are too many questions, they are too detailed and do not ask the important 
high-level questions – such as whether you think surrogacy can ever be ethical, etc.  
 
For all these reasons, the law commissioners should go back to the drawing board and start 
again from the position of women’s and children’s human rights. If it is found that there is no 
way to liberalise surrogacy law that is compliant with obligations under international treaties 
such as CEDAW and the UNCRC and its first optional protocol, then the law must not be 
liberalised.  
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 
 

Paragraph 18.22 
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About you

1  What is your name?

Name:

2  If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a university), what is the name of your organisation?

Enter the name of your organisation:

N/A

3  Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your organisation?

This is a personal response

If other, please provide details:

4  If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best describes you?

Other individual

5  What is your email address?

Email address:

6  What is your telephone number?

Telephone number:

7  If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be treated as confidential, please explain to us why you
regard the information as confidential. As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your explanation but cannot give an
assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances.

Please explain why you wish the information that you will provide to us to be treated as confidential:

Chapter 6: The parental order procedure

8  Consultation Question 1:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

International surrogacy arrangements can lead to children being sold, abused and trafficked and birth mothers being exploited. These are extremely
serious human rights issues and so should continue to be overseen by a judge of the High Court.

Please provide your views below:

9  Consultation Question 2:

Please provide your views below:

International surrogacy arrangements can lead to children being sold, abused and trafficked and birth mothers being exploited. These are extremely
serious human rights issues and so should continue to be overseen by senior and experienced judges, so circuit judges or higher.

10  Consultation Question 3: We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the current allocation
rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation Questions 1 and 2.

Please provide your views below:

11  Consultation Question 4:



No

Please provide your views below:

In https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx the UN Special Rapporteur states that the child's best interests are the paramount
consideration, and recommends that all decisions involving parental responsibility and legal parenthood in surrogacy arrangements should be taken
AFTER the birth by a court or other competent authority. The transfer of parental responsibility should not be automatic in any way.

12  Consultation Question 5: We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the Family Procedure Rules 2010
should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise.
Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

13  Consultation Question 6:

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 8: Legal Parenthood: Proposals for Reform - A New Pathway

14  Consultation Question 7:

No

Please provide your views below:

This proposal goes against the Hague Convention on the Protection of Children and Cooperation in respect of Intercountry Adoption in 1993 and the UN
Special Rapporteur's key recommendations in https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx. These state that the birth mother must
have parental responsibility and legal parenthood when the child is both and that she must freely consent to give up the child AFTER birth. This important
safeguard against child trafficking and exploitation of birth mothers should also apply to surrogacy arrangements, both in an international and a
domestic context.

There is no suggestion in the consultation paper that the law commissioners have considered all the implications of this proposal, which would set an
extremely dangerous precedent for all women and children.

15  Consultation Question 8:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I disagree strongly with the proposals for the 'new pathway' and regulated surrogacy organisations.

Another period

Please provide your views below:

I disagree strongly with the proposals for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would lead to an increase in and normalising of surrogacy.

16  Consultation Question 9: We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes should apply to
traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated surrogacy organisation is involved.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I disagree strongly with the proposals for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would lead to an increase in and normalising of surrogacy.

17  Consultation Question 10: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a traditional, domestic
surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from entering into the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

I disagree strongly with the proposals for the 'new pathway'.

18  Consultation Question 11:

No

Please provide your views below:



The proposal that the 'intended parents' should automatically become legal parents from birth, with the birth mother only having a limited time to object,
goes against the UN Special Rapporteur's recommendations in https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx. These
recommendations include that the birth mother is the legal parent at birth and that all subsequent decisions about legal parenthood and parental
responsibility are taken AFTER birth by a court or other competent authority, with the child's best interests being the priority.

It is completely wrong to expect the birth mother to make such a significant decision so soon after giving birth, with all the physical and mental effects
that come from that.

19  Consultation Question 12:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I disagree strongly with the proposals for the 'new pathway' - especially the proposal that the 'intended parents' should automatically be the legal parents
unless the birth mother objects.

At birth, the birth mother and her spouse or civil partner should be the legal parents. This follows the UN Special Rapporteur's recommendations in
https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx. All subsequent decisions about legal parenthood and parental responsibility should be
taken AFTER birth by a court or other competent authority, with the child's best interests being the priority.

It is completely wrong to expect the birth mother to make such a significant decision so soon after giving birth, with all the physical and mental effects
that come from that.

20  Consultation Question 13:

No

Please provide your views below:

The proposal that the 'intended parents' should automatically become legal parents from birth, with the birth mother only having a limited time to object,
goes against the UN Special Rapporteur's recommendations in https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx. These
recommendations include that the birth mother is the legal parent at birth and that all subsequent decisions about legal parenthood and parental
responsibility are taken AFTER birth by a court or other competent authority, with the child's best interests being the priority.

It is completely wrong to expect the birth mother to make such a significant decision so soon after giving birth, with all the physical and mental effects
that come from that.

21  Consultation Question 14:

No

Please provide your views below:

I strongly disagree with this proposal. It goes against the UN Special Rapporteur's recommendation in
https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx that all decisions involving parental responsibility and legal parenthood in surrogacy
arrangements should be taken by a court or competent authority AFTER birth and that the child's best interests should take priority. It is impossible to
make an informed decision about the child's best interests without a welfare assessment after birth. There may well have been many changes since the
pre-conception assessment.

22  Consultation Question 15:

No

Please provide your views below:

I disagree strongly with the 'new pathway'.
There is a strong risk of spouses and partners forcing women to become surrogates for financial gain. This is less likely if the spouse is the legal parent of
any children born in this way.

Yes

Please share your views below:

There is a strong risk of spouses and partners forcing women to become surrogates for financial gain. This is less likely if the spouse is the legal parent of
any children born in this way.

23  Consultation Question 16:

No

Please provide your views below:



I disagree strongly with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless
the birth mother objects. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should not change if the child is stillborn.

No

Please provide your views below:

I disagree strongly with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless
the birth mother objects. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should not change if the child is stillborn. The
registration should reflect this.

24  Consultation Question 17: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, where the child dies
before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents
before the expiry of the period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a declaration to the
effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the birth.Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

I disagree strongly with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless
the birth mother objects. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and if the child dies before the making of the parental
order, the registration should still reflect this.

25  Consultation Question 18: For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether, where the surrogate
dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during which she can exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the
new pathway and the intended parents should be required to make an application for a parental order.

Please provide your views below:

I disagree strongly with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’

26  Consultation Question 19:

No

Please provide your views below:

I disagree strongly with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ . Whatever the circumstances, the birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child
at birth and the registration of birth should accurately reflect this.

Please provide your views below:

Option 2. The intended parents should NOT be registered as the child's parents if they are already dead.

27  Consultation Question 20:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

28  Consultation Question 21: We invite consultees’ views as to: (1) a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases;
and (2) how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this model.

Please provide your views below:

I am very much against a three-parent model of legal parenthood, temporary or otherwise. The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth and all
decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority
AFTER the birth of the child with the best interests of the child being the priority, as recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur in
https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

29  Consultation Question 22:

Please provide your views below:

I disagree strongly with the proposals for the 'new pathway'. The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal
parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child
with the best interests of the child being the priority, as recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur in
https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

30  Consultation Question 23:



Please provide your views below:

In the event of a dispute, the child's best interests should be the highest priority. I believe the welfare checklist is sufficient.

31  Consultation Question 24:

Please provide your views below:

In the event of a dispute, the child's best interests should be the highest priority. I believe the welfare checklist is sufficient.

32  Consultation Question 25: We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be amended to add the
intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section 8 order without leave.

Please provide your views below:

NO.

Surrogacy arrangements carry real risks of the sale and trafficking of children and of exploitation of the birth mother.

The court should therefore always have oversight of the arrangements. I am also concerned that there should be no liberalisation of the law on surrogacy
because of the potential human rights abuses involved. I do not believe that ‘intended parents’ should be added to the list of those who can apply for a
section 8 order without leave.

33  Consultation Question 26:

No

Please provide your views below:

I disagree strongly with this proposal. At birth, the birth mother should be the legal parent. All decisions involving legal parenthood and parental
responsibility should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, as recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur in
https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx in order to reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of
women and their reproductive capacities.
I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility is based on (or justified by) the wishes expressed by
some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify measures that contravene recommendations of the UN Special
Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children.
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system that would require women to give birth with the
expectation that they would have no legal responsibility for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must be prioritised
regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish.

34  Consultation Question 27:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended parents’ should acquire parentage or parental
responsibility automatically. The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility
in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority
AFTER the birth of the child, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur
(https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx) and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the
exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities.
I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility is based on (or justified by) the wishes expressed by
some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify a measure that contravenes recommendations of the UN Special
Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children.

Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system that would require women to give birth with the
expectation that they would have no responsibility for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must be prioritised
regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish.

35  Consultation Question 28: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the surrogate should retain
parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right
to object, assuming that she does not exercise her right to object.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I agree that the birth mother should have parental responsibility for the child but NOT that the ‘intended parents’ should get automatic legal parenthood 
and parental responsibility. 
All decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority



AFTER the birth of the child, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur
https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the
exploitation of women and their women’s reproductive capacities.

36  Consultation Question 29:

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should have legal parenthood and parental responsibility at and after
the birth and all subsequent decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility should be taken by a court or other competent authority,
with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur
(https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx) and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the
exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities.

Chapter 9: The Regulation of Surrogacy Arrangements

37  Consultation Question 30: We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the scope of the new
pathway.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

38  Consultation Question 31: We invite the views of independent surrogates, and intended parents who have used independent surrogacy
arrangements, to tell us about their experience. In particular, we would be interested to hear about any health screening, counselling and
legal advice that took place.

Please provide your views below:

N/A

39  Consultation Question 32:

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first
optional protocol.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first
optional protocol.

40  Consultation Question 33:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its
prevalence. I consider surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

Other

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its
prevalence. I consider surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

Other

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its
prevalence. I consider surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

41  Consultation Question 34:

Please provide your views below:



I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its
prevalence. I consider surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its
prevalence. I consider surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its
prevalence. I consider surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

42  Consultation Question 35: We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit making bodies. Do
consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human
rights of both women and children, and would drive an increase in surrogacy. Even if surrogacy organisations are non-profit making, they will inevitably
be driven by commercial imperatives (for example, to cover costs, salaries, etc.) and will need to continuously seek new business and to convince or
coerce more women to act
as ‘surrogates.’
Deriving income from surrogacy is abhorrent and, given the parallels between surrogacy and prostitution, is a potential violation of Article 6 of CEDAW,
which prohibits third-parties profiting or otherwise benefiting from the prostitution of women.

43  Consultation Question 36: We invite consultees’ views as to what should be included in the definition of matching and facilitation services.

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with organisations being able to provide matching and facilitation services, because that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy,
which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

44  Consultation Question 37: We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer matching and
facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated surrogacy organisations or any other organisations being able to
provide matching and facilitation services for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I consider a
violation of the human rights of both women and children.

45  Consultation Question 37: We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer
matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated surrogacy organisations or any other organisations being able to
provide matching and facilitation services for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I consider a
violation of the human rights of both women and children.

46  Consultation Question 38: We invite consultees’ views as to the sanctions that should be available against organisations that offer
matching and facilitation services without being regulated to do so, and whether these should be criminal, civil or regulatory.

Please provide your views below:

I do not accept that matching and facilitation services should be allowed – regardless who they are provided by – because they would inevitably lead to an
increase in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. Offering such services should be a criminal offence.

47  Consultation Question 39: We provisionally propose that the remit of the Human Fertilisation and Embryology Authority be expanded to
include the regulation of regulated surrogacy organisations, and oversight of compliance with the proposed legal requirements for the new
pathway to legal parenthood. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:



I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human
rights of both women and children, and would drive an increase in surrogacy.

Please provide your views below:

48  Consultation Question 40: We provisionally propose that surrogacy agreements should remain unenforceable (subject to the exception we
provisionally propose in Consultation Question 88 in relation to financial terms). Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

49  Consultation Question 41: We provisionally propose that there should be no prohibition against charging for negotiating, facilitating and
advising on surrogacy arrangements. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

I VEHEMENTLY disagree with this proposal and the opening up of surrogacy in this country, because I consider it a violation of the human rights of both
women and the child. The idea of organisations charging to facilitate it is utterly abhorrent and violates the spirit, if not the letter, of Article 6 of CEDAW,
given the parallels between surrogacy and prostitution. Article 6 prohibits the exploitation of the prostitution of women – which includes deriving any
form of benefit from
women’s prostitution.

50  Consultation Question 42: We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy should be removed, with
the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything that can lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. Do
consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

I VEHEMENTLY disagree with removing the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy. Surrogacy is a violation of the human rights of both women
and children, and enabling advertising sites (and other ‘service’ organisations) to financially benefit from it is abhorrent.
At this time of increasing poverty and inequality, it would be unethical to promote the idea that being a ‘surrogate’ mother would be a solution to an
impoverished woman’s financial problems. If this proposal is implemented, Facebook and Google are likely present surrogacy ads to female students and
young women suggesting that becoming a ‘surrogate’ would provide the solution to their financial worries. The most disadvantaged young women would
be the most vulnerable to this idea and it is doubtful it would ever truly be in her best interest.

Just as we protect disadvantaged people from the temptation of selling their kidneys for money, we need to protect disadvantaged women from the
temptation of renting their wombs. This means that advertising of surrogacy MUST remain banned.

Chapter 10: Children's Access to Information About Surrogacy Arrangements

51  Consultation Question 43: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, where the making of a parental order in respect of a child
born of a surrogacy arrangement has been recorded in the Parental Order Register, the child should be able to access his or her original birth
certificate at the age of 18. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

52  Consultation Question 44: We provisionally propose that where children are born of surrogacy arrangements that result in the intended
parents being recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of that certificate should make clear that the birth was the result of a
surrogacy arrangement. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended parents’ should be recorded as parents on the original
birth certificate. The birth mother should be recorded as the birth mother on the birth certificate and all decisions involving legal parenthood and
parental responsibility should be taken after the birth by a court or other competent authority, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration.
This is the recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx and has the aim of reducing
the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities.

However, if the ‘intended parents’ are recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of the certificate should make clear that the birth was the
result of a surrogacy arrangement.



53  Consultation Question 45: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the birth registration system in England and Wales requires reform
and, if so, which reforms they would like to see.

Please provide your views below:

I do not consider the birth registration system to be in need for reform. I am particularly opposed to changes to allow for the registration of three parents
or for anyone other than the birth mother to be recorded as the mother on the original birth certificate.

Such proposals could lead to the facilitation of the sale of children, an erosion of mothers’ rights and a diluting of the understanding that the relationship
between the birth mother and the child is unique.

54  Consultation Question 46: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has been the subject of a
parental order should be able to access all the documents contained in the court’s file for those parental order proceedings.Do consultees
agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

55  Consultation Question 47:

No

Please provide your views below:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy organisations. However, should surrogacy take place, it is
important that the children have access to information about their origins and these proposals seem generally sound, except that the information held
on gamete donors should also include identifying information – because otherwise it trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the right to
know her or his
genetic parentage.

56  Consultation Question 48: We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate and the intended
parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy
arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

I agree but with the proviso that all the information should be identifying – because otherwise it trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the
right to know her or his genetic parentage.

57  Consultation Question 49:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

I agree with (1) and (2) and believe there might be other circumstances where this is reasonable.

58  Consultation Question 50: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any provision for those born of a surrogacy
arrangement to make a request for information to disclose whether a person whom he or she is intending to marry, or with whom he or she
intends to enter into a civil partnership or intimate physical relationship, was carried by the same surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

YES, this should be possible.

59  Consultation Question 51:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Yes.



60  Consultation Question 52:

Please provide your views below:

Yes.

Please provide your views below:

Yes.

61  Consultation Question 53: For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether details of an
intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded in the register.

Please provide your views below:

Yes. The intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded in the register.

Chapter 11: Eligibility Criteria for a Parental Order

62  Consultation Question 54: We provisionally propose that the six month time limits in sections 54 and 54A of the HFEA 2008 for making a
parental order application should be abolished. Do consultees agree?

Please provide your views below:

No. The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain circumstances when this is in the best interests of the
child.

63  Consultation Question 55:

No

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s
wombs. An adoption order can be considered as an option when a parental order is not possible.

No

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s
wombs. An adoption order can be considered as an option when a parental order is not possible.

Chapter 12: Eligibility Criteria for Both a Parental Order and for the New Pathway

64  Consultation Question 56:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The ‘intended parents’ should be domiciled (and not simply habitually resident) in the UK
in order to avoid surrogacy tourism.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with opening up parental orders to ‘intended parents’ who are habitual residents but not domiciled in the UK – because of the risk
of surrogacy tourism.

65  Consultation Question 57:

Please provide your views below:

The qualifying categories of relationship should not be reformed or removed.

66  Consultation Question 58: We provisionally propose that to use the new pathway, intended parents should be required to make a
declaration in the surrogacy agreement that they intend for the child’s home to be with them. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide views below:



I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

67  Consultation Question 59:

Other

Please provide views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic link should be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical
necessity.’

Please provide views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and all other proposals that are likely to result in an increase in surrogacy. I therefore do
not believe that double donation should be permitted under the parental order pathway in domestic surrogacy arrangements.

Yes

Please provide views below:

68  Consultation Question 60: We provisionally propose that if the requirement for a genetic link is retained for domestic cases outside the
new pathway, the requirement should not apply, subject to medical necessity, if the court determines that the intended parents in good faith
began the surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway but were required to apply for a parental order. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

I fundamentally disagree with proposals to introduce the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic link should be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a
‘medical necessity.’

69  Consultation Question 61: We provisionally propose that if double donation is permitted only in cases of medical necessity, an exception
should be made to allow a parental order to be granted to a single parent without a genetic link where the intended parent’s former partner
provides gametes but the intended parents’ relationship breaks down before the grant of a parental order. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide views below:

I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’

70  Consultation Question 62:

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy and believe that it is a fundamental violation of women’s and children’s rights and that it should therefore be banned. I dispute that
surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’

Please provide your views below:

I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’

71  Consultation Question 63:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly oppose the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. However, I support the requirement in any surrogacy arrangements for the recording of the
identity of all genetic parents and the birth mother.

Please provide your views below:

While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, I support this condition for a parental order in the circumstances described in both (1) and (2).

Yes

Please provide your views below:

While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, if it happens, I support this provision.

72  Consultation Question 64:



No

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to surrogacy and would like to see it banned, because it is a violation of both women’s and children’s human rights.

Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good
health until the child reaches adulthood. Surrogacy is therefore particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. If surrogacy is to be opened up,
a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is imperative. This will make it clear that society does not condone older people entering a surrogacy
arrangement and will make it
less likely that older people will go ahead with such an arrangement and present the court with a fait accompli.

Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement
up to that age but not beyond. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be allowed, there should be a maximum age limit for ‘intended
parents’ and it should be 45.

Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good
health until the child reaches adulthood.

I am opposed to surrogacy per se, because it is a violation of both women’s and children’s human rights. However, it is particularly unethical when the
‘intended parents’ are old. I therefore consider that a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is important. This will make it clear that society does not
consider it acceptable for older people to enter into a surrogacy arrangement
and will make it less likely that they will.

Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement
up to that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully.

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be allowed, there should be a minimum age for ‘intended
parents’ and it should be much older than 18. I suggest that 25 would be more appropriate.

Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement
at that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. What kind of society would want 18-year olds to believe that it would be
reasonable for them to become ‘parents’ through a surrogacy arrangement – before they have taken even their first steps into independence and
adulthood?
P

73  Consultation Question 65:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to surrogacy per se and would like to see it banned, because I consider it a violation of both women’s and children’s human rights.

At 18 a woman is barely out of childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish herself as an adult. This means that she is particularly
vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There should be a significantly older minimum age for entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I suggest that
25 years would be more appropriate.
Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that
age limits are set very carefully.
What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy arrangement is a reasonable thing for them to be doing before they
have taken even their first steps into independence and adulthood?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to surrogacy per se and would like to see it banned, because I consider it a violation of both women’s and children’s human rights. 
 
At 18 a woman is barely out of childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish herself as an adult. This means that she is particularly 
vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There should be a significantly older minimum age for entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I suggest that 
25 years would be more appropriate. 
Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that 
age limits are set very carefully.



What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy arrangement is a reasonable thing for them to be doing before they
have taken even their first steps into independence and adulthood?

Chapter 13: Eligibility Criteria for the New Pathway

74  Consultation Question 66:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’

Please provide your views below:

75  Consultation Question 67:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’

76  Consultation Question 68: We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that the surrogate and the
intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect of the law and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is
signed. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’

77  Consultation Question 69:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’

78  Consultation Question 70: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the surrogate has previously given
birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’.

Society should not condone women who have never had a child of their own entering an arrangement to undergo pregnancy and childbirth for someone
else. It is impossible to understand what pregnancy and childbirth are like and how they will change you until or unless you have had that experience
yourself.

79  Consultation Question 71: We provisionally propose that there should not be a maximum number of surrogate pregnancies that a woman
can undertake as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’.

Society should not condone women undergoing multiple ‘surrogate’ pregnancies and childbirths. Even the Kennel Club recognises that female dogs
should not be allowed to undertake more than four pregnancies. It is abhorrent that female dogs have better protections than women would have under
this proposal.

Chapter 15: Payments to the Surrogate: Options for Reform



80  Consultation Question 72:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

81  Consultation Question 73:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

82  Consultation Question 74:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

83  Consultation Question 75:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

84  Consultation Question 76: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay their
surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or self-employed).

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

85  Consultation Question 77:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

86  Consultation Question 78:



Please provide your views below:

87  Consultation Question 79:

Please provide your views below:

It is absurd to propose that one could place a monetary value on the pain of adverse pregnancy outcomes. In putting a price tag on perineal tear for
example, some mothers report little pain or symptoms, others have profound ongoing fear of vaginal penetration, which can result in very significant
emotional and relationship difficulties. Infection may complicate healing, and some
women report long term sequelae from this, such as impaired wound healing.

Haematology conditions should also be considered. Blood loss, for example due to placental haemorrhage can be very significant, and potentially result
in emergency hysterectomy and blood transfusion to save the life of the mother. It is a fact that although blood is thoroughly screened in the UK there
still remains the potential for blood borne illnesses to be transmitted, and the fact that some of these may not have been identified yet by researchers is
also a real risk to a mother receiving transfusion. Persons who have had a blood transfusion are currently unable to donate blood themselves in the UK,
due to the risk of (vCJD) transmission. This is an indication of the gravity of receiving blood products.

No medical intervention is EVER risk free. Receiving multiple blood products in the context of Massive Transfusion Protocol (eg platelets, Fresh Frozen
Plasma, cryoprecipitate) only heightens those risks.

Conditions such as HELLP (Haemolysis, Elevated Liver enzymes, Low Platelets) can be fatal, and although the maternal mortality rate is low, it can have
significant sequelae, including renal failure potentially requiring dialysis, placental abruption (potentially fatal for mother and baby), permanent liver
damage and retinal detachment resulting in visual impairment.

Each of these conditions have long term consequences for a woman, psychologically, physically and emotionally, and may also affect her ability to return
to work or care for other children.

Also, the late complications of childbirth have been disregarded. Late consequences of childbirth can include vaginal or rectal prolapse, urinary and faecal
incontinence. Women who have had a C section may experience ongoing pain around the scar. Some sources quote this as affecting between 6 and 18
percent of women. These symptoms can be profoundly distressing, and may
take years to present (conversely, may present immediately).

How could we ensure that women suffering these complications are compensated? They are multifactorial, and risk increases with instrumented delivery
and parity. How would it be proposed to unpick the role of a surrogate pregnancy in causing these symptoms in relation to other risk factors, for example
parity, smoking history, personal medical history?

Psychiatric conditions are also absent from this list. Complications including depression and anxiety may be worsened by pregnancy. Other mental health
conditions such as post natal depression and post partum psychosis can be fatal, and impact on a woman’s health for many years to come. I’m quite
shocked that none of these conditions have been explicitly mentioned and it does make me wonder how the list of complications was created. I’d also like
to know what
level of haemorrhage would be considered “excessive”.

The wording of the question “should” be able to pay compensation is not the same as being mandated to do so. This potentially creates a situation where
some “luckier” women would receive compensation others would not.

All of the above illustrates the risks of surrogacy and confirms my support for a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

88  Consultation Question 80: We invite consultees' views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay compensation to the
surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for
the surrogate.



Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

89  Consultation Question 81:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

90  Consultation Question 82:

It should be possible for the intended parents to agree to pay a woman for the service of undertaking a surrogacy.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

Please provide any views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

91  Consultation Question 83:

Please provide views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against 
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor 
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.



I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

92  Consultation Question 84: We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to surrogates should be the
same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. Do consultees
agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

93  Consultation Question 85: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have not discussed which
they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

94  Consultation Question 86: We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that intended parents should
be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against
which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

95  Consultation Question 87:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to the new pathway and opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, commodifies children, and
risks the sale of children, against which there is an international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and
children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor
women to engage in surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the
birth mother above actual essential costs, backed up by receipts.

96  Consultation Question 88:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The idea that a ‘surrogacy agreement’ could place restrictions on the birth mother’s
lifestyle is utterly abhorrent.



Chapter 16: International Surrogacy Arrangements

97  Consultation Question 89: We invite overseas surrogates (or bodies representing or advocating for surrogates) to share with us their
experiences of international surrogacy arrangements.

Please provide your views below:

98  Consultation Question 90: We invite organisations focused on children’s rights and welfare in the international context to share with us
their views on our proposed reforms and consultation questions in this chapter.

Please provide your views below:

99  Consultation Question 91: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of their experience of applying to register a child born through
an international surrogacy arrangement as a British citizen and obtaining a passport for the child. In particular, we would be interested to hear
how long the application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have about causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

100  Consultation Question 92: We provisionally propose that it should be possible for a file to be opened, and the application process for
obtaining registration of a child born from an international surrogacy arrangement and obtaining a passport to begin, prior to the birth of the
child.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a passport in international surrogacy arrangements appears
to contradict the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations in https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx that are designed to
protect against the selling and trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly disagree with this
proposal.

101  Consultation Question 93: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of applying for a visa for a
child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In particular, we would be interested to hear how long the application took after
the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

102  Consultation Question 94:

No

Please provide your views below:

Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a passport in international surrogacy arrangements appears
to contradict the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations in https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx that are designed to
protect against the selling and trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly disagree with this
proposal.

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child.

103  Consultation Question 95:We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process for applying for a EU
Uniform Format Form in respect of a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement, before the child is born. The application will
need to be completed after the birth of the child.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:



Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for an EU Uniform Format Form for the child before she or he is born in international
surrogacy arrangements appears to contradict the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations in
https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx that are designed to protect against the selling and trafficking of children and the
protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly disagree with this proposal.

104  Consultation Question 96: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of applying for a EU Uniform
Format Form for a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In particular we would be interested to hear how long the
application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

105  Consultation Question 97: We provisionally propose that the UK Government should provide a single, comprehensive guide for intended
parents explaining the nationality and immigration consequences of having a child through an international surrogacy arrangement. Do
consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

I agree with such a guide, but would like to see it explaining the reasons why surrogacy is a violation of the human rights of women and children and all
the other ways in which it is possible for people to enjoy children in their lives.

106  Consultation Question 98: We provisionally propose that international surrogacy arrangements should not be eligible for the new
pathway to parenthood.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

107  Consultation Question 99:

No

Please provide your views below:

I do not see how this proposal for such a blanket power would align with the UN Special Rapporteur’s key recommendations in
https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx and the Hague Convention on the Protection of Children and Cooperation in respect of
Intercountry Adoption of 1993. The latter requires the birth mother to have legal parenthood and parental responsibility when the child is born and that
her
consent to giving up the child must be given AFTER the child's birth and that the transfer of ‘parenthood’ should be overseen by the courts or a competent
authority on an individual case by case basis, with the best interests of the child being the paramount consideration. This is an important safeguard
against the sale of children and for the protection of the birth mother and I believe it should apply equally to international surrogacy arrangements. I
therefore strongly
disagree with this proposal.

108  Consultation Question 100:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Restrictions and checks MUST be in place to protect the child and the birth mother from trafficking and exploitation. The process should include the same
checks as would be used in an international adoption.

Chapter 17: Miscellaneous Issues

109  Consultation Question 101: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current application of the law on statutory paternity leave, and
statutory paternity pay, to the situation of the surrogate’s spouse, civil partner or partner requires reform.

Please provide your views below:

I do not believe this needs changing

110  Consultation Question 102: We provisionally propose that provision for maternity allowance should be made in respect of intended
parents, and that any such provision should be limited so that only one intended parent qualifies. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:



111  Consultation Question 103:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a human rights abuse of both women and children.

112  Consultation Question 104: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the duty of employers to provide suitable facilities for any person at
work who is a pregnant woman or nursing mother to rest under Regulation 25 of the Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations 1992
is sufficient to include intended parents in a surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a human rights abuse of both women and children.

113  Consultation Question 105: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are further issues in relation to employment rights and
surrogacy arrangements and, if so, any suggestions for reform.

Please provude your views below:

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a human rights abuse of both women and children.

114  Consultation Question 106: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they believe any reforms in relation to surrogacy and succession
law are required.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a human rights abuse of both women and children.

115  Consultation Question 107:

Please provide your views below:

It is important that all health and care professionals are aware that surrogacy agreements are not legally binding and that ‘intended parents’ have no legal
right to override the birth mother’s wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or medical and health care, including during pregnancy, labour and
childbirth. Even if she has previously agreed to them sharing decisions and being informed on these matters, she can withdraw her consent at any time
for any or no reason. All professionals involved in her care are duty-bound to comply with her wishes.

All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or
more persons, including her spouse or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be present in so-called
altruistic surrogacy arrangements.

Surrogacy arrangements place additional and complicated pressures on healthcare staff and this could reduce the standard of impartial care given to
birth mothers and new-borns – especially when the ‘intended parents’ are entitled, rich or of high status. This itself is a valid reason to be extremely
cautious about making changes that will increase the numbers of surrogacy births.

It is generally recognised that egg donation and IVF pregnancies carry additional health risks. As most surrogacy pregnancies involve IVF, any increase in
surrogacy is likely to lead to additional pressure on the NHS.

Adoption research suggests that the separation of the new-born and the birth mother has longterm negative effects on the well-being of both of them.
This is likely to be the same for birth mothers and babies in surrogacy arrangements and so can be expected to place additional long-term pressures on
the NHS and society as a whole. This has not been considered and there are no questions about this.

An increase in surrogacy will require an increase in egg donation, which is a risky procedure that can have a long-term negative impact on the woman’s
health, including premature death. Ethical issues abound. Young women might be coerced by financial pressures to donate eggs when this isn’t in their
best interests and there are worries about eugenics – where egg donors are selected on the basis of blonde hair, blue eyes and stereotypical measures of
‘attractiveness’ for example.

The law commissioners do not appear to have considered the likely impact of any of these issues. There is no question about people’s thoughts about the
NHS picking up the tab for the extra costs involved in surrogacy and whether this affects their opinions on surrogacy itself. There appears to have been
no evaluation of the size of the additional costs to the NHS and society.

At a time when the NHS is under severe strain, and life changing therapies (for cancer, cystic fibrosis etc) are not funded due to financial constraints it is a
slap in the face to provide money for prospective parents to indulge their parenting fantasies while denying patients access to drugs which are standard
for care in other counties.

Please provide your views below:

The guidance should be revised to clarify that surrogacy agreements are not legally binding and that the birth mother has the right to change her mind at 
any time, for any or no reason. 



Healthcare professionals must accept that her wishes are paramount and that the ‘intended parents’ have no legal right to override her wishes or
decisions in regards to her lifestyle or medical and health care, including during pregnancy, labour, childbirth and the postpartum period. 
 
All healthcare professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or more
persons, including her spouse or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be present in so-called altruistic
surrogacy arrangements. 
 
The guidance should make it clear that healthcare professionals should be even more alert than normal to the possibility that she is being coerced and to
ensure that they can speak to her alone, including during labour, and that if she changes her mind about who is present in consultations, and the labour
ward/delivery suite, they must respect her wishes.

Please provide your views below:

It is important that midwifery practice always prioritises the wishes of the birth mother and the wellbeing of herself and the child.

116  Consultation Question 108: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other legal issues in relation to surrogacy, not
covered in this Consultation Paper, that merit examination.

Please provide your views below:

It is of considerable concern that the law commissioners appear to have given no consideration to the significant risk that women will be coerced into
agreeing to participate in surrogacy arrangements for someone else’s benefit. This can be true in ‘altruistic’ surrogacy but is even more likely if substantial
payments are involved.

It is well-known that women and girls are groomed and/or coerced into prostitution by partners and ‘boyfriends’ who act as their pimp and take all or
much of their earnings. This is a major route by which many women enter prostitution and is a major factor in preventing their exit. There is no reason to
expect that the same dynamics will not occur in relation to surrogacy if it
is opened up and provides opportunities to make significant amounts of money.

If the law commissioners’ proposals are enacted, there must therefore also be legislation that prohibits coercing a woman into a surrogacy arrangement.
This should be a criminal offence and carry a hefty penalty – in recognition that it is a human rights violation and so that it acts as a deterrent. That such a
law would be difficult to enforce just adds to the arguments for why paid surrogacy is a bad idea – and especially for women.

It would be far better to simply ban all surrogacy arrangements – or at the very least any payments beyond basic and essential expenses backed by
receipts and overseen by a judge.

Chapter 18: Impact

117  Consultation Question 109:

Please insert the year of birth here:

Not Answered

If international, in which country did the arrangement take place?:

Not Answered

Not Answered

118  Consultation Question 110:

Not Answered

Not Answered

Not Answered

Please provide the cost of any legal advice or representation below:

119  Consultation Question 111: We invite consultees’ views as to the impact (social, emotional, financial or otherwise) of the current law
where the intended parents are not the legal parents from birth of the child born of the surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

It seems that before the law commissioners designed this consultation, they had already decided that surrogacy is a positive thing and so legislation 
should enable it. This may be explained by a limited ‘pre-consultation’ mainly focusing on people who already had a vested interest in surrogacy – 
‘intended parents,’ women who claim to have had a positive experience of surrogacy, and lawyers and other organisations who stand to make money 
from commercial surrogacy if it is given the green light. 
 
It seems that the law commissioners did not consider women as a group to be key stakeholders in this endeavour. This is a major error, because just as



all women are affected by the institution of prostitution, so all women will be affected by any opening up of commercial surrogacy in this country. 
 
It could even be argued that one of the key drivers of commercial surrogacy is a desire by men to break the legal and cultural recognition of the unique
bond between birth mother and child – and indeed the proposals to make the ‘intended parents’ the legal parents from the moment of birth are a major
step in this direction, and are likely to have a significant impact down the line – potentially affecting the status of all women. 
 
Paid surrogacy opens up enormous potential for abuse and risks spouses, partners and other family members coercing a woman into engaging in
commercial surrogacy for their (and not her) financial benefit. This will be a potential risk for thousands of women, which appears to have been
completely overlooked by the law commissioners. 
 
UK and Scottish Law Commissions are obliged to comply with the Public Sector Equality Duty (PSED) when carrying out public functions, such as this
consultation. There doesn’t appear to be any evidence they have done so, because they have not provided their equality considerations and impact
assessments. As surrogacy has a very different impact on women and children than on adult males, I believe the law commissioners are in breach of
equality 
legislation. 
 
The Equality and Human Rights Commission describes the obligations under the PSED to have due regard to the need to: 
 
 Eliminate unlawful discrimination, harassment and victimisation and other conduct prohibited by the Act. 
 Advance equality of opportunity between people who share a protected characteristic and those who do not. 
 Foster good relations between people who share a protected characteristic and those who do not. 
 
There are many ways in which opening up surrogacy in the UK is likely to worsen women’s position relative to men’s, and the relationship between the
sexes. Any loosening of the laws around surrogacy could therefore be considered discriminatory. Surrogacy is also likely to have an impact on the
relations between the different generations. Imagine the rage that young people may feel when they discover that their ‘parents’ not only bought them
but took advantage of their birth mothers. 
 
It is of major concern that the law commissioners’ ethical arguments hinge on ideas that are not based on any recognised human rights instruments –
such as the idea that ‘procreative liberty’ confers some kind of human right to surrogacy and the idea that a woman has a human right to be a ‘surrogate.’
These arguments do not hold up to scrutiny and have been clearly rejected by 
the UN Special Rapporteur. (https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx) 
 
It is shocking that the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ violate many of the recommendations of the UN Special Rapporteur that are designed to guard
against the sale of children and the exploitation of birth mothers, including: 
 
 The birth mother must be accorded the status of legal mother at birth, and must be under no contractual or legal obligation to participate in the legal or
physical transfer of the child. 
 All payments to the birth mother must be made before the legal and physical transfer of the child and must be non-reimbursable – even if she decides
not to relinquish the child. 
 The birth mother’s choice to transfer the child “must be a gratuitous act, based on her own post-birth intentions, rather than on any legal or contractual
obligation.” 
 Pre-conception checks, while encouraged, cannot take the place of appropriate welfare checks after the birth of the child. 
 Decisions about parentage and parental responsibility must be made by a court or other competent authority on an individual basis after the birth with
the best interests of the child being paramount. 
 
The consultation is confusing and it does not conform to the government’s consultation guidelines. There are too many questions, they are too detailed
and do not ask the important high-level questions – such as whether you think surrogacy can ever be ethical, etc. 
 
For all these reasons, the law commissioners should go back to the drawing board and start again from the position of women’s and children’s human
rights. If it is found that there is no way to liberalise surrogacy law that is compliant with obligations under international treaties such as CEDAW and the
UNCRC and its first optional protocol, then the law must not be liberalised.

120  Consultation Question 112:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

121  Consultation Question 113:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

122  Consultation Question 114:

Please provide your views below:

123  Consultation Question 115:



Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

124  Consultation Question 116:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

125  Consultation Question 117: We invite consultees’ views as to the specific impact of our proposals in Northern Ireland.

Please provide your views below:

126  Consultation Question 118: We invite consultees’ views as to any other impact that we have not specifically addressed in this chapter, or
the preceding chapters, of this Consultation Paper.

Please provide your views below:
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Surrogacy Consultation Questions081019 

Email the completed document to surrogacy@lawcommission.gov.uk before the deadline 
of 11 October 2019. 

ABOUT YOU 

1. What is your name? 
Name (Required) 

 
 
2. If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a 
university), what is the name of your organisation? 
 
 
3. Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your 
organisation? 

• This is a personal response 

 
4. If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best 
describes you? 

 
• Other individual 

5. What is your email address? 
Email address:  

 
 
If you enter your email address then you will automatically receive an acknowledgement email 
when you submit your response. 

6. What is your telephone number? 
Telephone number:  
7. If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be 
treated as confidential, please explain to us why you regard the information as confidential. 
As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your explanation but cannot 
give an assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances. 
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Consultation Question 1. 
1.1 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in England and Wales:  

(1) all international surrogacy arrangements should continue to be automatically 
allocated to a judge of the High Court; and 

YES 
 

Paragraph 6.42 

 

Consultation Question 2. 
1.2 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in respect of England and Wales  

(1) domestic surrogacy cases which continue to require a post-birth parental order 
should continue to be heard by lay justices, or whether they should be allocated to another 
level of the judiciary; and 

(2) If consultees consider that such cases should be allocated to another level of the 
judiciary, which level of the judiciary would be appropriate. 

All surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale and trafficking of children and the 
exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights issues of the utmost seriousness and so 
the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. For this reason these 
cases should NOT be heard by a lay judge but rather by a senior judge, e.g. ticketed to circuit 
judges or higher. 

Paragraph 6.51 
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Consultation Question 5. 
1.3 We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the FPR 2010 

should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the 
proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise.  

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 6.72 

 

 
 

 

 



Response ID ANON-2V7F-Y8TN-R

Submitted to The Law Commissions' Consultation on Surrogacy
Submitted on 2019-10-07 23:14:58

About you

1  What is your name?

Name:

2  If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a university), what is the name of your organisation?

Enter the name of your organisation:

Surrogacy UK

3  Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your organisation?

This is a personal response

If other, please provide details:

4  If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best describes you?

Surrogate

5  What is your email address?

Email address:

6  What is your telephone number?

Telephone number:

7  If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be treated as confidential, please explain to us why you
regard the information as confidential. As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your explanation but cannot give an
assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances.

Please explain why you wish the information that you will provide to us to be treated as confidential:

n/a

Chapter 6: The parental order procedure

8  Consultation Question 1:

No

Please provide your views below:

This assumes an additional level of risk/cost/complexity that doesnt exist.

Please provide your views below:

I dont know what a circuit judge is

9  Consultation Question 2:

Please provide your views below:

dont know enough about the legal system to answer this

10  Consultation Question 3: We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the current allocation
rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation Questions 1 and 2.

Please provide your views below:



11  Consultation Question 4:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

12  Consultation Question 5: We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the Family Procedure Rules 2010
should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise.
Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

13  Consultation Question 6:

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 8: Legal Parenthood: Proposals for Reform - A New Pathway

14  Consultation Question 7:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I think the new pathway is great with the exception of the safeguards which I feel are unnecessary specifically where the surrogate and intended parents
are members of Surrogacy UK as we already have sufficient safeguards in place. I also think the safeguards add additional cost for intended parents to a
process which is already extremely costly.

15  Consultation Question 8:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

100 years; or

Please provide your views below:

16  Consultation Question 9: We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes should apply to
traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated surrogacy organisation is involved.Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

17  Consultation Question 10: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a traditional, domestic
surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from entering into the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

yes - a child should be able to access information about their genetic origins

18  Consultation Question 11:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes, but who is the body responsible for the regulation of surrogacy?

19  Consultation Question 12:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

20  Consultation Question 13:

No



Please provide your views below:

Wouldnt medical staff be in a better position to provide such an assurance? The intended parents are not independent/unbiased parties and are not
necessarily professionally suited to making such an assessment of the surrogates state of mind.

21  Consultation Question 14:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I agree with 1 and 3, but not 2, clinics only care about making babies and making money, there is no incentive for them to care that the proceedure is
followed unless they are audited or regulated on whether they have made the necessary enquiries. Surrogacy Organisations (Surrogacy UK) care very
much about procedure having been followed correctly but they do not have the resources as they are a non-profit organisation.

22  Consultation Question 15:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

No

Please share your views below:

23  Consultation Question 16:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

24  Consultation Question 17: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, where the child dies
before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents
before the expiry of the period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a declaration to the
effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the birth.Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

25  Consultation Question 18: For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether, where the surrogate
dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during which she can exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the
new pathway and the intended parents should be required to make an application for a parental order.

Please provide your views below:

Agree

26  Consultation Question 19:

Other

Please provide your views below:

Don't know, this is too difficult to answer. As a surrogate I would feel a duty of care to any child I brought into the world. I wouldnt necessarily have any
knowledge of the people named as guardians in the intended parents wills and I would want to feel certain they would take good care of the child. The
best solution to this one for me would be to delay the legal parenthood question by defaulting this situation to the old pathway.

Please provide your views below:

Don't know, this is too difficult to answer. As a surrogate I would feel a duty of care to any child I brought into the world. I wouldnt necessarily have any
knowledge of the people named as guardians in the intended parents wills and I would want to feel certain they would take good care of the child. The
best solution to this one for me would be to delay the legal parenthood question by defaulting this situation to the old pathway.

27  Consultation Question 20:

Not Answered



Please provide your views below:

28  Consultation Question 21: We invite consultees’ views as to: (1) a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases;
and (2) how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this model.

Please provide your views below:

29  Consultation Question 22:

Please provide your views below:

30  Consultation Question 23:

Please provide your views below:

31  Consultation Question 24:

Please provide your views below:

32  Consultation Question 25: We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be amended to add the
intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section 8 order without leave.

Please provide your views below:

33  Consultation Question 26:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

34  Consultation Question 27:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

35  Consultation Question 28: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the surrogate should retain
parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right
to object, assuming that she does not exercise her right to object.Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

36  Consultation Question 29:

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 9: The Regulation of Surrogacy Arrangements

37  Consultation Question 30: We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the scope of the new
pathway.Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

38  Consultation Question 31: We invite the views of independent surrogates, and intended parents who have used independent surrogacy
arrangements, to tell us about their experience. In particular, we would be interested to hear about any health screening, counselling and
legal advice that took place.

Please provide your views below:

39  Consultation Question 32:

Please provide your views below:

No I dont think they should

Please provide your views below:



40  Consultation Question 33:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

41  Consultation Question 34:

representing the organisation to, and liaising with, the regulator;, managing the regulated surrogacy organisation with sufficient care, competence and
skill;, ensuring the compliance of the organisation with relevant law and regulation, including the creation, maintenance and operation of necessary
policies and procedures;, training any staff, including that of the person responsible; and, providing data to the regulator and to such other person as
required by law.

Please provide your views below:

I think the key responsibility of the regulator should be to ensure that any surrogacy organisation isnt taking advantage of surrogates or intended parents
and is acting in accordance with altruistic surrogacy principles with a duty of care to all parties

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

42  Consultation Question 35: We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit making bodies. Do
consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

This is key to maintaining the spirit of altruistic surrogacy in the UK. If it was not altruistic I would not have done it. If Surrogacy UK stood to make a profit
from my altruistic act I would not have joined, no way.

43  Consultation Question 36: We invite consultees’ views as to what should be included in the definition of matching and facilitation services.

Please provide your views below:

44  Consultation Question 37: We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer matching and
facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

45  Consultation Question 37: We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer
matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

yes

46  Consultation Question 38: We invite consultees’ views as to the sanctions that should be available against organisations that offer
matching and facilitation services without being regulated to do so, and whether these should be criminal, civil or regulatory.

Please provide your views below:

It should be criminal - there are all kinds of ill motivated individuals who could be seeking to take advantage of the good will of surrogates and/or the
desperation of intended parents to have a family. These individuals should be subject to criminal investigation/sanctions.

47  Consultation Question 39: We provisionally propose that the remit of the Human Fertilisation and Embryology Authority be expanded to
include the regulation of regulated surrogacy organisations, and oversight of compliance with the proposed legal requirements for the new
pathway to legal parenthood. Do consultees agree?

No



Please provide your views below:

They regulate IVF clinics and have no understanding of traditional surrogacy. My fear would be that they try and medicalise all surrogacy arrangements
including traditional surrogacy.

Please provide your views below:

I dont agree

48  Consultation Question 40: We provisionally propose that surrogacy agreements should remain unenforceable (subject to the exception we
provisionally propose in Consultation Question 88 in relation to financial terms). Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Definitely - this is very important

49  Consultation Question 41: We provisionally propose that there should be no prohibition against charging for negotiating, facilitating and
advising on surrogacy arrangements. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

This is not in the spirit of altruistic surrogacy. Surrogacy organisations should be able to chrge sufficient membership costs to cover their outgoings
without profit. Lawyers should not be allowed or encouraged to cash in on surrogacy. It hasnt been necessary up to this point, what is the need to allow
people to charge for this?

50  Consultation Question 42: We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy should be removed, with
the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything that can lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. Do
consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

Surrogates should not be allowed to advertise, it goes too far towards surrogacy becoming a commercial enterprise - which in my view it is important for
it not to be

Chapter 10: Children's Access to Information About Surrogacy Arrangements

51  Consultation Question 43: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, where the making of a parental order in respect of a child
born of a surrogacy arrangement has been recorded in the Parental Order Register, the child should be able to access his or her original birth
certificate at the age of 18. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

52  Consultation Question 44: We provisionally propose that where children are born of surrogacy arrangements that result in the intended
parents being recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of that certificate should make clear that the birth was the result of a
surrogacy arrangement. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

53  Consultation Question 45: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the birth registration system in England and Wales requires reform
and, if so, which reforms they would like to see.

Please provide your views below:

Yes it needs to account for same sex coupes and single parents

54  Consultation Question 46: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has been the subject of a
parental order should be able to access all the documents contained in the court’s file for those parental order proceedings.Do consultees
agree?

Yes



Please provide your views below:

55  Consultation Question 47:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

56  Consultation Question 48: We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate and the intended
parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy
arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

57  Consultation Question 49:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

58  Consultation Question 50: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any provision for those born of a surrogacy
arrangement to make a request for information to disclose whether a person whom he or she is intending to marry, or with whom he or she
intends to enter into a civil partnership or intimate physical relationship, was carried by the same surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

59  Consultation Question 51:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

60  Consultation Question 52:

Please provide your views below:

yes

Please provide your views below:

yes

61  Consultation Question 53: For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether details of an
intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded in the register.

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 11: Eligibility Criteria for a Parental Order

62  Consultation Question 54: We provisionally propose that the six month time limits in sections 54 and 54A of the HFEA 2008 for making a
parental order application should be abolished. Do consultees agree?

Please provide your views below:

63  Consultation Question 55:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:



Chapter 12: Eligibility Criteria for Both a Parental Order and for the New Pathway

64  Consultation Question 56:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

65  Consultation Question 57:

Please provide your views below:

66  Consultation Question 58: We provisionally propose that to use the new pathway, intended parents should be required to make a
declaration in the surrogacy agreement that they intend for the child’s home to be with them. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide views below:

67  Consultation Question 59:

Yes

Please provide views below:

Please provide views below:

Not Answered

Please provide views below:

68  Consultation Question 60: We provisionally propose that if the requirement for a genetic link is retained for domestic cases outside the
new pathway, the requirement should not apply, subject to medical necessity, if the court determines that the intended parents in good faith
began the surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway but were required to apply for a parental order. Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

69  Consultation Question 61: We provisionally propose that if double donation is permitted only in cases of medical necessity, an exception
should be made to allow a parental order to be granted to a single parent without a genetic link where the intended parent’s former partner
provides gametes but the intended parents’ relationship breaks down before the grant of a parental order. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide views below:

70  Consultation Question 62:

Please provide your views below:

yes to both

Please provide your views below:

71  Consultation Question 63:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

72  Consultation Question 64:

Yes



Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Any age selected will be potentially unfair to some people as it will make assumptions about the parents capability based on their age. However, I do
think there is some sense in making these generalisations for the welfare of children born. If there were to be an age limit, I think 55 is fair.

Yes

Please provide your views below:

73  Consultation Question 65:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 13: Eligibility Criteria for the New Pathway

74  Consultation Question 66:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

75  Consultation Question 67:

No

Please provide your views below:

There should be a recommendation not a requirement. I didnt have counselling and at no time felt the need for it. Forcing people to have counselling
creates resentment and negates any potential benefit. It also adds cost to an already costly process.

76  Consultation Question 68: We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that the surrogate and the
intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect of the law and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is
signed. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

Absolutely not. I had no legal advice and felt no need for any. Again this should be a recommendation not a requirement. It would add to the cost of an
alreasdy costly process. The intention here is good, but the reality in my view is this creates an opportunity for financial exploitation by layers hoping to
cash in on people who are unable to conceive without the help of a surrogate.

77  Consultation Question 69:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

78  Consultation Question 70: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the surrogate has previously given
birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

No absolutely not. I am a childless surrogate. I have suffered no adverse effects and have been delighted to have been able to give the gift of life to
people who can not conceive without the help of a surrogate. Please do not assume that people like me need additional legal intervention in the parental
order process. Also what would be the reason for this? How can you judge childless surrogates as requiring extra legal intervention? On what basis would
you be making this assumption?

79  Consultation Question 71: We provisionally propose that there should not be a maximum number of surrogate pregnancies that a woman
can undertake as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.Do consultees agree?



Yes

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 15: Payments to the Surrogate: Options for Reform

80  Consultation Question 72:

based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, but without the need for production of receipts; or

Please provide your views below:

81  Consultation Question 73:

Please provide your views below:

1 - yes

82  Consultation Question 74:

Please provide your views below:

1 - yes

83  Consultation Question 75:

Please provide your views below:

1 - yes

84  Consultation Question 76: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay their
surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or self-employed).

Please provide your views below:

yes

85  Consultation Question 77:

Please provide your views below:

1 - yes
2 - yes

86  Consultation Question 78:

Please provide your views below:

no experience

87  Consultation Question 79:

Please provide your views below:

no, they should only have to pay costs not compensation. A surrogate enters into the agreement knowing that any or all of the above could happen

Please provide your views below:

no

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

88  Consultation Question 80: We invite consultees' views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay compensation to the
surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for
the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

no



89  Consultation Question 81:

Please provide your views below:

1- yes
2 - yes definitely - this should be limited

90  Consultation Question 82:

It should not be possible for the intended parents to agree to pay a woman for the service of undertaking a surrogacy.

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide any views below:

91  Consultation Question 83:

Please provide views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

92  Consultation Question 84: We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to surrogates should be the
same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. Do consultees
agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

93  Consultation Question 85: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have not discussed which
they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

94  Consultation Question 86: We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that intended parents should
be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

I would be really sad to see any movement towards commercial surrogacy. What we have in the UK is very special and should not slide away from the
ethos of altruism.

95  Consultation Question 87:

Please provide your views below:

96  Consultation Question 88:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 17: Miscellaneous Issues

109  Consultation Question 101: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current application of the law on statutory paternity leave, and
statutory paternity pay, to the situation of the surrogate’s spouse, civil partner or partner requires reform.

Please provide your views below:

Yes, they should be allowed time off to help look after the surrogate and or their children if she requires bed rest, for example, following childbirth



110  Consultation Question 102: We provisionally propose that provision for maternity allowance should be made in respect of intended
parents, and that any such provision should be limited so that only one intended parent qualifies. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

111  Consultation Question 103:

Please provide your views below:

1 - yes

112  Consultation Question 104: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the duty of employers to provide suitable facilities for any person at
work who is a pregnant woman or nursing mother to rest under Regulation 25 of the Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations 1992
is sufficient to include intended parents in a surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

113  Consultation Question 105: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are further issues in relation to employment rights and
surrogacy arrangements and, if so, any suggestions for reform.

Please provude your views below:

114  Consultation Question 106: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they believe any reforms in relation to surrogacy and succession
law are required.

Please provide your views below:

115  Consultation Question 107:

Please provide your views below:

yes - health services are hugely variable in the way they deal with surrogacy arrangements. Some are good others less so, but there is a total lack of
consistency. E.g some hospitals have a surrogacy policy, some do not. Some hospitals automatically allocate surrogates to a 'safeguarding' midwife which
implies there are additional concerns about the welfare of the surrogate or the unborn child in these circumstances - this feels horrible.

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

on the whole I have found midwives to be amazing and very sensitive to the issues presented by a surrogacy arrangement. I think midwives should offer
surrogates appointments without the intended parents, perhaps one solo appointment at some stage of the pregnancy just to ensure that the intended
parents are respecting the surrogates wishes in pregnancy and in birth planning.

116  Consultation Question 108: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other legal issues in relation to surrogacy, not
covered in this Consultation Paper, that merit examination.

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 18: Impact

117  Consultation Question 109:

Please insert the year of birth here:

Not Answered

If international, in which country did the arrangement take place?:

Not Answered

Not Answered

118  Consultation Question 110:

Not Answered

Not Answered

Not Answered



Please provide the cost of any legal advice or representation below:

119  Consultation Question 111: We invite consultees’ views as to the impact (social, emotional, financial or otherwise) of the current law
where the intended parents are not the legal parents from birth of the child born of the surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

120  Consultation Question 112:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

121  Consultation Question 113:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

122  Consultation Question 114:

Please provide your views below:

123  Consultation Question 115:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

I wouldnt enter into another surrogacy agreement if payment for anything other than direct costs/expenses of having been a surrogate were allowed. I
do not want to see surrogacy become commercial in this country. Altruistic surrogacy is amazing, lets kee it special.

I woulnt want to enter into a surrogacy agreement if counselling and legal advice was a requirement under the new pathway. I dont feel either are
necessary and should only be recommended not required. I think these additional costs could make surrogacy prohibitively expensive for some intended
patents.

124  Consultation Question 116:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

125  Consultation Question 117: We invite consultees’ views as to the specific impact of our proposals in Northern Ireland.

Please provide your views below:

126  Consultation Question 118: We invite consultees’ views as to any other impact that we have not specifically addressed in this chapter, or
the preceding chapters, of this Consultation Paper.

Please provide your views below:
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Surrogacy Consultation Questions 

Email the completed document to surrogacy@lawcommission.gov.uk before the deadline 
of 11 October 2019. 

ABOUT YOU 
1. What is your name? 
Name (Required) 
 

 
 
2. If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a 
university), what is the name of your organisation? 
 
 
3. Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your 
organisation? 
(Required – Choose one response) 

• This is a personal response xxx 
• This is a response on behalf of an organisation 
• Other 

If other, please provide details: 
 
 
4. If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best 
describes you? 
(Choose one response) 

• Surrogate 
• Intended parent 
• Person born of a surrogacy arrangement 
• Family member of a surrogate 
• Family member of an intended parent 
• Legal practitioner 
• Medical practitioner or counsellor 
• Social worker 
• Academic 
• Other individual xxxx 

5. What is your email address? 
Email address: 

 
 
If you enter your email address then you will automatically receive an acknowledgement email 
when you submit your response. 
6. What is your telephone number? 
Telephone number: 
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7. If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be 
treated as confidential, please explain to us why you regard the information as confidential. 
As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your explanation but cannot 
give an assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances. 
 
 
 
 

 

Consultation Question 1. 
1.1 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in England and Wales: 

(1) all international surrogacy arrangements should continue to be automatically 
allocated to a judge of the High Court; and 

YES 
 
International surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale, abuse and trafficking of 
children and the exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights issues of the utmost 
seriousness and so the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. For 
this reason these cases should continue to be heard by a judge of the High Court. 

 
(2) if international surrogacy arrangements are not automatically allocated to a judge of 

the High Court, circuit judges should be ticketed to hear such cases. 
Paragraph 6.42 

 

Consultation Question 2. 
1.2 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in respect of England and Wales 

(1) domestic surrogacy cases which continue to require a post-birth parental order 
should continue to be heard by lay justices, or whether they should be allocated to another 
level of the judiciary; and 
(2) If consultees consider that such cases should be allocated to another level of the 
judiciary, which level of the judiciary would be appropriate. 

All surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale and trafficking of children and the 
exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights issues of the utmost seriousness and so the 
arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. For this reason these 
cases should NOT be heard by a lay judge but rather by a senior judge, e.g. ticketed to circuit 
judges or higher. 

Paragraph 6.51 
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Consultation Question 3. 
1.3 We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the 

current allocation rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation 
Questions 1 and 2. 

 
Paragraph 6.53 

 

Consultation Question 4. 
1.4 We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, the court should be placed under a 

duty to consider whether to make an order awarding the intended parents parental 
responsibility at the first directions hearing in the proceedings. 
Do consultees agree? 
(Note that this provisional proposal would be necessary only if our provisional proposal in 
Chapter 8 that all intended parents (whether in the new pathway or not) automatically 
acquire parental responsibility if the child is living with or being cared for by them is not 
supported by consultees). 

NO 
 
The UN Special Rapporteur recommends* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent 
authority AFTER the birth and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration. 
Nothing about the transfer of parental responsibility should be automatic and all options should be 
open. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 6.58 
 

Consultation Question 5. 
1.5 We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the FPR 2010 

should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the 
proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise. 
Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 6.72 
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Consultation Question 6. 
1.6 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they are of the view that, in Scotland: 

(1) there is a need for greater consistency and clarity in provisions relating to the 
expenses of curators ad litem and reporting officers and, if so, how this should be 
addressed;   

(2) it should be provided by statute that, at the initial hearing or any subsequent hearing 
for a parental order, the court may make any such interim order or orders for parental 
responsibilities and parental rights as it sees fit; and/or 

(3) further procedural reform is needed and, if so, what that reform should be. 
 

Paragraph 6.110 
 

Consultation Question 7. 
1.7 In respect of a domestic surrogacy arrangement, we provisionally propose that, before the 

child is conceived, where the intended parents and surrogate have: 
(1) entered into an agreement including the prescribed information, which will include a 

statement as to legal parenthood on birth, 
(2) complied with procedural safeguards for the agreement, and 
(3) met eligibility requirements, 
on the birth of the child the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child, 
subject to the surrogate’s right to object. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I vehemently disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s key 
recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the Protection of Children and Cooperation in 
respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. These require the birth mother to have legal parenthood 
and parental responsibility when the child is born and that her consent to giving up the child must 
be freely given AFTER the child's birth. I believe that this important safeguard against the sale of 
children and the exploitation of birth mothers should apply equally to surrogacy arrangements, in 
both an international and a domestic context. 
 
This proposal would set a very dangerous precedent for all women, all mothers, all children and 
all of the implications need to be fully understood. There is no evidence in the consultation paper 
that the law commissioners have considered these more general implications fully, if at all. 
 
I understand that the proposal to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ legal parenthood at 
birth is based on (or justif ied by) in part at least the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ 
mothers prior to the consultation. I do not agree that these claimed wishes alone justify measures 
that contravene the recommendations of the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the 
Hague Convention that are designed to reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and 
to protect birth mothers. 
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Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to encourage or 
condone a system that would require women to deliberately conceive and subsequently give birth 
with the expectation that they would have little or no legal responsibility for the child. The rights of 
the child must be prioritised regardless whether that is what some ‘surrogate’ mothers say they 
want or not. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.13 
 

Consultation Question 8. 
1.8 We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations and licensed clinics should 

be under a duty to keep a record of surrogacy arrangements under the new pathway to 
which they are a party, with such records being retained for a specified minimum period. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy 
organisations. 

 
1.9 We invite consultees’ views as to what the length of that period should be: whether 100 

years or another period. 
Paragraph 8.14 

 
Consultation Question 9. 
1.10 We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes 

should apply to traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated surrogacy 
organisation is involved. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations, because they would 
inevitably lead to a normalising of surrogacy and an increase in its prevalence. 

Paragraph 8.21 
 

Consultation Question 10. 
1.11 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a 

traditional, domestic surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from entering 
into the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway.’ 
Paragraph 8.22 

 

Consultation Question 11. 
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1.12 We provisionally propose that: 
(1) the surrogate should have the right to object to the acquisition of legal parenthood by 

the intended parents, for a fixed period after the birth of the child; 
(2) this right to object should operate by the surrogate making her objection in writing 

within a defined period, with the objection being sent to both the intended parents 
and the body responsible for the regulation of surrogacy; and 

(3) the defined period should be the applicable period for birth registration less one 
week. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposal that the ‘intended parents’ should automatically acquire 
legal parenthood at birth and that the birth mother has only a limited time to object. This 
contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations,* including that the birth mother is the 
legal parent at birth and that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in 
surrogacy arrangements are taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth, with 
the child’s best interests being the paramount consideration. 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to give 
the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as the 
most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before the 
expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.35 
 

Consultation Question 12. 
1.13 We provisionally propose that, where the surrogate objects to the intended parents 

acquiring legal parenthood within the period fixed after birth, the surrogacy arrangement 
should no longer be able to proceed in the new pathway, with the result that: 
(1) the surrogate will be the legal parent of the child; 
(2) if one of the intended parents would, under the current law, be a legal parent of the 

child, then he or she will continue to be a legal parent in these circumstances; and 
(3) the intended parents would be able to make an application for a parental order to 

obtain legal parenthood. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
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I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly with the ‘intended 
parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects. 
 
The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil 
partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent change of legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth and 
with the child’s best interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN 
Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.* 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to give 
the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as the 
most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before the 
expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.36 
 

Consultation Question 13. 
1.14 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway: 

(1) the intended parents should be required to make a declaration on registering the birth 
of the child that they have no reason to believe that the surrogate has lacked 
capacity at any time during the period in which she had the right to object to the 
intended parents acquiring legal parenthood; 

(2) if the intended parents cannot provide this declaration then, during the period in 
which she has the right to object to the intended parents acquiring legal parenthood, 
the surrogate should be able to provide a positive consent to such acquisition; and 

(3) if the intended parents are unable to make this declaration and the surrogate is 
unable to provide the positive consent within the relevant period, the surrogacy 
arrangement should exit the new pathway and the intended parents should be able to 
make an application for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended parents’ 
acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects. 
 
The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil 
partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent change of legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth and 
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with the child’s best interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN 
Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.* 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to give 
the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as the 
most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before the 
expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.37 
 

Consultation Question 14. 
1.15 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway, the welfare of the child to be born as a 

result of the surrogacy arrangement: 

(1) should be assessed in the way set out in Chapter 8 of the current Code of Practice; 

(2) either the regulated surrogacy organisation or regulated clinic, as appropriate, should 
be responsible for ensuring that this procedure is followed; and 

(3) there should be no requirement for any welfare assessment of the child after his or 
her birth. 

Do consultees agree? 
 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s 
recommendation* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in 
surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth 
and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration. A welfare assessment is an 
absolute requirement if an informed decision is to be made about the child’s best interest. 
Therefore a welfare assessment MUST be made after the child’s birth. 
 
The pre-conception assessment would typically have been carried out more than a year before 
the birth of the child. Much can change in that time. 
 
The justif ication that a welfare assessment after the birth of the child is not necessary because 
parents of children born through the normal process are not subject to such checks does not hold. 
Pregnancy, birth and the post-partum changes are intense physical and existential experiences 
that change you and prime you to love and be sensitive to the new-born child and rise to the 
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challenge of the enormous task of raising him or her to adulthood. For obvious reasons ‘intended 
parents’ do not have this advantage. 
 
In addition, pregnancy and childbirth are a huge investment of the birth mother’s physical, 
physiological and emotional resources, which means she has already made a huge and 
unquantif iable, nearly year-long, commitment to the child. This means her practical and emotional 
commitment to the child is already well-developed, giving her the best chance of surmounting all 
the diff iculties that will inevitably arise over the course of the child’s childhood and adolescence. 
 
The ‘intended parents’ have had no similar experience. The investment of f inancial resources 
does not in any way prepare you for the practical reality of caring for a new-born child and the 
long road of nurturing and shepherding him or her to adulthood. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.51 

 

Consultation Question 15. 
1.16 We provisionally propose that, for a child born as a result of a surrogacy arrangement under 

the new pathway, where the surrogate has exercised her right to object to the intended 
parents’ acquisition of legal parenthood at birth, the surrogate’s spouse or civil partner, if 
any, should not be a legal parent of the child. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘new pathway.’ 
 
There is a very real risk that spouses and partners will coerce women into being a ‘surrogate’ for 
f inancial gain. This risk is likely to increase if he or she does not have legal parenthood or parental 
responsibility for any children born of the arrangement. This is enough reason to reject this 
proposal. 
 
However, it also represents a significant change in legal parenthood rules and would therefore 
have an implication for all children, all families because it would set a precedent. It should not be 
introduced without a full assessment of all the implications, including on the rights of mothers and 
children. There is no evidence that the law commissioners have carried out any such assessment. 
 
1.15 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in the case of a surrogacy arrangement outside 

the new pathway, the surrogate’s spouse or civil partner should continue to be a legal 
parent of the child born as a result of the arrangement. 

YES 
 
The normal legal parenthood rules should apply. This will reduce the risk of spouses and partners 
coercing women into surrogacy for financial gain. 
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Paragraph 8.57 
 

Consultation Question 16. 
1.16 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway, where a child born of a surrogacy 

arrangement is stillborn: 
(1) the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child unless the surrogate 

exercises her right to object; and 
(2) the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being registered as 

the parents before the expiry of the period of the right to object. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended parents’ 
acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects. The birth mother 
should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should not change if the child is 
stillborn. 
 
1.17 We provisionally propose that, outside the new pathway, where a child born of a surrogacy 

arrangement is stillborn, the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents 
being registered as the parents before the expiry of the period allowed for the registration of 
the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a declaration to the effect that the 
relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the 
stillbirth. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the birth parents in this 
situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should 
not change if the child is stillborn and the registration should accurately reflect this. 

Paragraph 8.77 
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Consultation Question 17. 
1.18 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, where 

the child dies before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able to 
consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents before the expiry of the 
period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have 
made a declaration to the effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order 
are satisfied, on registration of the birth. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in this 
situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and if the child 
dies before the parental order, the registration of birth should accurately reflect that the birth 
mother was the legal parent. 

Paragraph 8.79 
 

Consultation Question 18. 
1.19 For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether, 

where the surrogate dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during which she can 
exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the new pathway and 
the intended parents should be required to make an application for a parental order. 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 8.80 
 



12 
 

Consultation Question 19. 
1.20 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, where both 

intended parents die during the surrogate’s pregnancy, the intended parents should be 
registered as the child’s parents on birth, subject to the surrogate not exercising her right to 
object within the defined period. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with the deceased 
‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in this situation. The birth mother should 
always be the legal parent of the child at birth and the registration of birth should accurately reflect 
this. 
 
1.21 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new 

pathway, where both intended parents die during the surrogate’s pregnancy or before a 
parental order is made: 
(1) it should be competent for an application to be made, by a person who claims an 

interest under section 11(3)(a) of the Children (Scotland) Act 1995, or who would be 
permitted to apply for an order under section 8 of the Children Act 1989: 
(a) for an order for appointment as guardian of the child, and 
(b) for a parental order in the name of the intended parents, subject to the 

surrogate’s consent; or 
(2) the surrogate should be registered as the child’s mother and it should not be possible 

for the intended parents to be registered as the child’s parents, but that there should 
be a procedure for the surrogate to provide details of the intended parents, and, if 
relevant, gamete donors, for entry onto the register of surrogacy arrangements. 

The intended parents should NOT be registered as the child’s parents if they are already 
deceased – so option (2) is preferable. 

Paragraph 8.81 
 

Consultation Question 20. 
1.22 We provisionally propose that, where an application is made for a parental order by a sole 

applicant under section 54A: 
(1) the applicant should have to make a declaration that it was always intended that 

there would only be a single applicant for a parental order in respect of the child 
concerned or to supply the name and contact details of the other intended parent; 

(2) if details of another intended parent are supplied, a provision should be made for 
notice to be given to the potential second intended parent of the application and an 
opportunity given to that party to provide notice of opposition within a brief period (of, 
say, 14 to 21 days); and 

(3) if the second intended parent gives notice of his or her intention to oppose, he or she 
should be required to make his or her own application within a brief period (say 14 
days), otherwise the application of the first intended parent will be determined by the 
court. 
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Do consultees agree? 
YES 

Paragraph 8.86 
 

Consultation Question 21. 
1.23 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases; and 
(2) how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this model. 

I profoundly oppose a three-parent model of legal parenthood, even if it is temporary. The birth 
mother should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent 
authority AFTER the birth of the child with the best interests of the child being the paramount 
consideration, as recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.91 
 

Consultation Question 22. 
1.24 We invite consultees’ views: 

(1) as to whether there should be any additional oversight in the new pathway that we 
have proposed, leading to the acquisition of legal parenthood by the intended parents 
at birth; and 

(2) if so, as to whether should this oversight be: 
(a) administrative, or 
(b) judicial. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should be the 
legal parent and have parental responsibility at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood 
and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other 
competent authority AFTER the birth of the child based on the best interests of the child, as 
recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.93 
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Consultation Question 23. 
1.25 In respect of England and Wales, we invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether the welfare checklist, contained in section 1(3) of the Children Act 1989, 
should be amended to provide for the court to have regard to additional specific 
factors in the situation where it is considering the arrangements for a child in the 
context of a dispute about a surrogacy arrangement; and 

(2) if so, as to what those additional factors should be. 
The child’s best interests should drive all decisions about the child in the event of a dispute about 
a surrogacy arrangement. The welfare checklist provides a comprehensive summary of the issues 
to be considered and is adequate as it is, and conforms to the UN Special Rapporteur’s 
recommendation* that the child’s best interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not 
believe any other factors should be added. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.120 
 

Consultation Question 24. 
1.26 In respect of England and Wales, we invite consultees’ views: 

(1) as to whether the checklist, contained in section 1(4) of the ACA 2002 (as applied 
and modified by regulation 2 and paragraph 1 of Schedule 1 of the 2018 Regulations) 
should be further amended to provide for the court to have regard to additional 
specific factors in the situation where it is considering whether to make a parental 
order; and 

(2) what those additional factors should be. 
The child’s best interests should drive all decisions when considering whether to make a parental 
order. The welfare checklist provides a comprehensive summary of the issues to be considered 
and is adequate as it is, and it conforms to UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendation* that the 
child’s best interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not believe any other factors 
should be added. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.121 
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Consultation Question 25. 
1.27 We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be 

amended to add the intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section 8 
order without leave. 

NO 
 
There are real risks of the sale and trafficking of children and of exploitation of the birth mother 
and her reproductive capacities in all surrogacy arrangements. The court should therefore always 
have oversight of the arrangements. I am also concerned that there should be no liberalisation of 
the law on surrogacy because of the potential human rights abuses involved. I do not believe that 
‘intended parents’ should be added to the list of those who can apply for a section 8 order without 
leave. 

Paragraph 8.123 
 

Consultation Question 26. 
1.28 We provisionally propose that, where a child is born as a result of a surrogacy arrangement 

outside the new pathway, the intended parents should acquire parental responsibility 
automatically where: 
(1) the child is living with them or being cared for by them; and 
(2) they intend to apply for a parental order. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with this proposal. The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth and 
all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements 
should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, as 
recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur* in order to reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking 
of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility 
is based on (or justif ied by) the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the 
consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify measures that contravene recommendations of the 
UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to reduce 
the risk of the sale and trafficking of children. 
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system 
that would require women to give birth with the expectation that they would have no legal 
responsibility for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must be 
prioritised regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.132 
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Consultation Question 27. 
1.29 We provisionally propose that, where a child is born as a result of a surrogacy arrangement 

in the new pathway: 
(1) the intended parents should acquire parental responsibility on the birth of the child; 

and 
(2) if the surrogate exercises her right to object, the intended parents should continue to 

have parental responsibility for the child where the child is living with, or being cared 
for by, them, and they intend to apply for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended 
parents’ should acquire parentage or parental responsibility automatically. The birth mother 
should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental 
responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority 
AFTER the birth of the child, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the 
recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale 
and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility 
is based on (or justif ied by) the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the 
consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify a measure that contravenes recommendations of 
the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to 
reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children. 
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system 
that would require women to give birth with the expectation that they would have no responsibility 
for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must be prioritised 
regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.134 
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Consultation Question 28. 
1.30 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the 

surrogate should retain parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the 
arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right to object, 
assuming that she does not exercise her right to object. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I agree that the birth mother should have parental responsibility for the child but NOT that the 
‘intended parents’ should get automatic legal parenthood and parental responsibility. 
 
All decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements 
should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, with the 
child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN Special 
Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the 
exploitation of women and their women’s reproductive capacities. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.139 
 

Consultation Question 29. 
1.31 For all surrogacy arrangements, we invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether there is a need for any restriction to be placed on the exercise of parental 
responsibility by either the surrogate (or other legal parent), or the intended parents, 
during the period in which parental responsibility is shared; and 

(2) whether it should operate to restrict the exercise of parental responsibility by the 
party not caring for the child or with whom the child is not living. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should have legal 
parenthood and parental responsibility at and after the birth and all subsequent decisions 
involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility should be taken by a court or other 
competent authority, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the 
recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale 
and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.140 
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Consultation Question 30. 
1.32 We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the 

scope of the new pathway. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 9.29 
 

Consultation Question 31. 
1.33 We invite the views of independent surrogates, and intended parents who have used 

independent surrogacy arrangements, to tell us about their experience. In particular, we 
would be interested to hear about any health screening, counselling and legal advice that 
took place. 

N/A 
Paragraph 9.35 

 

Consultation Question 32. 
1.34 We invite consultees’ views as to whether independent surrogacy arrangements should be 

brought within the scope of the new pathway. 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts 
binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first optional protocol. 
 
1.35 We invite consultees’ views as to how independent surrogacy arrangements might be 

brought within the scope of the new pathway. 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts 
binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first optional protocol. 

Paragraph 9.36 
 

Consultation Question 33. 
1.36 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) there should be regulated surrogacy organisations; 
NO 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 

(2) there should be no requirement for a regulated surrogacy organisation to take a 
particular form; and 
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OTHER 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 

(3) each surrogacy organisation should be required to appoint an individual responsible 
for ensuring that the organisation complies with regulation. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.61 
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Consultation Question 34. 
1.37 We provisionally propose that the person responsible must be responsible for: 

(1) representing the organisation to, and liaising with, the regulator; 
(2) managing the regulated surrogacy organisation with sufficient care, competence and 

skill; 
(3) ensuring the compliance of the organisation with relevant law and regulation, 

including the creation, maintenance and operation of necessary policies and 
procedures; 

(4) training any staff, including that of the person responsible; and 
(5) providing data to the regulator and to such other person as required by law. 
Do consultees agree? 

LEAVE ALL CHECK BOXES BLANK (i.e. none of the above) 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
1.38 We invite consultees to identify any other responsibilities which a responsible individual 

should have. 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
1.39 We invite consultees’ views as to what experience, skills and qualif ications a person 

responsible for a surrogacy organisation should have. 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.62 
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Consultation Question 35. 
1.40 We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit 

making bodies. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction 
surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and would 
drive an increase in surrogacy. Even if surrogacy organisations are non-profit making, they will 
inevitably be driven by commercial imperatives (for example, to cover costs, salaries, etc.) and will 
need to continuously seek new business and to convince or coerce more women to act as 
‘surrogates.’ 
 
Deriving income from surrogacy is abhorrent and, given the parallels between surrogacy and 
prostitution, is a potential violation of Article 6 of CEDAW, which prohibits third-parties profiting or 
otherwise benefiting from the prostitution of women. 

Paragraph 9.84 
 

Consultation Question 36. 
1.41 We invite consultees’ views as to what should be included in the definition of matching and 

facilitation services. 
I disagree with organisations being able to provide matching and facilitation services, because 
that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human 
rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.94 
 

Consultation Question 37. 
1.42 We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to 

offer matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new 
pathway. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated 
surrogacy organisations or any other organisations being able to provide matching and facilitation 
services for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, 
which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
  
1.43 We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should be 

able to offer matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements outside 
the new pathway. 
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I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated 
surrogacy organisations or any other organisations being able to provide matching and facilitation 
services for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, 
which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.95 
 

Consultation Question 38. 
1.44 We invite consultees’ views as to the sanctions that should be available against 

organisations that offer matching and facilitation services without being regulated to do so, 
and whether these should be criminal, civil or regulatory. 

I do not accept that matching and facilitation services should be allowed – regardless who they 
are provided by – because they would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I 
consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. Offering such services 
should be a criminal offence. 

Paragraph 9.97 
 

Consultation Question 39. 
1.45 We provisionally propose that the remit of the Human Fertilisation and Embryology 

Authority be expanded to include the regulation of regulated surrogacy organisations, and 
oversight of compliance with the proposed legal requirements for the new pathway to legal 
parenthood. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction 
surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and would 
drive an increase in surrogacy. 
 
1.46 If consultees agree, we invite their views as to how the Authority’s Code of Practice should 

apply to regulated surrogacy organisations, including which additional or new areas of 
regulation should be applied. 

Paragraph 9.117 
 

Consultation Question 40. 
1.47 We provisionally propose that surrogacy agreements should remain unenforceable (subject 

to the exception we provisionally propose in Consultation Question 88 in relation to financial 
terms). 
Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 9.129 
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Consultation Question 41. 
1.48 We provisionally propose that there should be no prohibition against charging for 

negotiating, facilitating and advising on surrogacy arrangements. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I VEHEMENTLY disagree with this proposal and the opening up of surrogacy in this country, 
because I consider it a violation of the human rights of both women and the child. The idea of 
organisations charging to facilitate it is utterly abhorrent and violates the spirit, if not the letter, of 
Article 6 of CEDAW, given the parallels between surrogacy and prostitution. Article 6 prohibits the 
exploitation of the prostitution of women – which includes deriving any form of benefit from 
women’s prostitution. 

Paragraph 9.135 
 

Consultation Question 42. 
1.49 We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy should 

be removed, with the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything that can 
lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I VEHEMENTLY disagree with removing the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy. 
Surrogacy is a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and enabling advertising 
sites (and other ‘service’ organisations) to financially benefit from it is abhorrent. 
 
At this time of increasing poverty and inequality, it would be unethical to promote the idea that 
being a ‘surrogate’ mother would be a solution to an impoverished woman’s financial problems. If 
this proposal is implemented, Facebook and Google are likely present surrogacy ads to female 
students and young women suggesting that becoming a ‘surrogate’ would provide the solution to 
their f inancial worries. The most disadvantaged young women would be the most vulnerable to 
this idea and it is doubtful it would ever truly be in her best interest. 
 
Just as we protect disadvantaged people from the temptation of selling their kidneys for money, 
we need to protect disadvantaged women from the temptation of renting their wombs. This means 
that advertising of surrogacy MUST remain banned. 

Paragraph 9.145 
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Consultation Question 43. 
1.50 We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, where the making of a parental order 

in respect of a child born of a surrogacy arrangement has been recorded in the Parental 
Order Register, the child should be able to access his or her original birth certif icate at the 
age of 18. 
Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 10.80 

 
Consultation Question 44. 
1.51 We provisionally propose that where children are born of surrogacy arrangements that 

result in the intended parents being recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form 
of that certif icate should make clear that the birth was the result of a surrogacy 
arrangement. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended 
parents’ should be recorded as parents on the original birth certif icate. The birth mother should be 
recorded as the birth mother on the birth certificate and all decisions involving legal parenthood 
and parental responsibility should be taken after the birth by a court or other competent authority, 
with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN 
Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and 
the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
However, if the ‘intended parents’ are recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of 
the certif icate should make clear that the birth was the result of a surrogacy arrangement. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 10.85 
 

Consultation Question 45. 
1.52 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the birth registration system in England and 

Wales requires reform and, if so, which reforms they would like to see. 
I do not consider the birth registration system to be in need for reform. I am particularly opposed 
to changes to allow for the registration of three parents or for anyone other than the birth mother 
to be recorded as the mother on the original birth certif icate. Such proposals could lead to the 
facilitation of the sale of children and an erosion of mothers’ rights and a diluting of the 
understanding that the relationship between the birth mother and the child is unique. 

Paragraph 10.87 
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Consultation Question 46. 
1.53 We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has 

been the subject of a parental order should be able to access all the documents contained 
in the court’s file for those parental order proceedings. 
Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 10.89 

 
Consultation Question 47. 
1.54 We provisionally propose that a national register of surrogacy arrangements should be 

created to record the identity of the intended parents, the surrogate and the gamete donors. 
Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
1.55 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the register should be maintained by the Authority; 
(2) the register should record information for all surrogacy arrangements, whether in or 

outside the new pathway, provided that the information about who has contributed 
gametes for the conception of the child has been medically verif ied, and that the 
information should include: 
(a) identifying information about all the parties to the surrogacy arrangement, and 
(b) non-identifying information about those who have contributed gametes to the 

conception of the child; and 
(3) to facilitate the record of this information, the application form/petition for a parental 

order should record full information about a child’s genetic heritage where available 
and established by DNA or medical evidence, recording the use of an anonymous 
gamete donor if that applies. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy 
organisations. However, should surrogacy take place, it is important that the children have access 
to information about their origins and these proposals seem generally sound, except that the 
information held on gamete donors should also include identifying information – because 
otherwise it trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the right to know her or his 
genetic parentage. 

Paragraph 10.102 
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Consultation Question 48. 
1.56 We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate 

and the intended parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy 
arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy arrangement. 

I agree but with the proviso that all the information should be identifying – because otherwise it 
trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the right to know her or his genetic 
parentage. 

Paragraph 10.104 
 

Consultation Question 49. 
1.57 We provisionally propose that a child born of a surrogacy arrangement should be able to 

access the information recorded in the register from the age of 18 for identifying 
information, and 16 for non-identifying information (if such information is included on the 
register), provided that he or she has been given a suitable opportunity to receive 
counselling about the implications of compliance with this request. 
Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
1.58 We invite consultees’ views as to whether a child under the age of 18 or 16 (depending on 

whether the information is identifying or non-identifying respectively) should be able to 
access the information in the register and, if so, in which circumstances: 
(1) where his or her legal parents have consented; 
(2) if he or she has received counselling and the counsellor judges that he or she is 

sufficiently mature to receive this information; and/or 
(3) in any other circumstances. 

I agree with (1) and (2) and believe there might be other circumstances where this is reasonable. 
Paragraph 10.110 

 

Consultation Question 50. 
1.59 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any provision for those born of a 

surrogacy arrangement to make a request for information to disclose whether a person 
whom he or she is intending to marry, or with whom he or she intends to enter into a civil 
partnership or intimate physical relationship, was carried by the same surrogate. 

YES, this should be possible. 
Paragraph 10.114 

 

Consultation Question 51. 
1.60 We provisionally propose that where two people are born to, and genetically related 

through, the same surrogate, they should be able to access the register to identify each 
other, if they both wish to do so. 
Do consultees agree? 
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YES 
 
1.61 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be provision to allow people born to 

the same surrogate – but who are not genetically related – to access the register to identify 
each other, if they both wish to do so. 

YES, I agree. 
Paragraph 10.121 

 

Consultation Question 52. 
1.62 We invite consultees’ views as to whether provision should be made to allow a person 

carried by a surrogate, and the surrogate’s own child, to access the register to identify each 
other, if they both wish to do so: 
(1) if they are genetically related through the surrogate; and/or 
(2) if they are not genetically related through the surrogate. 

YES to both (1) and (2) 
Paragraph 10.123 

 

Consultation Question 53. 
1.63 For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to 

whether details of an intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental 
order should be recorded in the register. 

The intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded 
in the register. 

Paragraph 10.128 
 

Consultation Question 54. 
1.64 We provisionally propose that the six month time limits in sections 54 and 54A of the HFEA 

2008 for making a parental order application should be abolished. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain 
circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child. 

Paragraph 11.20 
 

Consultation Question 55. 
1.65 We provisionally propose that: 
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(1) the current circumstances in which the consent of the surrogate (and any other legal 
parent) is not required, namely where a person cannot be found or is incapable of 
giving agreement, should continue to be available; 

NO 
 
I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child 
trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s wombs. An adoption order can be considered 
as an option when a parental order is not possible. 
 

(2) the court should have the power to dispense with the consent of the surrogate, and 
any other legal parent of the child, in the following circumstances: 
(a) where the child is living with the intended parents, with the consent of the 

surrogate and any other legal parent, or 
(b) following a determination by the court that the child should live with the 

intended parents; and 
(3) the court’s power to dispense with consent should be subject to the paramount 

consideration of the child’s welfare throughout his or her life guided by the factors set 
out in section 1 of the Adoption and Children Act 2002 and, in Scotland, in line with 
the section 14(3) of the Adoption and Children (Scotland) Act 2007. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child 
trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s wombs. An adoption order can be considered 
as an option when a parental order is not possible. 

Paragraph 11.58 
 

Consultation Question 56. 
1.66 We provisionally propose that, both for a parental order and in the new pathway, the 

intended parents or one of the intended parents must be domiciled or habitually resident in 
the UK, Channel Islands or Isle of Man. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The ‘intended parents’ should be 
domiciled (and not simply habitually resident) in the UK in order to avoid surrogacy tourism. 
 
1.67 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any additional conditions 

imposed on the test of habitual residence, for example, a qualifying period of habitual 
residence required to satisfy the test. 

I profoundly disagree with opening up parental orders to ‘intended parents’ who are habitual 
residents but not domiciled in the UK – because of the risk of surrogacy tourism. 

Paragraph 12.15 
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Consultation Question 57. 
1.68 We invite consultees’ views on whether: 

(1) the qualifying categories of relationship in section 54(2) of the HFEA 2008 should be 
reformed and, if so, how; or 

(2) the requirement should be removed, subject to two persons who are within the 
prohibited degrees of relationship being prevented from applying. 

The qualifying categories of relationship should not be reformed or removed. 
Paragraph 12.29 

 

Consultation Question 58. 
1.69 We provisionally propose that to use the new pathway, intended parents should be required 

to make a declaration in the surrogacy agreement that they intend for the child’s home to be 
with them. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 12.34 
 

Consultation Question 59. 
1.70 We provisionally propose that the new pathway – 

(1) should not impose a requirement that the intended parent, or one of the intended 
parents, provide gametes for the conception of the child, so that double donation of 
gametes is permitted, but 

(2) that double donation should only be permitted in cases of medical necessity, 
meaning that there is not an intended parent who is able to provide a gamete due to 
infertility. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic link should 
be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 
 
1.71 We invite consultees’ views as to whether double donation should be permitted under the 

parental order pathway (to the same extent that it may be permitted in the new pathway) in 
domestic surrogacy arrangements. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and all other proposals that are 
likely to result in an increase in surrogacy. I therefore do not believe that double donation should 
be permitted under the parental order pathway in domestic surrogacy arrangements. 
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1.72 We provisionally propose that the requirement that the intended parent or one of the 
intended parents contribute gametes to the conception of the child in the parental order 
pathway should be retained in international surrogacy arrangements. 
Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 12.64 

 

Consultation Question 60. 
1.73 We provisionally propose that if the requirement for a genetic link is retained for domestic 

cases outside the new pathway, the requirement should not apply, subject to medical 
necessity, if the court determines that the intended parents in good faith began the 
surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway but were required to apply for a parental order. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I fundamentally disagree with proposals to introduce the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic 
link should be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 

Paragraph 12.71 
 

Consultation Question 61. 
1.74 We provisionally propose that if double donation is permitted only in cases of medical 

necessity, an exception should be made to allow a parental order to be granted to a single 
parent without a genetic link where the intended parent’s former partner provides gametes 
but the intended parents’ relationship breaks down before the grant of a parental order. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 

Paragraph 12.76 
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Consultation Question 62. 
1.75 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that a surrogacy 

arrangement has been used because of medical necessity: 
(1) for cases under the new pathway to parenthood; and/or 
(2) for cases where a post-birth parental order application is made. 

I oppose surrogacy and believe that it is a fundamental violation of women’s and children’s rights 
and that it should therefore be banned. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 
 
1.76 We invite consultees’ views as to how a test of medical necessity for surrogacy, if it is 

introduced, should be defined and assessed. 
I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 

Paragraph 12.94 
 

Consultation Question 63. 
1.77 We provisionally propose that in order to use the new pathway to parenthood, information 

identifying the child’s genetic parents and the surrogate must be provided for entry on the 
national register of surrogacy agreements prior to registration of the child’s birth. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly oppose the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. However, I support the requirement in 
any surrogacy arrangements for the recording of the identity of all genetic parents and the birth 
mother. 
 
1.78 We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be a condition for an application for a 

parental order that: 
(1) those who contributed gametes are entered on the national register of surrogacy 

agreements; and/or 
(2) if it remains a requirement that one of the intended parents provided gametes in the 

conception of the child, that the genetic link is demonstrated to the court with medical 
or DNA evidence. 

While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, I support this condition for a parental order in 
the circumstances described in both (1) and (2). 
 
1.79 We provisionally propose that it should be a condition for the application of a parental order 

that the identity of the surrogate is entered on the national register of surrogacy 
agreements. 
Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, if it happens, I support this provision. 

Paragraph 12.115 
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Consultation Question 64. 
1.80 We provisionally propose that there should be no maximum age limit for the grant of a 

parental order. The age of the intended parents should continue to be taken into account in 
the assessment of the welfare of the child in applications to grant a parental order. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I am opposed to surrogacy and would like to see it banned, because it is a violation of both 
women’s and children’s human rights. 
 
Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society 
and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good health until the child reaches adulthood. 
Surrogacy is therefore particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. If surrogacy is to 
be opened up, a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is imperative. This will make it clear that 
society does not condone older people entering a surrogacy arrangement and will make it less 
likely that older people will go ahead with such an arrangement and present the court with a fait 
accompli. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement up to that age but not beyond. It is 
therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
 
1.81 We invite consultees’ views as to whether under the new pathway there should be a 

maximum age limit for intended parents, and if so, what it should be. 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be 
allowed, there should be a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ and it should be 45. 
 
Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society 
and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good health until the child reaches adulthood. I 
am opposed to surrogacy per se, because it is a violation of both women’s and children’s human 
rights. However, it is particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. I therefore consider 
that a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is important. This will make it clear that society 
does not consider it acceptable for older people to enter into a surrogacy arrangement and will 
make it less likely that they will. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement up to that age. It is therefore imperative that 
age limits are set very carefully. 
 
1.82 We provisionally propose that intended parents should be required to be at least 18 years 

old at the time that they enter into a surrogacy agreement under the new pathway. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
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I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be 
allowed, there should be a minimum age for ‘intended parents’ and it should be much older than 
18. I suggest that 25 would be more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement at that age. It is therefore imperative that 
age limits are set very carefully. What kind of society would want 18-year olds to believe that it 
would be reasonable for them to become ‘parents’ through a surrogacy arrangement – before they 
have taken even their f irst steps into independence and adulthood? 

Paragraph 12.133 
 

Consultation Question 65. 
1.83 We provisionally propose that surrogates should be required to be at least 18 years of age 

(at the time of conception), in order for the court to have the power to make a parental 
order. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I am opposed to surrogacy per se and would like to see it banned, because I consider it a violation 
of both women’s and children’s human rights. 
 
At 18 a woman is barely out of childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish herself 
as an adult. This means that she is particularly vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There 
should be a significantly older minimum age for entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I 
suggest that 25 years would be more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society 
sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy 
arrangement is a reasonable thing for them to be doing before they have taken even their f irst 
steps into independence and adulthood? 
 
1.84 We provisionally propose that surrogates should be required to be at least 18 years old at 

the time of entering into the surrogacy agreement within the new pathway. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for a ‘new pathway’. At 18 a woman is barely out of 
childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish herself as an adult. This means that she 
is particularly vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There should be a significantly older 
minimum age for entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I suggest that 25 years would be 
more appropriate. 
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Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society 
sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy 
arrangement is a reasonable thing for them to be doing before they have taken even their f irst 
steps into independence and adulthood? 

Paragraph 12.144 
 

Consultation Question 66. 
1.85 We provisionally propose that medical testing of the surrogate, any partner of the surrogate, 

and any intended parent providing gametes should be required for the new pathway. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
 
1.86 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the types of testing set out in the Code of 

Practice are feasible for traditional surrogacy arrangements outside a licensed clinic, and if 
not, which types of testing should be required for such arrangements. 

 
Paragraph 13.16 

 

Consultation Question 67. 
1.87 We provisionally propose that, as a condition of being eligible for entry into the new 

pathway: 
(1) the surrogate, her spouse, civil partner or partner (if any) and the intended parents 

intending to enter into a surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway should be 
required to attend counselling with regard to the implications of entering into that 
arrangement; and 

(2) the implications counselling should be provided by a counsellor who meets the 
requirements set out in the Code of Practice at paragraphs 2.14 to 2.15. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.44 
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Consultation Question 68. 
1.88 We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that the 

surrogate and the intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect of 
the law and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is signed. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.65 
 

Consultation Question 69. 
1.89 We provisionally propose that, as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway: 

(1) an enhanced criminal record certificate should be obtained for intended parents, 
surrogates and any spouses, civil partners or partners of surrogates; 
(2) the body overseeing the surrogate arrangement should not enable a surrogate 
arrangement to be proceed under the new pathway where a person screened is unsuitable 
for having being convicted of, or received a police caution for, any offence appearing on a 
prescribed list of offences; and 
(3) the body overseeing the surrogacy arrangement may also determine that a person 
is unsuitable based on the information provided in the enhanced record certificate. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
 
1.90 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the list of offences that applies in the case of 

adoption is appropriate in the case of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. 
OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.73 
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Consultation Question 70. 
1.91 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the surrogate 

has previously given birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway. 
OTHER 
 
I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. 
 
Society should not condone women who have never had a child of their own entering an 
arrangement to undergo pregnancy and childbirth for someone else. It is impossible to understand 
what pregnancy and childbirth are like and how they will change you until or unless you have had 
that experience yourself. 

Paragraph 13.95 
 

Consultation Question 71. 
1.92 We provisionally propose that there should not be a maximum number of surrogate 

pregnancies that a woman can undertake as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. 
 
Society should not condone women undergoing multiple ‘surrogate’ pregnancies and childbirths. 
Even the Kennel Club recognises that female dogs should not be allowed to undertake more than 
four pregnancies. It is abhorrent that female dogs have better protections than women would have 
under this proposal. 

Paragraph 13.99 
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Consultation Question 72. 
1.93 We invite consultees’ views as to whether payment of costs by the intended parents to the 

surrogate should be able to be: 
(1) based on an allowance; 
(2) based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, but without the need for production 

of receipts; or 
(3) based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, and only on production of receipts. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.16 
 

Consultation Question 73. 
1.94 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate essential costs relating 
to the pregnancy; and 

(2) the types of expenditure which should be considered “essential”.   
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above the actual 
essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, 
and travel to medical appointments – backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.22 
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Consultation Question 74. 
1.95 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate 
additional costs relating to the pregnancy; and 

(2) the types of expenditure which should be considered additional, rather than essential.   
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above the actual 
essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, 
and travel to medical appointments – backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.26 
 

Consultation Question 75. 
1.96 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether intended parents should be permitted to pay all costs that arise from 
entering into a surrogacy arrangement, and those unique to a surrogate pregnancy; 
and 

(2) the types of cost which should be included within this category. 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.29 
 

Consultation Question 76. 
1.97 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be 

able to pay their surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or 
self-employed). 
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I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost earnings. 

Paragraph 15.37 
 

Consultation Question 77. 
1.98 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be 

able to pay their surrogate either or both of the following lost potential earnings: 
(1) her lost employment-related potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 15.35 

above); and/or 
(2) other lost potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 15.36 above). 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost earnings. 

Paragraph 15.38 
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Consultation Question 78. 
1.99 We invite consultees to share their experiences: 

(1) of the impact that payments received by a surrogate from the intended parents has 
had on the surrogate’s entitlement to means-tested social welfare benefits; and 

(2) where a surrogacy arrangement has had an impact on the surrogate’s entitlement to 
means-tested social welfare benefits, how that has been addressed in their 
surrogacy arrangement. 

N/A 
Paragraph 15.47 
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Consultation Question 79. 
1.100 We invite consultees’ views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay 

compensation to the surrogate for the following: 
(1) pain and inconvenience arising from the pregnancy and childbirth; 
(2) medical treatments relating to the surrogacy, including payments for each 

insemination or embryo transfer; and/or 
(3)  specified complications, including hyperemesis gravidarum, pre-eclampsia, an 

ectopic pregnancy, miscarriage, termination, caesarean birth, excessive 
haemorrhaging, perineal tearing, removal of fallopian tubes or ovaries or a 
hysterectomy. 

It is absurd to propose that one could place a monetary value on the pain of adverse pregnancy 
outcomes. In putting a price tag on perineal tear for example, some mothers report little pain or 
symptoms, others have profound ongoing fear of vaginal penetration, which can result in very 
significant emotional and relationship diff iculties. Infection may complicate healing, and some 
women report long term sequelae from this, such as impaired wound healing. 
 
Haematology conditions should also be considered. Blood loss, for example due to placental 
haemorrhage can be very significant, and potentially result in emergency hysterectomy and blood 
transfusion to save the life of the mother. It is a fact that although blood is thoroughly screened in 
the UK there still remains the potential for blood borne illnesses to be transmitted, and the fact 
that some of these may not have been identif ied yet by researchers is also a real risk to a mother 
receiving transfusion. Persons who have had a blood transfusion are currently unable to donate 
blood themselves in the UK, due to the risk of (vCJD) transmission. This is an indication of the 
gravity of receiving blood products. 
 
No medical intervention is EVER risk free. Receiving multiple blood products in the context of 
Massive Transfusion Protocol (eg platelets, Fresh Frozen Plasma, cryoprecipitate) only heighten 
those risks. 
 
Conditions such as HELLP (Haemolysis, Elevated Liver enzymes, Low Platelets) can be fatal, and 
although the maternal mortality rate is low, it can have significant sequelae, including renal failure 
potentially requiring dialysis, placental abruption (potentially fatal for mother and baby) permanent 
liver damage and retinal detachment resulting in visual impairment. 
 
Each of these conditions have long term consequences for a woman, psychologically, physically 
and emotionally, and may also affect her ability to return to work or care for other children. 
 
Also, the late complications of childbirth have been disregarded. Late consequences of childbirth 
can include vaginal or rectal prolapse, urinary and faecal incontinence. Women who have had a C 
section may experience ongoing pain around the scar. Some sources quote this as affecting 
between 6 and 18 percent of women. These symptoms can be profoundly distressing, and may 
take years to present (conversely, may present immediately). 
 
How could we ensure that women suffering these complications are compensated? They are 
multifactorial, and risk increases with instrumented delivery and parity. How would it be proposed 
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to unpick the role of a surrogate pregnancy in causing these symptoms in relation to other risk 
factors, for example parity, smoking history, personal medical history? 
 
Psychiatric conditions are also absent from this list. Complications including depression and 
anxiety may be worsened by pregnancy. Other mental health conditions such as post natal 
depression and post partum psychosis can be fatal, and impact on a woman’s health for many 
years to come. I’m quite shocked that none of these conditions have been explicitly mentioned 
and it does make me wonder how the list of complications was created. I’d also like to know what 
level of haemorrhage would be considered “excessive”. 
 
The wording of the question “should” be able to pay compensation is not the same as being 
mandated to do so. This potentially creates a situation where some “luckier” women would receive 
compensation others would not. 
 
All of the above illustrates the risks of surrogacy and confirms my support for a total ban on 
surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. 
 
1.101 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other matters in respect of which 

intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate compensation. 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. 
 
1.102 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the level of compensation payable should be: 

(1) a fixed fee set by the regulator (operating as a cap on the maximum payable), or 
(2) left to the parties to negotiate.   

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. 

Paragraph 15.53 
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Consultation Question 80. 
1.103 We invite consultees views’ as to whether intended parents should be able to pay 

compensation to the surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the 
surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for the surrogate. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question illustrates the risks of surrogacy and why I oppose it. 

Paragraph 15.56 
 

Consultation Question 81. 
1.104 We invite consultees’ views as to whether: 

(1) intended parents should be able to buy gifts for the surrogate; and 
(2) if so, specific provision should be made for these gifts to be modest or reasonable in 

nature. 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to give the birth mother gifts. 

Paragraph 15.60 
 

Consultation Question 82. 
1.105 We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be possible for the intended parents to 

agree to pay a woman for the service of undertaking a surrogacy. 
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It should not be possible for the intended parents to agree to pay a woman for the service 
of undertaking a surrogacy. (check box) 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her ‘services’. 
 
1.106 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay a 

woman for the service of undertaking surrogacy, whether that the fee should be: 
(1) any sum agreed between the parties to the surrogacy; or 
(2) a fixed fee set by the regulator. 

Leave both check boxes blank. 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her ‘services’. 
 
1.107 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay a 

woman a fixed fee for the service of undertaking surrogacy, what, if any, other payments 
the law should permit, in addition to that f ixed fee: 
(1) no other payments; 
(2) essential costs relating to the pregnancy; 
(3) additional costs relating to the pregnancy; 
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(4) lost earnings; 
(5) compensation for pain and inconvenience, medical treatment and complications, and 

the death of the surrogate; and/or 
(6) gifts. 

Leave all check boxes blank. 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to make any type of fee or payment to 
the birth mother for her ‘services’. 

Paragraph 15.69 
 

Consultation Question 83. 
1.108 We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be possible for any payment the law 

permits the intended parents to pay the surrogate for her services to be reduced in the 
event of a miscarriage or termination of the pregnancy. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their 
‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of surrogacy. 
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1.109 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if the law permits a fee payable to the surrogate 
to be able to be reduced in the event of a miscarriage or termination, whether such 
provision should apply: 
(1) in the first trimester of pregnancy only; 
(2) to any miscarriage or termination; or 
(3) some other period of time (please specify).   

Leave all check boxes blank. 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their 
‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of surrogacy. 

Paragraph 15.72 
 

Consultation Question 84. 
1.110 We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to 

surrogates should be the same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to 
parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I am opposed to the ‘new pathway’ but consider that regardless of the surrogacy arrangement 
being used, the only payments that should ever be made are essential and basic expenses for 
which receipts are provided. 

Paragraph 15.74 
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Consultation Question 85. 
1.111 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have not 

discussed which they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the 
surrogate. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.75 
 

Consultation Question 86. 
1.112 We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that 

intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate. 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.76 
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Consultation Question 87. 
1.113 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are specific methods of enforcing 

limitations that are placed on payments to surrogates that we should consider as part of our 
review: 
(1) for cases within the new pathway to parenthood; and 
(2) for cases where a parental order is made after the birth of the baby. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
The only payments that should be made are essential and basic expenses and for which receipts 
are provided. The judge or other competent authority should closely monitor all f inancial aspects 
of the arrangement (in line with the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations*) and refuse the 
parental order when payments have exceeded basic expenses. If it is not a judge overseeing the 
arrangements, the competent authority should be totally independent and not, for example, an 
agency (or ‘regulated surrogacy organisation’) that has been involved in the arrangements in any 
way. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 15.89 
 

Consultation Question 88. 
1.114 We provisionally propose that financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into under 

the new pathway to parenthood should be enforceable by the surrogate. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
 
1.115 We provisionally propose that if the financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into 

under the new pathway become enforceable, the ability to do so should not be dependent 
on the surrogate complying with any terms of the agreement relating to her lifestyle. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The idea that a ‘surrogacy 
agreement’ could place restrictions on the birth mother’s lifestyle is utterly abhorrent. 

Paragraph 15.99 
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Consultation Question 89. 
1.116 We invite overseas surrogates (or bodies representing or advocating for surrogates) to 

share with us their experiences f international surrogacy arrangements. 
N/A 

Paragraph 16.10 
 

Consultation Question 90. 
1.117 We invite organisations focused on children’s rights and welfare in the international context 

to share with us their views on our proposed reforms and consultation questions in this 
chapter. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.12 

 

Consultation Question 91. 
1.118 We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of their experience of applying to register 

a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement as a British citizen and 
obtaining a passport for the child. In particular, we would be interested to hear how long the 
application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have about 
causes of delays in the process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.52 

 

Consultation Question 92. 
1.119 We provisionally propose that it should be possible for a file to be opened, and the 

application process for obtaining registration of a child born from an international surrogacy 
arrangement and obtaining a passport to begin, prior to the birth of the child. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a 
passport in international surrogacy arrangements appears to contradict the UN Special 
Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling and trafficking of 
children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly disagree with this 
proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.53 
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Consultation Question 93. 
1.120 We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of 

applying for a visa for a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In 
particular, we would be interested to hear how long the application took after the birth of the 
child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.68 

 

Consultation Question 94. 
1.121 We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process for 

applying for a visa in respect of a child born through an international surrogacy 
arrangement, before the child is born. The application will need to be completed after the 
birth of the child, and the issue of a passport in the child’s country of birth. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a 
passport before the child is born in international surrogacy arrangements appears to contradict the 
UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling and 
trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly 
disagree with this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

 
1.122 We provisionally propose that the current provision made for the grant of a visa outside of 

the Immigration Rules where the intended parents are not the legal parents of the child 
under nationality law should be brought within the Rules. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
1.123 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the grant of a visa should not be dependent on the child breaking links with the 
surrogate; or 
(2) that this condition should be clarif ied to ensure that it does not prevent the child 
having contact, and an on-going relationship, with the surrogate. 
Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
1.124 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current requirement for the grant of a visa 

outside the Rules that the intended parents must apply for a parental order within six 
months of the child’s birth should be removed (regardless of whether the availability of the 
visa is brought within the Rules), if our provisional proposal to remove the time limit on 
applications for parental orders is accepted. 
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NO 
 
The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain 
circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child. 

Paragraph 16.69 
 

Consultation Question 95. 
1.125 We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process 

for applying for a EU Uniform Format Form in respect of a child born through an 
international surrogacy arrangement, before the child is born. The application will need to 
be completed after the birth of the child. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for an EU Uniform Format Form 
for the child before she or he is born in international surrogacy arrangements appears to 
contradict the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against 
the selling and trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I 
therefore strongly disagree with this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.76 
 

Consultation Question 96. 
1.126 We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of 

applying for a EU Uniform Format Form for a child born through an international surrogacy 
arrangement. In particular we would be interested to hear how long the application took 
after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the 
process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.77 

 

Consultation Question 97. 
1.127 We provisionally propose that the UK Government should provide a single, 

comprehensive guide for intended parents explaining the nationality and immigration 
consequences of having a child through an international surrogacy arrangement. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
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I agree with such a guide, but would like to see it explaining the reasons why surrogacy is a 
violation of the human rights of women and children and all the other ways in which it is possible 
for people to enjoy children in their lives. 

Paragraph 16.82 
 

Consultation Question 98. 
1.128 We provisionally propose that international surrogacy arrangements should not be eligible 

for the new pathway to parenthood. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 16.93 
 

Consultation Question 99. 
1.129 We provisionally propose that: 
1.130 the Secretary of State should have the power to provide that the intended parents of 

children born through international surrogacy arrangements, who are recognised as the 
legal parents of the child in the country of the child’s birth, should also be recognised as 
the child’s legal parents in the UK, without it being necessary for the intended parents to 
apply for a parental order, but 

1.131 before exercising the power, the Secretary of State should be required to be satisfied that 
the domestic law and practice in the country in question provides protection against the 
exploitation of surrogates, and for the welfare of the child, that is at least equivalent to that 
provided in UK law. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I do not see how this proposal for such a blanket power would align with the UN Special 
Rapporteur’s key recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the Protection of Children 
and Cooperation in respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. The latter requires the birth mother 
to have legal parenthood and parental responsibility when the child is born and that her consent 
to giving up the child must be given AFTER the child's birth and that the transfer of ‘parenthood’ 
should be overseen by the courts or a competent authority on an individual case by case basis, 
with the best interests of the child being the paramount consideration. This is an important 
safeguard against the sale of children and for the protection of the birth mother and I believe it 
should apply equally to international surrogacy arrangements. I therefore strongly disagree with 
this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.94 
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Consultation Question 100. 
1.132 We invite consultees to tell us of their experience of surrogacy arrangements in the UK 

involving foreign intended parents. 
N/A 
 
1.133 We invite consultees’ views as to whether: 

(1) any restriction is necessary on the removal of a child from the UK for the purpose of 
the child becoming the subject of a parental order, or its equivalent, in another 
jurisdiction; and 

(2) if such a restriction is necessary, there should be a process allowing foreign 
intended parents to remove the child from the jurisdiction of the UK for this purpose 
and with the approval of the court and, if so, what form should that process take. 

Restrictions and checks MUST be in place to protect the child and the birth mother from 
trafficking and exploitation. The process should include the same checks as would be used in an 
international adoption. 

Paragraph 16.120 
 

Consultation Question 101. 
1.134 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current application of the law on statutory 

paternity leave, and statutory paternity pay, to the situation of the surrogate’s spouse, civil 
partner or partner requires reform. 

I do not believe this needs changing. 
Paragraph 17.18 

 

Consultation Question 102. 
1.135 We provisionally propose that provision for maternity allowance should be made in respect 

of intended parents, and that any such provision should be limited so that only one 
intended parent qualif ies. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
Paragraph 17.32 
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Consultation Question 103. 
1.136 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether there is a need for reform in respect of the right of intended parents to take 
time off work before the birth of the child, whether for the purpose of induced 
lactation, ante-natal appointments or any other reason; and 

(2) if reform is needed, suggestions on reform. 
I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children. 

Paragraph 17.36 
 

Consultation Question 104. 
1.137 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the duty of employers to provide suitable 

facilities for any person at work who is a pregnant woman or nursing mother to rest under 
Regulation 25 of the Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations 1992 is 
sufficient to include intended parents in a surrogacy arrangement. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children. 

Paragraph 17.40 
 

Consultation Question 105. 
1.138 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are further issues in relation to 

employment rights and surrogacy arrangements and, if so, any suggestions for reform. 
I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children 

Paragraph 17.43 
 

Consultation Question 106. 
1.139 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they believe any reforms in relation to surrogacy 

and succession law are required. 
I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children 

Paragraph 17.56 
 

Consultation Question 107. 
1.140 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any issues in how surrogacy 

arrangements are dealt with by the health services, and whether there are reforms to law 
or practice that consultees would like to see in this area. 

It is important that all health and care professionals are aware that surrogacy agreements are not 
legally binding and that ‘intended parents’ have no legal right to override the birth mother’s 
wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or medical and health care, including during 
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pregnancy, labour and childbirth. Even if she has previously agreed to them sharing decisions 
and being informed on these matters, she can withdraw her consent at any time for any or no 
reason. All professionals involved in her care are duty-bound to comply with her wishes. 
 
All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being 
coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or more persons, including her spouse 
or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be 
present in so-called altruistic surrogacy arrangements. 
 
Surrogacy arrangements place additional and complicated pressures on healthcare staff and this 
could reduce the standard of impartial care given to birth mothers and new-borns – especially 
when the ‘intended parents’ are entitled, rich or of high status. This itself is a valid reason to be 
extremely cautious about making changes that will increase the numbers of surrogacy births. 
 
It is generally recognised that egg donation and IVF pregnancies carry additional health risks. As 
most surrogacy pregnancies involve IVF, any increase in surrogacy is likely to lead to additional 
pressure on the NHS. 
 
Adoption research suggests that the separation of the new-born and the birth mother has long-
term negative effects on the well-being of both of them. This is likely to be the same for birth 
mothers and babies in surrogacy arrangements and so can be expected to place additional long-
term pressures on the NHS and society as a whole. This has not been considered and there are 
no questions about this. 
 
An increase in surrogacy will require an increase in egg donation, which is a risky procedure that 
can have a long-term negative impact on the woman’s health, including premature death. Ethical 
issues abound. Young women might be coerced by financial pressures to donate eggs when this 
isn’t in their best interests and there are worries about eugenics – where egg donors are 
selected on the basis of blonde hair, blue eyes and stereotypical measures of ‘attractiveness’ for 
example. 
 
The law commissioners do not appear to have considered the likely impact of any of these 
issues. There is no question about people’s thoughts about the NHS picking up the tab for the 
extra costs involved in surrogacy and whether this affects their opinions on surrogacy itself. 
There appears to have been no evaluation of the size of the additional costs to the NHS and 
society. 
 
At a time when the NHS is under severe strain, and life changing therapies (for cancer, cystic 
fibrosis etc) are not funded due to financial constraints it is a slap in the face to provide money 
for prospective parents to indulge their parenting fantasies while denying patients access to 
drugs which are standard of care in other counties. 
 
1.141 We invite consultees’ views as to any additions or revisions that they would like to see 

made to the guidance published by the Department for Health and Social Care for 
England and Wales. 
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The guidance should be revised to clarify that surrogacy agreements are not legally binding and 
that the birth mother has the right to change her mind at any time, for any or no reason. 
Healthcare professionals must accept that her wishes are paramount and that the ‘intended 
parents’ have no legal right to override her wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or 
medical and health care, including during pregnancy, labour, childbirth and the postpartum 
period. 
 
All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being 
coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or more persons, including her spouse 
or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be 
present in so-called altruistic surrogacy arrangements. 
 
The guidance should make it clear that healthcare professionals should be even more alert than 
normal to the possibility that she is being coerced and to ensure that they can speak to her 
alone, including during labour, and that if she changes her mind about who is present in 
consultations, and the labour ward/delivery suite, they must respect her wishes. 
 
1.142 We invite consultees’ views as to how midwifery practice may better accommodate 

surrogacy arrangements, in particular with regard to safeguarding issues. 
It is important that midwifery practice always prioritises the wishes of the birth mother and the 
wellbeing of herself and the child. 

Paragraph 17.76 
 

Consultation Question 108. 
1.143 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other legal issues in relation to 

surrogacy, not covered in this Consultation Paper, that merit examination. 
It is of considerable concern that the law commissioners appear to have given no consideration 
to the significant risk that women will be coerced into agreeing to participate in surrogacy 
arrangements for someone else’s benefit. This can be true in ‘altruistic’ surrogacy but is even 
more likely if substantial payments are involved. 
 
It is well-known that women and girls are groomed and/or coerced into prostitution by partners 
and ‘boyfriends’ who act as their pimp and take all or much of their earnings. This is a major 
route by which many women enter prostitution and is a major factor in preventing their exit. 
There is no reason to expect that the same dynamics will not occur in relation to surrogacy if it is 
opened up and provides opportunities to make significant amounts of money. 
 
If the law commissioners’ proposals are enacted, there must therefore also be legislation that 
prohibits coercing a woman into a surrogacy arrangement. This should be a criminal offence and 
carry a hefty penalty – in recognition that it is a human rights violation and so that it acts as a 
deterrent. That such a law would be diff icult to enforce just adds to the arguments for why paid 
surrogacy is a bad idea – and especially for women. 
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It would be far better to simply ban all surrogacy arrangements – or at the very least any 
payments beyond basic and essential expenses backed by receipts and overseen by a judge. 

Paragraph 17.80 
 

Consultation Question 109. 
1.144 We invite consultees who are intended parents, live in the UK, and have entered into a 

surrogacy arrangement that led to the birth of a child to tell us: 
(1) when the child was born; 
(2) whether the arrangement was domestic or international and, if international, in 

which country the arrangement took place; 
(3) whether the arrangement led to the making of a parental order in the UK; and 
(4) whether they are a: 

(a) opposite-sex couple; 
(b) male same-sex couple; 
(c) female same-sex couple; 
(d) single woman; or 
(e) single man. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.2 

 

Consultation Question 110. 
1.145 We invite consultees who have experience of applying for a parental order in the UK to tell 

us: 
(1) whether the surrogacy arrangement was domestic or international; 
(2) whether they had legal advice before the making of the parental order; 
(3) whether they were represented by a lawyer in court; and 
(4) the cost of any legal advice or representation. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.4 

 

Consultation Question 111. 
1.146 We invite consultees’ views as to the impact (social, emotional, f inancial or otherwise) of 

the current law where the intended parents are not the legal parents from birth of the child 
born of the surrogacy arrangement. 

Paragraph 18.6 
 

Consultation Question 112. 
1.147 We invite consultees to tell us what they have paid for, or to provide evidence about the 

cost of: 
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(1) medical screening; and 
(2) implications counselling 
(where possible separating out the cost of such screening, tests or implications 
counselling from any other costs involved with fertility treatment). 

N/A 
 
1.148 We invite legal consultees, who advise on surrogacy and parental order proceedings, to 

provide evidence of what they would charge: 
(1) to provide advice sufficient to meet the proposed requirement for independent legal 

advice discussed in Chapter 13; and 
(2) to draft, advise on and negotiate the written surrogacy agreement required for the 

new pathway. 
N/A 

Paragraph 18.8 
 

Consultation Question 113. 
1.149 We invite consultees to tell us of the impact of: 

(1) the current requirement of a genetic link; and 
(2) any removal of this requirement in cases of medical necessity: 

(a) in the new pathway; 
(b) in the parental order route for domestic surrogacy arrangements; or 
(c) in both situations. 

 
Paragraph 18.11 

 

Consultation Question 114. 
1.150 We invite consultees who consider that they might be able to fulf il the role of the 

independent professional discussed in Chapter 9 to tell us: 
(1) their profession; and 
(2) what they would charge to provide such a service. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.13 

 

Consultation Question 115. 
1.151 We invite consultees who are intended parents to give us their views on the impact of our 

proposals for reform on their ability to enter into surrogacy arrangements and, in particular: 
(1) if particular proposals will increase accessibility, and why; and 
(2) if particular proposals will restrict accessibility, and why. 

N/A 
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1.152 We invite consultees who are surrogates to give us their views on the impact of our 
proposals for reform on their ability to enter into surrogacy arrangements and, in particular: 
(1) if particular proposals will increase accessibility, and why; and 
(2) if particular proposals will restrict accessibility, and why. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.15 

 

Consultation Question 116. 
1.153 We ask consultees who are intended parents to tell us: 

(1) whether the surrogacy arrangement was domestic or international; 
(2) what they spent, in total, on the surrogacy arrangement(s) that led to the birth of 

their child(ren), including the cost of fertility treatment, payments to the surrogate 
and payments to any surrogacy agency or organisation; 

(3) how they raised the funds for the surrogacy arrangement(s); 
(4) what they spent on any fertility treatment prior to entering into a surrogacy 

arrangement (where that treatment did not lead to the birth of a child); and 
(5) how they raised the funds for the fertility treatment. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.18 

 

Consultation Question 117. 
1.154 We invite consultees’ views as to the specific impact of our proposals in Northern Ireland. 
 

Paragraph 18.20 
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Consultation Question 118. 
1.155 We invite consultees’ views as to any other impact that we have not specifically addressed 

in this chapter, or the preceding chapters, of this paper. 
It seems that before the law commissioners designed this consultation, they had already decided 
that surrogacy is a positive thing and so legislation should enable it. This may be explained by a 
limited ‘pre-consultation’ mainly focusing on people who already had a vested interest in 
surrogacy – ‘intended parents,’ women who claim to have had a positive experience of 
surrogacy, and lawyers and other organisations who stand to make money from commercial 
surrogacy if it is given the green light. 
 
It seems that the law commissioners did not consider women as a group to be key stakeholders 
in this endeavour. This is a major error, because just as all women are affected by the institution 
of prostitution, so all women will be affected by any opening up of commercial surrogacy in this 
country. 
 
It could even be argued that one of the key drivers of commercial surrogacy is a desire by men 
to break the legal and cultural recognition of the unique bond between birth mother and child – 
and indeed the proposals to make the ‘intended parents’ the legal parents from the moment of 
birth are a major step in this direction, and are likely to have a significant impact down the line – 
potentially affecting the status of all women. 
 
Paid surrogacy opens up enormous potential for abuse and risks spouses, partners and other 
family members coercing a woman into engaging in commercial surrogacy for their (and not her) 
f inancial benefit. This will be a potential risk for thousands of women, which appears to have 
been completely overlooked by the law commissioners. 
 
UK and Scottish Law Commissions are obliged to comply with the Public Sector Equality Duty 
(PSED) when carrying out public functions, such as this consultation. There doesn’t appear to be 
any evidence they have done so, because they have not provided their equality considerations 
and impact assessments. As surrogacy has a very different impact on women and children than 
on adult males, we believe the law commissioners are in breach of equality legislation. 
 
The Equality and Human Rights Commission describes the obligations under the PSED to have 
due regard to the need to: 
 

• Eliminate unlawful discrimination, harassment and victimisation and other conduct 
prohibited by the Act. 

• Advance equality of opportunity between people who share a protected characteristic and 
those who do not. 

• Foster good relations between people who share a protected characteristic and those 
who do not. 

 
There are many ways in which opening up surrogacy in the UK is likely to worsen women’s 
position relative to men’s, and the relationship between the sexes. Any loosening of the laws 
around surrogacy could therefore be considered discriminatory. Surrogacy is also likely to have 
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an impact on the relations between the different generations. Imagine the rage that young people 
may feel when they discover that their ‘parents’ not only bought them but took advantage of their 
birth mothers. 
 
It is of major concern that the law commissioners’ ethical arguments hinge on ideas that are not 
based on any recognised human rights instruments – such as the idea that ‘procreative liberty’ 
confers some kind of human right to surrogacy and the idea that a woman has a human right to 
be a ‘surrogate.’ These arguments do not hold up to scrutiny and have been clearly rejected by 
the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
It is shocking that the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ violate many of the recommendations of 
the UN Special Rapporteur that are designed to guard against the sale of children and the 
exploitation of birth mothers, including: 
 
 The birth mother must be accorded the status of legal mother at birth, and must be under no 

contractual or legal obligation to participate in the legal or physical transfer of the child. 
 All payments to the birth mother must be made before the legal and physical transfer of the 

child and must be non-reimbursable – even if she decides not to relinquish the child. 
 The birth mother’s choice to transfer the child “must be a gratuitous act, based on her own 

post-birth intentions, rather than on any legal or contractual obligation.” 
 Pre-conception checks, while encouraged, cannot take the place of appropriate welfare 

checks after the birth of the child. 
 Decisions about parentage and parental responsibility must be made by a court or other 

competent authority on an individual basis after the birth with the best interests of the child 
being paramount. 

 
The consultation is confusing and it does not conform to the government’s consultation 
guidelines. There are too many questions, they are too detailed and do not ask the important 
high-level questions – such as whether you think surrogacy can ever be ethical, etc. 
 
For all these reasons, the law commissioners should go back to the drawing board and start 
again from the position of women’s and children’s human rights. If it is found that there is no way 
to liberalise surrogacy law that is compliant with obligations under international treaties such as 
CEDAW and the UNCRC and its first optional protocol, then the law must not be liberalised. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 
 

Paragraph 18.22 
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About you

1  What is your name?

Name:
Kathleen Richardson

2  If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a university), what is the name of your organisation?

Enter the name of your organisation:

Campaign Against Sex Robots

3  Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your organisation?

Other

If other, please provide details:
Behalf of a women's campaigning group

4  If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best describes you?

Academic

5  What is your email address?

Email address:

6  What is your telephone number?

Telephone number:

7  If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be treated as confidential, please explain to us why you
regard the information as confidential. As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your explanation but cannot give an
assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances.

Please explain why you wish the information that you will provide to us to be treated as confidential:

Please feel free to publish my responses.

Chapter 6: The parental order procedure

8  Consultation Question 1:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

International surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale, abuse and trafficking of children and the exploitation of birth mothers. These are
human rights issues of the utmost seriousness and so the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge.
For this reason these cases should continue to be heard by a judge of the High Court.

Please provide your views below:

All surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights
issues of the utmost seriousness and so the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. For this reason these cases should
NOT be heard by a lay judge but rather by a senior judge, e.g. ticketed to circuit judges or higher.

9  Consultation Question 2:

Please provide your views below:



both - the body of women should not be turned in to vehicles for commercial infant production, therefore mothers should hold rights and be heard by
trained specialists in women's rights and the law.

10  Consultation Question 3: We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the current allocation
rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation Questions 1 and 2.

Please provide your views below:

Surrogacy should be scrapped and is a human rights violation.

11  Consultation Question 4:

No

Please provide your views below:

The UN Special Rapporteur recommends* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be
taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration.

Nothing about the transfer of parental responsibility should be automatic and all options should be open.
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

12  Consultation Question 5: We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the Family Procedure Rules 2010
should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise.
Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

13  Consultation Question 6:

Please provide your views below:

3 further reform needed particularly the abolition of surrogacy. surrogacy allows a market in intimate human relations and therefore contradicts values
that people are not property and turns women into merchandise.

Chapter 8: Legal Parenthood: Proposals for Reform - A New Pathway

14  Consultation Question 7:

No

Please provide your views below:

I vehemently disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s key
recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the Protection of Children and Cooperation in
respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. These require the birth mother to have legal
parenthood and parental responsibility when the child is born and that her consent to giving up
the child must be freely given AFTER the child's birth. I believe that this important safeguard
against the sale of children and the exploitation of birth mothers should apply equally to
surrogacy arrangements, in both an international and a domestic context.
This proposal would set a very dangerous precedent for all women, all mothers, all children and
all of the implications need to be fully understood. There is no evidence in the consultation paper
that the law commissioners have considered these more general implications fully, if at all.
I understand that the proposal to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ legal parenthood at
birth is based on (or justified by) in part at least the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’
mothers prior to the consultation. I do not agree that these claimed wishes alone justify
measures that contravene the recommendations of the UN Special Rapporteur and the
provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to reduce the risk of the sale and
trafficking of children and to protect birth mothers.
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to encourage or
condone a system that would require women to deliberately conceive and subsequently give
birth with the expectation that they would have little or no legal responsibility for the child. The
rights of the child must be prioritised regardless whether that is what some ‘surrogate’ mothers
say they want or not.
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

15  Consultation Question 8:



Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy
organisations.

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

16  Consultation Question 9: We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes should apply to
traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated surrogacy organisation is involved.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations, because they
would inevitably lead to a normalising of surrogacy and an increase in its prevalence.

17  Consultation Question 10: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a traditional, domestic
surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from entering into the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway.’

18  Consultation Question 11:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposal that the ‘intended parents’ should automatically acquire
legal parenthood at birth and that the birth mother has only a limited time to object. This
contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations,* including that the birth mother is the
legal parent at birth and that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility
in surrogacy arrangements are taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth,
with the child’s best interests being the paramount consideration.
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to
give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as
the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia.
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before
the expiry of the deadline.
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx
P

19  Consultation Question 12:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly with the ‘intended 
parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects. 
The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil 
partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent change of legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth 
and with the child’s best interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN 
Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.* 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to 
give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as 
the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered



decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before 
the expiry of the deadline. 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

20  Consultation Question 13:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended
parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects.
The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil
partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent change of legal parenthood and
parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth
and with the child’s best interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN
Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.*
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to
give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as
the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia.
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before
the expiry of the deadline.
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

21  Consultation Question 14:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s
recommendation* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in
10
surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the
birth and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration. A welfare assessment is
an absolute requirement if an informed decision is to be made about the child’s best interest.
Therefore a welfare assessment MUST be made after the child’s birth.
The pre-conception assessment would typically have been carried out more than a year before
the birth of the child. Much can change in that time.
The justification that a welfare assessment after the birth of the child is not necessary because
parents of children born through the normal process are not subject to such checks does not
hold. Pregnancy, birth and the post-partum changes are intense physical and existential
experiences that change you and prime you to love and be sensitive to the new-born child and
rise to the challenge of the enormous task of raising him or her to adulthood. For obvious
reasons ‘intended parents’ do not have this advantage.
In addition, pregnancy and childbirth are a huge investment of the birth mother’s physical,
physiological and emotional resources, which means she has already made a huge and
unquantifiable, nearly year-long, commitment to the child. This means her practical and
emotional commitment to the child is already well-developed, giving her the best chance of
surmounting all the difficulties that will inevitably arise over the course of the child’s childhood
and adolescence.
The ‘intended parents’ have had no similar experience. The investment of financial resources
does not in any way prepare you for the practical reality of caring for a new-born child and the
long road of nurturing and shepherding him or her to adulthood.
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

22  Consultation Question 15:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the ‘new pathway.’ 
There is a very real risk that spouses and partners will coerce women into being a ‘surrogate’ for 
financial gain. This risk is likely to increase if he or she does not have legal parenthood or



11 
parental responsibility for any children born of the arrangement. This is enough reason to reject 
this proposal. 
However, it also represents a significant change in legal parenthood rules and would therefore 
have an implication for all children, all families because it would set a precedent. It should not be 
introduced without a full assessment of all the implications, including on the rights of mothers and 
children. There is no evidence that the law commissioners have carried out any such 
assessment.

Yes

Please share your views below:

YES
The normal legal parenthood rules should apply. This will reduce the risk of spouses and
partners coercing women into surrogacy for financial gain.

23  Consultation Question 16:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth
unless the birth mother objects. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should not change if the child is stillborn.

No

Please provide your views below:

NO
I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the birth parents in this
situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should
not change if the child is stillborn and the registration should accurately reflect this.

24  Consultation Question 17: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, where the child dies
before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents
before the expiry of the period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a declaration to the
effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the birth.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in this
situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and if the child
dies before the parental order, the registration of birth should accurately reflect that the birth
mother was the legal parent.

25  Consultation Question 18: For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether, where the surrogate
dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during which she can exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the
new pathway and the intended parents should be required to make an application for a parental order.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

26  Consultation Question 19:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with the deceased
‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in this situation. The birth mother should
always be the legal parent of the child at birth and the registration of birth should accurately
reflect this

Please provide your views below:

The intended parents should NOT be registered as the child’s parents if they are already
deceased – so option (2) is preferable.



27  Consultation Question 20:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

28  Consultation Question 21: We invite consultees’ views as to: (1) a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases;
and (2) how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this model.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly oppose a three-parent model of legal parenthood, even if it is temporary. The birth
mother should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and
parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent
authority AFTER the birth of the child with the best interests of the child being the paramount
consideration, as recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.*
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

29  Consultation Question 22:

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should be the
legal parent and have parental responsibility at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood
and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other
competent authority AFTER the birth of the child based on the best interests of the child, as
recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.*
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

30  Consultation Question 23:

Please provide your views below:

The child’s best interests should drive all decisions about the child in the event of a dispute about
a surrogacy arrangement. The welfare checklist provides a comprehensive summary of the
issues to be considered and is adequate as it is, and conforms to the UN Special Rapporteur’s
recommendation* that the child’s best interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not
believe any other factors should be added.
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

31  Consultation Question 24:

Please provide your views below:

The child’s best interests should drive all decisions when considering whether to make a parental
order. The welfare checklist provides a comprehensive summary of the issues to be considered
and is adequate as it is, and it conforms to UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendation* that the
child’s best interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not believe any other factors
should be added.
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

32  Consultation Question 25: We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be amended to add the
intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section 8 order without leave.

Please provide your views below:

NO
There are real risks of the sale and trafficking of children and of exploitation of the birth mother and her reproductive capacities in all surrogacy
arrangements. The court should therefore always have oversight of the arrangements. I am also concerned that there should be no liberalisation of the
law on surrogacy because of the potential human rights abuses involved. I do not believe that ‘intended parents’ should be added to the list of those who
can apply for a
section 8 order without leave.

33  Consultation Question 26:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with this proposal. The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth and 
all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements



should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, as 
17 
recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur* in order to reduce the risk of the sale and 
trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility 
is based on (or justified by) the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the 
consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify measures that contravene recommendations of 
the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to 
reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children. 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system 
that would require women to give birth with the expectation that they would have no legal 
responsibility for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must 
be prioritised regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish. 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

34  Consultation Question 27:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended
parents’ should acquire parentage or parental responsibility automatically. The birth mother
should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental
responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority
AFTER the birth of the child, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is
the recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the
sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities.
I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility
is based on (or justified by) the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the
consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify a measure that contravenes recommendations of
18
the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to
reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children.
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system
that would require women to give birth with the expectation that they would have no responsibility
for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must be prioritised
regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish.
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

35  Consultation Question 28: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the surrogate should retain
parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right
to object, assuming that she does not exercise her right to object.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I agree that the birth mother should have parental responsibility for the child but NOT that the
‘intended parents’ should get automatic legal parenthood and parental responsibility.
All decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements
should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, with the
child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN Special
Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the
exploitation of women and their women’s reproductive capacities.
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

36  Consultation Question 29:

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should have
legal parenthood and parental responsibility at and after the birth and all subsequent decisions
involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility should be taken by a court or other
competent authority, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the
recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale
and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities.
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

Chapter 9: The Regulation of Surrogacy Arrangements



37  Consultation Question 30: We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the scope of the new
pathway.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’

38  Consultation Question 31: We invite the views of independent surrogates, and intended parents who have used independent surrogacy
arrangements, to tell us about their experience. In particular, we would be interested to hear about any health screening, counselling and
legal advice that took place.

Please provide your views below:

N/A

39  Consultation Question 32:

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts
binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first optional protocol.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts
binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first optional protocol.

40  Consultation Question 33:

No

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

Other

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

Other

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

41  Consultation Question 34:

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

Please provide your views below:

Surrogacy is the violation of the rights of women and children.



42  Consultation Question 35: We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit making bodies. Do
consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction
surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and
would drive an increase in surrogacy. Even if surrogacy organisations are non-profit making, they
will inevitably be driven by commercial imperatives (for example, to cover costs, salaries, etc.)
and will need to continuously seek new business and to convince or coerce more women to act
as ‘surrogates.’
Deriving income from surrogacy is abhorrent and, given the parallels between surrogacy and
prostitution, is a potential violation of Article 6 of CEDAW, which prohibits third-parties profiting or
otherwise benefiting from the prostitution of women.

43  Consultation Question 36: We invite consultees’ views as to what should be included in the definition of matching and facilitation services.

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with organisations being able to provide matching and facilitation services, because
that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human
rights of both women and children.

44  Consultation Question 37: We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer matching and
facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated
surrogacy organisations or any other organisations being able to provide matching and
23
facilitation services for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase
in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

45  Consultation Question 37: We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer
matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated
surrogacy organisations or any other organisations being able to provide matching and
facilitation services for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase
in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

46  Consultation Question 38: We invite consultees’ views as to the sanctions that should be available against organisations that offer
matching and facilitation services without being regulated to do so, and whether these should be criminal, civil or regulatory.

Please provide your views below:

I do not accept that matching and facilitation services should be allowed – regardless who they
are provided by – because they would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I
consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. Offering such services
should be a criminal offence.

47  Consultation Question 39: We provisionally propose that the remit of the Human Fertilisation and Embryology Authority be expanded to
include the regulation of regulated surrogacy organisations, and oversight of compliance with the proposed legal requirements for the new
pathway to legal parenthood. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction
surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and
would drive an increase in surrogacy

Please provide your views below:



48  Consultation Question 40: We provisionally propose that surrogacy agreements should remain unenforceable (subject to the exception we
provisionally propose in Consultation Question 88 in relation to financial terms). Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

49  Consultation Question 41: We provisionally propose that there should be no prohibition against charging for negotiating, facilitating and
advising on surrogacy arrangements. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

VEHEMENTLY disagree with this proposal and the opening up of surrogacy in this country,
because I consider it a violation of the human rights of both women and the child. The idea of
organisations charging to facilitate it is utterly abhorrent and violates the spirit, if not the letter, of
Article 6 of CEDAW, given the parallels between surrogacy and prostitution. Article 6 prohibits
the exploitation of the prostitution of women – which includes deriving any form of benefit from
women’s prostitution.

50  Consultation Question 42: We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy should be removed, with
the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything that can lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. Do
consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

I VEHEMENTLY disagree with removing the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy.
Surrogacy is a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and enabling
advertising sites (and other ‘service’ organisations) to financially benefit from it is abhorrent.
At this time of increasing poverty and inequality, it would be unethical to promote the idea that
being a ‘surrogate’ mother would be a solution to an impoverished woman’s financial problems. If
this proposal is implemented, Facebook and Google are likely present surrogacy ads to female
students and young women suggesting that becoming a ‘surrogate’ would provide the solution to
their financial worries. The most disadvantaged young women would be the most vulnerable to
this idea and it is doubtful it would ever truly be in her best interest.
Just as we protect disadvantaged people from the temptation of selling their kidneys for money,
we need to protect disadvantaged women from the temptation of renting their wombs. This
means that advertising of surrogacy MUST remain banned.

Chapter 10: Children's Access to Information About Surrogacy Arrangements

51  Consultation Question 43: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, where the making of a parental order in respect of a child
born of a surrogacy arrangement has been recorded in the Parental Order Register, the child should be able to access his or her original birth
certificate at the age of 18. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

52  Consultation Question 44: We provisionally propose that where children are born of surrogacy arrangements that result in the intended
parents being recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of that certificate should make clear that the birth was the result of a
surrogacy arrangement. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended 
parents’ should be recorded as parents on the original birth certificate. The birth mother should 
be recorded as the birth mother on the birth certificate and all decisions involving legal 
parenthood and parental responsibility should be taken after the birth by a court or other 
competent authority, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the 
26 
recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale 
and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
However, if the ‘intended parents’ are recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of 
the certificate should make clear that the birth was the result of a surrogacy arrangement.



* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

53  Consultation Question 45: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the birth registration system in England and Wales requires reform
and, if so, which reforms they would like to see.

Please provide your views below:

I do not consider the birth registration system to be in need for reform. I am particularly opposed
to changes to allow for the registration of three parents or for anyone other than the birth mother
to be recorded as the mother on the original birth certificate. Such proposals could lead to the
facilitation of the sale of children and an erosion of mothers’ rights and a diluting of the
understanding that the relationship between the birth mother and the child is unique.

54  Consultation Question 46: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has been the subject of a
parental order should be able to access all the documents contained in the court’s file for those parental order proceedings.Do consultees
agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

55  Consultation Question 47:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy
organisations. However, should surrogacy take place, it is important that the children have
access to information about their origins and these proposals seem generally sound, except that
the information held on gamete donors should also include identifying information – because
otherwise it trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the right to know her or his
genetic parentage.

56  Consultation Question 48: We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate and the intended
parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy
arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

I agree but with the proviso that all the information should be identifying – because otherwise it
trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the right to know her or his genetic
parentage.

57  Consultation Question 49:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

I agree with (1) and (2) and believe there might be other circumstances where this is reasonable

58  Consultation Question 50: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any provision for those born of a surrogacy
arrangement to make a request for information to disclose whether a person whom he or she is intending to marry, or with whom he or she
intends to enter into a civil partnership or intimate physical relationship, was carried by the same surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

YES, this should be possible.

59  Consultation Question 51:

Yes

Please provide your views below:



Please provide your views below:

YES, I agree.

60  Consultation Question 52:

Please provide your views below:

YES to both (1) and (2)

Please provide your views below:

61  Consultation Question 53: For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether details of an
intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded in the register.

Please provide your views below:

The intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded
in the register.

Chapter 11: Eligibility Criteria for a Parental Order

62  Consultation Question 54: We provisionally propose that the six month time limits in sections 54 and 54A of the HFEA 2008 for making a
parental order application should be abolished. Do consultees agree?

Please provide your views below:

No
The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain
circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child.

63  Consultation Question 55:

No

Please provide your views below:

NO
I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child
trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s wombs. An adoption order can be considered
as an option when a parental order is not possible.

No

Please provide your views below:

disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child
trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s wombs. An adoption order can be considered
as an option when a parental order is not possible.

Chapter 12: Eligibility Criteria for Both a Parental Order and for the New Pathway

64  Consultation Question 56:

No

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The ‘intended parents’ should be
domiciled (and not simply habitually resident) in the UK in order to avoid surrogacy tourism.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with opening up parental orders to ‘intended parents’ who are habitual
residents but not domiciled in the UK – because of the risk of surrogacy tourism.

65  Consultation Question 57:

Please provide your views below:

The qualifying categories of relationship should not be reformed or removed.



66  Consultation Question 58: We provisionally propose that to use the new pathway, intended parents should be required to make a
declaration in the surrogacy agreement that they intend for the child’s home to be with them. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide views below:

OTHER
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

67  Consultation Question 59:

No

Please provide views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic link should
be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’

Please provide views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and all other proposals that are
likely to result in an increase in surrogacy. I therefore do not believe that double donation should
be permitted under the parental order pathway in domestic surrogacy arrangements.

Yes

Please provide views below:

68  Consultation Question 60: We provisionally propose that if the requirement for a genetic link is retained for domestic cases outside the
new pathway, the requirement should not apply, subject to medical necessity, if the court determines that the intended parents in good faith
began the surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway but were required to apply for a parental order. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

I fundamentally disagree with proposals to introduce the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic
link should be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’

69  Consultation Question 61: We provisionally propose that if double donation is permitted only in cases of medical necessity, an exception
should be made to allow a parental order to be granted to a single parent without a genetic link where the intended parent’s former partner
provides gametes but the intended parents’ relationship breaks down before the grant of a parental order. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide views below:

I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’

70  Consultation Question 62:

Please provide your views below:

I oppose surrogacy and believe that it is a fundamental violation of women’s and children’s rights
and that it should therefore be banned. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’

Please provide your views below:

I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’

71  Consultation Question 63:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly oppose the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. However, I support the requirement in
any surrogacy arrangements for the recording of the identity of all genetic parents and the birth
mother.

Please provide your views below:



While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, I support this condition for a parental order
in the circumstances described in both (1) and (2).

Yes

Please provide your views below:

YES
While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, if it happens, I support this provision.

72  Consultation Question 64:

No

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to surrogacy and would like to see it banned, because it is a violation of both
women’s and children’s human rights.
Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society
and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good health until the child reaches adulthood.
Surrogacy is therefore particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. If surrogacy is
to be opened up, a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is imperative. This will make it clear
that society does not condone older people entering a surrogacy arrangement and will make it
less likely that older people will go ahead with such an arrangement and present the court with a
fait accompli.
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement up to that age but not beyond. It is
therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be
allowed, there should be a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ and it should be 45.
Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society
and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good health until the child reaches adulthood.
36
I am opposed to surrogacy per se, because it is a violation of both women’s and children’s
human rights. However, it is particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. I therefore
consider that a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is important. This will make it clear that
society does not consider it acceptable for older people to enter into a surrogacy arrangement
and will make it less likely that they will.
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement up to that age. It is therefore imperative
that age limits are set very carefully.

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be
allowed, there should be a minimum age for ‘intended parents’ and it should be much older than
18. I suggest that 25 would be more appropriate.
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement at that age. It is therefore imperative that
age limits are set very carefully. What kind of society would want 18-year olds to believe that it
would be reasonable for them to become ‘parents’ through a surrogacy arrangement – before
they have taken even their first steps into independence and adulthood?

73  Consultation Question 65:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to surrogacy per se and would like to see it banned, because I consider it a 
violation of both women’s and children’s human rights. 
At 18 a woman is barely out of childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish herself 
as an adult. This means that she is particularly vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There 
37 
should be a significantly older minimum age for entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I 
suggest that 25 years would be more appropriate.



Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society 
sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy 
arrangement is a reasonable thing for them to be doing before they have taken even their first 
steps into independence and adulthood?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for a ‘new pathway’. At 18 a woman is barely out of
childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish herself as an adult. This means that
she is particularly vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There should be a significantly older
minimum age for entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I suggest that 25 years would be
more appropriate.
Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society
sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully.
What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy
arrangement is a reasonable thing for them to be doing before they have taken even their first
steps into independence and adulthood?

Chapter 13: Eligibility Criteria for the New Pathway

74  Consultation Question 66:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

Please provide your views below:

75  Consultation Question 67:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

76  Consultation Question 68: We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that the surrogate and the
intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect of the law and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is
signed. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

77  Consultation Question 69:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

78  Consultation Question 70: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the surrogate has previously given
birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. 
Society should not condone women who have never had a child of their own entering an 
arrangement to undergo pregnancy and childbirth for someone else. It is impossible to 
understand what pregnancy and childbirth are like and how they will change you until or unless



you have had that experience yourself.

79  Consultation Question 71: We provisionally propose that there should not be a maximum number of surrogate pregnancies that a woman
can undertake as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’.
Society should not condone women undergoing multiple ‘surrogate’ pregnancies and childbirths.
Even the Kennel Club recognises that female dogs should not be allowed to undertake more
than four pregnancies. It is abhorrent that female dogs have better protections than women
would have under this proposal.

Chapter 15: Payments to the Surrogate: Options for Reform

80  Consultation Question 72:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions,
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy
when it is not in their best interests.
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual
essential costs, backed up by receipts.

81  Consultation Question 73:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions,
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy
when it is not in their best interests.
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above the actual
essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins,
and travel to medical appointments – backed up by receipts.

82  Consultation Question 74:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions,
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy
when it is not in their best interests.
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above the actual
essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins,
and travel to medical appointments – backed up by receipts.

83  Consultation Question 75:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.



There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above the actual 
essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, 
and travel to medical appointments – backed up by receipts.

84  Consultation Question 76: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay their
surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or self-employed).

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions,
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy
when it is not in their best interests.
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual
essential costs, backed up by receipts.
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost
earnings.

85  Consultation Question 77:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions,
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy
when it is not in their best interests.
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual
essential costs, backed up by receipts.
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost
earnings.

86  Consultation Question 78:

Please provide your views below:

n/a

87  Consultation Question 79:

Please provide your views below:

It is absurd to propose that one could place a monetary value on the pain of adverse pregnancy 
outcomes. In putting a price tag on perineal tear for example, some mothers report little pain or 
symptoms, others have profound ongoing fear of vaginal penetration, which can result in very 
significant emotional and relationship difficulties. Infection may complicate healing, and some 
women report long term sequelae from this, such as impaired wound healing. 
Haematology conditions should also be considered. Blood loss, for example due to placental 
haemorrhage can be very significant, and potentially result in emergency hysterectomy and 
blood transfusion to save the life of the mother. It is a fact that although blood is thoroughly 
screened in the UK there still remains the potential for blood borne illnesses to be transmitted, 
and the fact that some of these may not have been identified yet by researchers is also a real 
risk to a mother receiving transfusion. Persons who have had a blood transfusion are currently 
unable to donate blood themselves in the UK, due to the risk of (vCJD) transmission. This is an 
indication of the gravity of receiving blood products. 
No medical intervention is EVER risk free. Receiving multiple blood products in the context of 
Massive Transfusion Protocol (eg platelets, Fresh Frozen Plasma, cryoprecipitate) only heighten 
those risks. 
Conditions such as HELLP (Haemolysis, Elevated Liver enzymes, Low Platelets) can be fatal, 
and although the maternal mortality rate is low, it can have significant sequelae, including renal 
failure potentially requiring dialysis, placental abruption (potentially fatal for mother and baby)



permanent liver damage and retinal detachment resulting in visual impairment. 
Each of these conditions have long term consequences for a woman, psychologically, physically 
and emotionally, and may also affect her ability to return to work or care for other children. 
Also, the late complications of childbirth have been disregarded. Late consequences of childbirth 
can include vaginal or rectal prolapse, urinary and faecal incontinence. Women who have had a 
C section may experience ongoing pain around the scar. Some sources quote this as affecting 
between 6 and 18 percent of women. These symptoms can be profoundly distressing, and may 
take years to present (conversely, may present immediately). 
How could we ensure that women suffering these complications are compensated? They are 
multifactorial, and risk increases with instrumented delivery and parity. How would it be proposed 
to unpick the role of a surrogate pregnancy in causing these symptoms in relation to other risk 
factors, for example parity, smoking history, personal medical history? 
Psychiatric conditions are also absent from this list. Complications including depression and 
anxiety may be worsened by pregnancy. Other mental health conditions such as post natal 
depression and post partum psychosis can be fatal, and impact on a woman’s health for many 
years to come. I’m quite shocked that none of these conditions have been explicitly mentioned 
and it does make me wonder how the list of complications was created. I’d also like to know what 
level of haemorrhage would be considered “excessive”. 
The wording of the question “should” be able to pay compensation is not the same as being 
mandated to do so. This potentially creates a situation where some “luckier” women would 
receive compensation others would not. 
All of the above illustrates the risks of surrogacy and confirms my support for a total ban on 
surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions,
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy
when it is not in their best interests.
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions,
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy
when it is not in their best interests.
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.

88  Consultation Question 80: We invite consultees' views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay compensation to the
surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for
the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions,
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy
when it is not in their best interests.
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual
essential costs, backed up by receipts.
This question illustrates the risks of surrogacy and why I oppose it.

89  Consultation Question 81:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international



prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
48 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to give the birth mother gifts.

90  Consultation Question 82:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

It should not be possible for the intended parents to agree to pay a woman for the service
of undertaking a surrogacy. (check box)
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions,
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy
when it is not in their best interests.
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual
essential costs, backed up by receipts.
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her
‘services’.

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions,
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy
when it is not in their best interests.
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual
essential costs, backed up by receipts.
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her
‘services’.

Please provide any views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions,
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy
when it is not in their best interests.
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual
essential costs, backed up by receipts.
50
I am therefore opposed to allowing

91  Consultation Question 83:

Please provide views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is



accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their 
‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of surrogacy.

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions,
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy
when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual
essential costs, backed up by receipts.
This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their
‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of surrogacy.

92  Consultation Question 84: We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to surrogates should be the
same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. Do consultees
agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions,
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy
when it is not in their best interests.
I am opposed to the ‘new pathway’ but consider that regardless of the surrogacy arrangement
being used, the only payments that should ever be made are essential and basic expenses for
which receipts are provided.

93  Consultation Question 85: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have not discussed which
they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions,
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.
52
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy
when it is not in their best interests.
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual
essential costs, backed up by receipts.

94  Consultation Question 86: We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that intended parents should
be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions,
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy
when it is not in their best interests.
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual
essential costs, backed up by receipts.



95  Consultation Question 87:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions,
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children.
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy
when it is not in their best interests.
The only payments that should be made are essential and basic expenses and for which receipts
are provided. The judge or other competent authority should closely monitor all financial aspects
of the arrangement (in line with the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations*) and refuse the
parental order when payments have exceeded basic expenses. If it is not a judge overseeing the
arrangements, the competent authority should be totally independent and not, for example, an
agency (or ‘regulated surrogacy organisation’) that has been involved in the arrangements in any
way.
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

96  Consultation Question 88:

Other

Please provide your views below:

OTHER
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

Other

Please provide your views below:

OTHER
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The idea that a ‘surrogacy
agreement’ could place restrictions on the birth mother’s lifestyle is utterly abhorrent.

Chapter 16: International Surrogacy Arrangements

97  Consultation Question 89: We invite overseas surrogates (or bodies representing or advocating for surrogates) to share with us their
experiences of international surrogacy arrangements.

Please provide your views below:

N/a

98  Consultation Question 90: We invite organisations focused on children’s rights and welfare in the international context to share with us
their views on our proposed reforms and consultation questions in this chapter.

Please provide your views below:

n/a

99  Consultation Question 91: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of their experience of applying to register a child born through
an international surrogacy arrangement as a British citizen and obtaining a passport for the child. In particular, we would be interested to hear
how long the application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have about causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

n/a

100  Consultation Question 92: We provisionally propose that it should be possible for a file to be opened, and the application process for
obtaining registration of a child born from an international surrogacy arrangement and obtaining a passport to begin, prior to the birth of the
child.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a 
passport in international surrogacy arrangements appears to contradict the UN Special 
Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling and trafficking of



children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly disagree with this 
proposal. 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 
P

101  Consultation Question 93: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of applying for a visa for a
child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In particular, we would be interested to hear how long the application took after
the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

n/a

102  Consultation Question 94:

No

Please provide your views below:

Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a
passport before the child is born in international surrogacy arrangements appears to contradict
the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling
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and trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly
disagree with this proposal.
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

No

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

No
The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain
circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child.

103  Consultation Question 95:We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process for applying for a EU
Uniform Format Form in respect of a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement, before the child is born. The application will
need to be completed after the birth of the child.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for an EU Uniform Format Form
for the child before she or he is born in international surrogacy arrangements appears to
contradict the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against
the selling and trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I
therefore strongly disagree with this proposal.
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

104  Consultation Question 96: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of applying for a EU Uniform
Format Form for a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In particular we would be interested to hear how long the
application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

n/a

105  Consultation Question 97: We provisionally propose that the UK Government should provide a single, comprehensive guide for intended
parents explaining the nationality and immigration consequences of having a child through an international surrogacy arrangement. Do
consultees agree?



Other

Please provide your views below:

I agree with such a guide, but would like to see it explaining the reasons why surrogacy is a
violation of the human rights of women and children and all the other ways in which it is
possible for people to enjoy children in their lives.

106  Consultation Question 98: We provisionally propose that international surrogacy arrangements should not be eligible for the new
pathway to parenthood.Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

107  Consultation Question 99:

No

Please provide your views below:

I do not see how this proposal for such a blanket power would align with the UN Special
Rapporteur’s key recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the Protection of Children
and Cooperation in respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. The latter requires the birth
mother to have legal parenthood and parental responsibility when the child is born and that her
consent to giving up the child must be given AFTER the child's birth and that the transfer of
‘parenthood’ should be overseen by the courts or a competent authority on an individual case
by case basis, with the best interests of the child being the paramount consideration. This is an
important safeguard against the sale of children and for the protection of the birth mother and I
believe it should apply equally to international surrogacy arrangements. I therefore strongly
disagree with this proposal.
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

108  Consultation Question 100:

Please provide your views below:

N/a

Please provide your views below:

Restrictions and checks MUST be in place to protect the child and the birth mother from
trafficking and exploitation. The process should include the same checks as would be used in
an international adoption.

Chapter 17: Miscellaneous Issues

109  Consultation Question 101: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current application of the law on statutory paternity leave, and
statutory paternity pay, to the situation of the surrogate’s spouse, civil partner or partner requires reform.

Please provide your views below:

I do not believe this needs changing.

110  Consultation Question 102: We provisionally propose that provision for maternity allowance should be made in respect of intended
parents, and that any such provision should be limited so that only one intended parent qualifies. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

111  Consultation Question 103:

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a
human rights abuse of both women and children.



112  Consultation Question 104: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the duty of employers to provide suitable facilities for any person at
work who is a pregnant woman or nursing mother to rest under Regulation 25 of the Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations 1992
is sufficient to include intended parents in a surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a
human rights abuse of both women and children.

113  Consultation Question 105: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are further issues in relation to employment rights and
surrogacy arrangements and, if so, any suggestions for reform.

Please provude your views below:

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a
human rights abuse of both women and children.

114  Consultation Question 106: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they believe any reforms in relation to surrogacy and succession
law are required.

Please provide your views below:

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a
human rights abuse of both women and children.

115  Consultation Question 107:

Please provide your views below:

It is important that all health and care professionals are aware that surrogacy agreements are
not legally binding and that ‘intended parents’ have no legal right to override the birth mother’s
wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or medical and health care, including during
pregnancy, labour and childbirth. Even if she has previously agreed to them sharing decisions
and being informed on these matters, she can withdraw her consent at any time for any or no
reason. All professionals involved in her care are duty-bound to comply with her wishes.
All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being
coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or more persons, including her spouse
or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be
present in so-called altruistic surrogacy arrangements.
Surrogacy arrangements place additional and complicated pressures on healthcare staff and
this could reduce the standard of impartial care given to birth mothers and new-borns –
especially when the ‘intended parents’ are entitled, rich or of high status. This itself is a valid
reason to be extremely cautious about making changes that will increase the numbers of
surrogacy births.
It is generally recognised that egg donation and IVF pregnancies carry additional health risks.
As most surrogacy pregnancies involve IVF, any increase in surrogacy is likely to lead to
additional pressure on the NHS.
Adoption research suggests that the separation of the new-born and the birth mother has longterm negative effects on the well-being of both of them.
This is likely to be the same for birth
mothers and babies in surrogacy arrangements and so can be expected to place additional
long-term pressures on the NHS and society as a whole. This has not been considered and
there are no questions about this.
An increase in surrogacy will require an increase in egg donation, which is a risky procedure
that can have a long-term negative impact on the woman’s health, including premature death.
Ethical issues abound. Young women might be coerced by financial pressures to donate eggs
when this isn’t in their best interests and there are worries about eugenics – where egg donors
are selected on the basis of blonde hair, blue eyes and stereotypical measures of
‘attractiveness’ for example.
The law commissioners do not appear to have considered the likely impact of any of these
issues. There is no question about people’s thoughts about the NHS picking up the tab for the
extra costs involved in surrogacy and whether this affects their opinions on surrogacy itself.
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There appears to have been no evaluation of the size of the additional costs to the NHS and
society.
At a time when the NHS is under severe strain, and life changing therapies (for cancer, cystic
fibrosis etc) are not funded due to financial constraints it is a slap in the face to provide money
for prospective parents to indulge their parenting fantasies while denying patients access to
drugs which are standard of care in other counties

Please provide your views below:



The guidance should be revised to clarify that surrogacy agreements are not legally binding and
that the birth mother has the right to change her mind at any time, for any or no reason.
Healthcare professionals must accept that her wishes are paramount and that the ‘intended
parents’ have no legal right to override her wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or
medical and health care, including during pregnancy, labour, childbirth and the postpartum
period.
All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being
coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or more persons, including her spouse
or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be
present in so-called altruistic surrogacy arrangements.
The guidance should make it clear that healthcare professionals should be even more alert
than normal to the possibility that she is being coerced and to ensure that they can speak to her
alone, including during labour, and that if she changes her mind about who is present in
consultations, and the labour ward/delivery suite, they must respect her wishes

Please provide your views below:

It is important that midwifery practice always prioritises the wishes of the birth mother and the
wellbeing of herself and the child.

116  Consultation Question 108: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other legal issues in relation to surrogacy, not
covered in this Consultation Paper, that merit examination.

Please provide your views below:

It is of considerable concern that the law commissioners appear to have given no consideration
to the significant risk that women will be coerced into agreeing to participate in surrogacy
63
arrangements for someone else’s benefit. This can be true in ‘altruistic’ surrogacy but is even
more likely if substantial payments are involved.
It is well-known that women and girls are groomed and/or coerced into prostitution by partners
and ‘boyfriends’ who act as their pimp and take all or much of their earnings. This is a major
route by which many women enter prostitution and is a major factor in preventing their exit.
There is no reason to expect that the same dynamics will not occur in relation to surrogacy if it
is opened up and provides opportunities to make significant amounts of money.
If the law commissioners’ proposals are enacted, there must therefore also be legislation that
prohibits coercing a woman into a surrogacy arrangement. This should be a criminal offence
and carry a hefty penalty – in recognition that it is a human rights violation and so that it acts as
a deterrent. That such a law would be difficult to enforce just adds to the arguments for why
paid surrogacy is a bad idea – and especially for women.
It would be far better to simply ban all surrogacy arrangements – or at the very least any
payments beyond basic and essential expenses backed by receipts and overseen by a judge

Chapter 18: Impact

117  Consultation Question 109:

Please insert the year of birth here:
n/a

Not Answered

If international, in which country did the arrangement take place?:

n/a

Not Answered

Not Answered

118  Consultation Question 110:

Not Answered

Not Answered

Not Answered

Please provide the cost of any legal advice or representation below:

n/a



119  Consultation Question 111: We invite consultees’ views as to the impact (social, emotional, financial or otherwise) of the current law
where the intended parents are not the legal parents from birth of the child born of the surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

n/a

120  Consultation Question 112:

Please provide your views below:

n/a

Please provide your views below:

n/a

121  Consultation Question 113:

Please provide your views below:

n/a

Please provide your views below:

n/a

122  Consultation Question 114:

Please provide your views below:

n/a

123  Consultation Question 115:

Please provide your views below:

n/a

Please provide your views below:

n/a

124  Consultation Question 116:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

n/a

Please provide your views below:

n/a

Please provide your views below:

n/a

Please provide your views below:

n/a

125  Consultation Question 117: We invite consultees’ views as to the specific impact of our proposals in Northern Ireland.

Please provide your views below:

n/a

126  Consultation Question 118: We invite consultees’ views as to any other impact that we have not specifically addressed in this chapter, or
the preceding chapters, of this Consultation Paper.

Please provide your views below:



It seems that before the law commissioners designed this consultation, they had already
decided that surrogacy is a positive thing and so legislation should enable it. This may be
explained by a limited ‘pre-consultation’ mainly focusing on people who already had a vested
interest in surrogacy – ‘intended parents,’ women who claim to have had a positive experience
of surrogacy, and lawyers and other organisations who stand to make money from commercial
surrogacy if it is given the green light.
It seems that the law commissioners did not consider women as a group to be key stakeholders
in this endeavour. This is a major error, because just as all women are affected by the
institution of prostitution, so all women will be affected by any opening up of commercial
surrogacy in this country.
It could even be argued that one of the key drivers of commercial surrogacy is a desire by men
to break the legal and cultural recognition of the unique bond between birth mother and child –
and indeed the proposals to make the ‘intended parents’ the legal parents from the moment of
birth are a major step in this direction, and are likely to have a significant impact down the line –
potentially affecting the status of all women.
Paid surrogacy opens up enormous potential for abuse and risks spouses, partners and other
family members coercing a woman into engaging in commercial surrogacy for their (and not
her) financial benefit. This will be a potential risk for thousands of women, which appears to
have been completely overlooked by the law commissioners.
UK and Scottish Law Commissions are obliged to comply with the Public Sector Equality Duty
(PSED) when carrying out public functions, such as this consultation. There doesn’t appear to
be any evidence they have done so, because they have not provided their equality
considerations and impact assessments. As surrogacy has a very different impact on women
and children than on adult males, we believe the law commissioners are in breach of equality
legislation.
The Equality and Human Rights Commission describes the obligations under the PSED to have
due regard to the need to:
 Eliminate unlawful discrimination, harassment and victimisation and other conduct
prohibited by the Act.
 Advance equality of opportunity between people who share a protected characteristic
and those who do not.
 Foster good relations between people who share a protected characteristic and those
who do not.
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There are many ways in which opening up surrogacy in the UK is likely to worsen women’s
position relative to men’s, and the relationship between the sexes. Any loosening of the laws
around surrogacy could therefore be considered discriminatory. Surrogacy is also likely to have
an impact on the relations between the different generations. Imagine the rage that young
people may feel when they discover that their ‘parents’ not only bought them but took
advantage of their birth mothers.
It is of major concern that the law commissioners’ ethical arguments hinge on ideas that are not
based on any recognised human rights instruments – such as the idea that ‘procreative liberty’
confers some kind of human right to surrogacy and the idea that a woman has a human right to
be a ‘surrogate.’ These arguments do not hold up to scrutiny and have been clearly rejected by
the UN Special Rapporteur.*
It is shocking that the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ violate many of the recommendations of
the UN Special Rapporteur that are designed to guard against the sale of children and the
exploitation of birth mothers, including:
 The birth mother must be accorded the status of legal mother at birth, and must be under no
contractual or legal obligation to participate in the legal or physical transfer of the child.
 All payments to the birth mother must be made before the legal and physical transfer of the
child and must be non-reimbursable – even if she decides not to relinquish the child.
 The birth mother’s choice to transfer the child “must be a gratuitous act, based on her own
post-birth intentions, rather than on any legal or contractual obligation.”
 Pre-conception checks, while encouraged, cannot take the place of appropriate welfare
checks after the birth of the child.
 Decisions about parentage and parental responsibility must be made by a court or other
competent authority on an individual basis after the birth with the best interests of the child
being paramount.
The consultation is confusing and it does not conform to the government’s consultation
guidelines. There are too many questions, they are too detailed and do not ask the important
high-level questions – such as whether you think surrogacy can ever be ethical, etc.
For all these reasons, the law commissioners should go back to the drawing board and start
again from the position of women’s and children’s human rights. If it is found that there is no
way to liberalise surrogacy law that is compliant with obligations under international treaties
such as CEDAW and the UNCRC and its first optional protocol, then the law must not be
liberalised.
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx
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Surrogacy Consultation Questions 

Email the completed document to surrogacy@lawcommission.gov.uk before the deadline 
of 11 October 2019. 

ABOUT YOU 

1. What is your name? 
Name (Required) 

 
 
2. If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a 
university), what is the name of your organisation? 
n/a 
 
3. Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your 
organisation? 
(Required – Choose one response) 

• This is a personal response  

If other, please provide details: 

 
 
4. If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best 
describes you? 
(Choose one response) 

• Other individual 

5. What is your email address? 
Email address:  

 
 
If you enter your email address then you will automatically receive an acknowledgement email 
when you submit your response. 

6. What is your telephone number? 
Telephone number:  
N/a 
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7. If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be 
treated as confidential, please explain to us why you regard the information as confidential. 
As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your explanation but cannot 
give an assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances. 
 
 

 

Consultation Question 1. 
1.1 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in England and Wales:  

(1) all international surrogacy arrangements should continue to be automatically 
allocated to a judge of the High Court; and 

YES 
 
International surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale, abuse and trafficking of 
children and the exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights issues of the utmost 
seriousness and so the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. 
For this reason these cases should continue to be heard by a judge of the High Court.  

 
(2) if international surrogacy arrangements are not automatically allocated to a judge of 

the High Court, circuit judges should be ticketed to hear such cases. 

Paragraph 6.42 

 

Consultation Question 2. 
1.2 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in respect of England and Wales  

(1) domestic surrogacy cases which continue to require a post-birth parental order 
should continue to be heard by lay justices, or whether they should be allocated to another 
level of the judiciary; and 

(2) If consultees consider that such cases should be allocated to another level of the 
judiciary, which level of the judiciary would be appropriate. 

All surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale and trafficking of children and the 
exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights issues of the utmost seriousness and so 
the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. For this reason these 
cases should NOT be heard by a lay judge but rather by a senior judge, e.g. ticketed to circuit 
judges or higher. 

Paragraph 6.51 
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Consultation Question 3. 
1.3 We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the 

current allocation rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation 
Questions 1 and 2. 

 
Paragraph 6.53 

 

Consultation Question 4. 
1.4 We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, the court should be placed under a 

duty to consider whether to make an order awarding the intended parents parental 
responsibility at the first directions hearing in the proceedings. 

Do consultees agree? 

(Note that this provisional proposal would be necessary only if our provisional proposal in 
Chapter 8 that all intended parents (whether in the new pathway or not) automatically 
acquire parental responsibility if the child is living with or being cared for by them is not 
supported by consultees). 

NO 
 
The UN Special Rapporteur recommends* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent 
authority AFTER the birth and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration. 
Nothing about the transfer of parental responsibility should be automatic and all options should 
be open. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 6.58 

 



4 
 

Consultation Question 5. 
1.5 We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the FPR 2010 

should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the 
proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise.  

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 6.72 

 

Consultation Question 6. 
1.6 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they are of the view that, in Scotland:  

(1) there is a need for greater consistency and clarity in provisions relating to the 
expenses of curators ad litem and reporting officers and, if so, how this should be 
addressed;   

(2) it should be provided by statute that, at the initial hearing or any subsequent hearing 
for a parental order, the court may make any such interim order or orders for 
parental responsibilities and parental rights as it sees fit; and/or 

(3) further procedural reform is needed and, if so, what that reform should be. 

 
Paragraph 6.110 

 

Consultation Question 7. 
1.7 In respect of a domestic surrogacy arrangement, we provisionally propose that, before the 

child is conceived, where the intended parents and surrogate have: 

(1) entered into an agreement including the prescribed information, which will include a 
statement as to legal parenthood on birth, 

(2) complied with procedural safeguards for the agreement, and 

(3) met eligibility requirements, 

on the birth of the child the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child, 
subject to the surrogate’s right to object. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
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I vehemently disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s key 
recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the Protection of Children and Cooperation in 
respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. These require the birth mother to have legal 
parenthood and parental responsibility when the child is born and that her consent to giving up 
the child must be freely given AFTER the child's birth. I believe that this important safeguard 
against the sale of children and the exploitation of birth mothers should apply equally to 
surrogacy arrangements, in both an international and a domestic context. 
 
This proposal would set a very dangerous precedent for all women, all mothers, all children and 
all of the implications need to be fully understood. There is no evidence in the consultation paper 
that the law commissioners have considered these more general implications fully, if at all. 
 
I understand that the proposal to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ legal parenthood at 
birth is based on (or justif ied by) in part at least the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ 
mothers prior to the consultation. I do not agree that these claimed wishes alone justify 
measures that contravene the recommendations of the UN Special Rapporteur and the 
provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to reduce the risk of the sale and 
trafficking of children and to protect birth mothers. 
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to encourage or 
condone a system that would require women to deliberately conceive and subsequently give 
birth with the expectation that they would have little or no legal responsibility for the child. The 
rights of the child must be prioritised regardless whether that is what some ‘surrogate’ mothers 
say they want or not. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.13 

 

Consultation Question 8. 
1.8 We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations and licensed clinics 

should be under a duty to keep a record of surrogacy arrangements under the new 
pathway to which they are a party, with such records being retained for a specified 
minimum period. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy 
organisations. 
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1.9 We invite consultees’ views as to what the length of that period should be: whether 100 
years or another period. 

Paragraph 8.14 

 

Consultation Question 9. 
1.10 We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes 

should apply to traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated surrogacy 
organisation is involved. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations, because they 
would inevitably lead to a normalising of surrogacy and an increase in its prevalence. 

Paragraph 8.21 

 

Consultation Question 10. 
1.11 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a 

traditional, domestic surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from 
entering into the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway.’  
Paragraph 8.22 

 

Consultation Question 11. 
1.12 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the surrogate should have the right to object to the acquisition of legal parenthood 
by the intended parents, for a fixed period after the birth of the child;  

(2) this right to object should operate by the surrogate making her objection in writing 
within a defined period, with the objection being sent to both the intended parents 
and the body responsible for the regulation of surrogacy; and 

(3) the defined period should be the applicable period for birth registration less one 
week. 

Do consultees agree? 
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NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposal that the ‘intended parents’ should automatically acquire 
legal parenthood at birth and that the birth mother has only a limited time to object. This 
contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations,* including that the birth mother is the 
legal parent at birth and that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility 
in surrogacy arrangements are taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth, 
with the child’s best interests being the paramount consideration. 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to 
give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as 
the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before 
the expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.35 

 

Consultation Question 12. 
1.13 We provisionally propose that, where the surrogate objects to the intended parents 

acquiring legal parenthood within the period fixed after birth, the surrogacy arrangement 
should no longer be able to proceed in the new pathway, with the result that: 

(1) the surrogate will be the legal parent of the child;  

(2) if one of the intended parents would, under the current law, be a legal parent of the 
child, then he or she will continue to be a legal parent in these circumstances; and 

(3) the intended parents would be able to make an application for a parental order to 
obtain legal parenthood. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly with the ‘intended 
parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects.  
 
The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil 
partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent change of legal parenthood and 
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parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth 
and with the child’s best interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN 
Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.* 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to 
give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as 
the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before 
the expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.36 

 

Consultation Question 13. 
1.14 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway: 

(1) the intended parents should be required to make a declaration on registering the 
birth of the child that they have no reason to believe that the surrogate has lacked 
capacity at any time during the period in which she had the right to object to the 
intended parents acquiring legal parenthood; 

(2) if the intended parents cannot provide this declaration then, during the period in 
which she has the right to object to the intended parents acquiring legal parenthood, 
the surrogate should be able to provide a positive consent to such acquisition; and 

(3) if the intended parents are unable to make this declaration and the surrogate is 
unable to provide the positive consent within the relevant period, the surrogacy 
arrangement should exit the new pathway and the intended parents should be able 
to make an application for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended 
parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects.  
 
The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil 
partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent change of legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth 
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and with the child’s best interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN 
Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.* 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to 
give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as 
the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before 
the expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.37 

 

Consultation Question 14. 
1.15 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway, the welfare of the child to be born as a 

result of the surrogacy arrangement: 

(1) should be assessed in the way set out in Chapter 8 of the current Code of Practice; 

(2) either the regulated surrogacy organisation or regulated clinic, as appropriate, 
should be responsible for ensuring that this procedure is followed; and 

(3) there should be no requirement for any welfare assessment of the child after his or 
her birth. 

Do consultees agree? 
 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s 
recommendation* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in 
surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the 
birth and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration. A welfare assessment is 
an absolute requirement if an informed decision is to be made about the child’s best interest. 
Therefore a welfare assessment MUST be made after the child’s birth. 
 
The pre-conception assessment would typically have been carried out more than a year before 
the birth of the child. Much can change in that time.  
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The justif ication that a welfare assessment after the birth of the child is not necessary because 
parents of children born through the normal process are not subject to such checks does not 
hold. Pregnancy, birth and the post-partum changes are intense physical and existential 
experiences that change you and prime you to love and be sensitive to the new-born child and 
rise to the challenge of the enormous task of raising him or her to adulthood. For obvious 
reasons ‘intended parents’ do not have this advantage.  
 
In addition, pregnancy and childbirth are a huge investment of the birth mother’s physical, 
physiological and emotional resources, which means she has already made a huge and 
unquantif iable, nearly year-long, commitment to the child. This means her practical and 
emotional commitment to the child is already well-developed, giving her the best chance of 
surmounting all the diff iculties that will inevitably arise over the course of the child’s childhood 
and adolescence.  
 
The ‘intended parents’ have had no similar experience. The investment of f inancial resources 
does not in any way prepare you for the practical reality of caring for a new-born child and the 
long road of nurturing and shepherding him or her to adulthood. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.51 

 

Consultation Question 15. 
1.16 We provisionally propose that, for a child born as a result of a surrogacy arrangement 

under the new pathway, where the surrogate has exercised her right to object to the 
intended parents’ acquisition of legal parenthood at birth, the surrogate’s spouse or civil 
partner, if any, should not be a legal parent of the child. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘new pathway.’  
 
There is a very real risk that spouses and partners will coerce women into being a ‘surrogate’ for 
f inancial gain. This risk is likely to increase if he or she does not have legal parenthood or 
parental responsibility for any children born of the arrangement. This is enough reason to reject 
this proposal. 
 
However, it also represents a significant change in legal parenthood rules and would therefore 
have an implication for all children, all families because it would set a precedent. It should not be 
introduced without a full assessment of all the implications, including on the rights of mothers and 
children. There is no evidence that the law commissioners have carried out any such 
assessment. 
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1.17 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in the case of a surrogacy arrangement outside 

the new pathway, the surrogate’s spouse or civil partner should continue to be a legal 
parent of the child born as a result of the arrangement. 

YES 
 
The normal legal parenthood rules should apply. This will reduce the risk of spouses and 
partners coercing women into surrogacy for f inancial gain. 

Paragraph 8.57 

 

Consultation Question 16. 
1.18 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway, where a child born of a surrogacy 

arrangement is stillborn: 

(1) the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child unless the surrogate 
exercises her right to object; and 

(2) the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being registered as 
the parents before the expiry of the period of the right to object. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended 
parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects. The 
birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should not change if 
the child is stillborn. 
 
1.19 We provisionally propose that, outside the new pathway, where a child born of a surrogacy 

arrangement is stillborn, the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents 
being registered as the parents before the expiry of the period allowed for the registration 
of the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a declaration to the effect that 
the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the 
stillbirth. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the birth parents in this 
situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should 
not change if the child is stillborn and the registration should accurately reflect this. 
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Paragraph 8.77 

 

Consultation Question 17. 
1.20 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, 

where the child dies before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able 
to consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents before the expiry of the 
period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have 
made a declaration to the effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order 
are satisfied, on registration of the birth. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in this 
situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and if the child 
dies before the parental order, the registration of birth should accurately reflect that the birth 
mother was the legal parent. 

Paragraph 8.79 

 

Consultation Question 18. 
1.21 For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to 

whether, where the surrogate dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during which 
she can exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the new 
pathway and the intended parents should be required to make an application for a 
parental order. 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 8.80 
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Consultation Question 19. 
1.22 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, where 

both intended parents die during the surrogate’s pregnancy, the intended parents should 
be registered as the child’s parents on birth, subject to the surrogate not exercising her 
right to object within the defined period. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with the deceased 
‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in this situation. The birth mother should 
always be the legal parent of the child at birth and the registration of birth should accurately 
reflect this. 
 
1.23 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new 

pathway, where both intended parents die during the surrogate’s pregnancy or before a 
parental order is made: 

(1) it should be competent for an application to be made, by a person who claims an 
interest under section 11(3)(a) of the Children (Scotland) Act 1995, or who would be 
permitted to apply for an order under section 8 of the Children Act 1989: 

(a) for an order for appointment as guardian of the child, and 

(b) for a parental order in the name of the intended parents, subject to the 
surrogate’s consent; or 

(2) the surrogate should be registered as the child’s mother and it should not be 
possible for the intended parents to be registered as the child’s parents, but that 
there should be a procedure for the surrogate to provide details of the intended 
parents, and, if relevant, gamete donors, for entry onto the register of surrogacy 
arrangements. 

The intended parents should NOT be registered as the child’s parents if they are already 
deceased – so option (2) is preferable. 

Paragraph 8.81 

 

Consultation Question 20. 
1.24 We provisionally propose that, where an application is made for a parental order by a sole 

applicant under section 54A: 
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(1) the applicant should have to make a declaration that it was always intended that 
there would only be a single applicant for a parental order in respect of the child 
concerned or to supply the name and contact details of the other intended parent;  

(2) if details of another intended parent are supplied, a provision should be made for 
notice to be given to the potential second intended parent of the application and an 
opportunity given to that party to provide notice of opposition within a brief period 
(of, say, 14 to 21 days); and 

(3) if the second intended parent gives notice of his or her intention to oppose, he or 
she should be required to make his or her own application within a brief period (say 
14 days), otherwise the application of the first intended parent will be determined by 
the court. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 8.86 

 

Consultation Question 21. 
1.25 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases; and 

(2) how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this model. 

I profoundly oppose a three-parent model of legal parenthood, even if it is temporary. The birth 
mother should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent 
authority AFTER the birth of the child with the best interests of the child being the paramount 
consideration, as recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.91 

 

Consultation Question 22. 
1.26 We invite consultees’ views:  

(1) as to whether there should be any additional oversight in the new pathway that we 
have proposed, leading to the acquisition of legal parenthood by the intended 
parents at birth; and 

(2) if so, as to whether should this oversight be: 
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(a) administrative, or 

(b) judicial. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should be the 
legal parent and have parental responsibility at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood 
and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other 
competent authority AFTER the birth of the child based on the best interests of the child, as 
recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.93 

 

Consultation Question 23. 
1.27 In respect of England and Wales, we invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether the welfare checklist, contained in section 1(3) of the Children Act 1989, 
should be amended to provide for the court to have regard to additional specific 
factors in the situation where it is considering the arrangements for a child in the 
context of a dispute about a surrogacy arrangement; and 

(2) if so, as to what those additional factors should be. 

The child’s best interests should drive all decisions about the child in the event of a dispute about 
a surrogacy arrangement. The welfare checklist provides a comprehensive summary of the 
issues to be considered and is adequate as it is, and conforms to the UN Special Rapporteur’s 
recommendation* that the child’s best interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not 
believe any other factors should be added. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx  

Paragraph 8.120 

 

Consultation Question 24. 
1.28 In respect of England and Wales, we invite consultees’ views: 

(1) as to whether the checklist, contained in section 1(4) of the ACA 2002 (as applied 
and modified by regulation 2 and paragraph 1 of Schedule 1 of the 2018 
Regulations) should be further amended to provide for the court to have regard to 
additional specific factors in the situation where it is considering whether to make a 
parental order; and 

(2) what those additional factors should be. 
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The child’s best interests should drive all decisions when considering whether to make a parental 
order. The welfare checklist provides a comprehensive summary of the issues to be considered 
and is adequate as it is, and it conforms to UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendation* that the 
child’s best interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not believe any other factors 
should be added. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.121 

 

Consultation Question 25. 
1.29 We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be 

amended to add the intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section 
8 order without leave. 

NO 
 
There are real risks of the sale and trafficking of children and of exploitation of the birth mother 
and her reproductive capacities in all surrogacy arrangements. The court should therefore 
always have oversight of the arrangements. I am also concerned that there should be no 
liberalisation of the law on surrogacy because of the potential human rights abuses involved. I do 
not believe that ‘intended parents’ should be added to the list of those who can apply for a 
section 8 order without leave. 

Paragraph 8.123 

 

Consultation Question 26. 
1.30 We provisionally propose that, where a child is born as a result of a surrogacy 

arrangement outside the new pathway, the intended parents should acquire parental 
responsibility automatically where: 

(1) the child is living with them or being cared for by them; and  

(2) they intend to apply for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with this proposal. The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth and 
all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements 
should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, as 
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recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur* in order to reduce the risk of the sale and 
trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility 
is based on (or justif ied by) the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the 
consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify measures that contravene recommendations of 
the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to 
reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children.  
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system 
that would require women to give birth with the expectation that they would have no legal 
responsibility for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must 
be prioritised regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.132 

 

Consultation Question 27. 
1.31 We provisionally propose that, where a child is born as a result of a surrogacy 

arrangement in the new pathway: 

(1) the intended parents should acquire parental responsibility on the birth of the child; 
and 

(2) if the surrogate exercises her right to object, the intended parents should continue to 
have parental responsibility for the child where the child is living with, or being cared 
for by, them, and they intend to apply for a parental order.  

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended 
parents’ should acquire parentage or parental responsibility automatically. The birth mother 
should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental 
responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority 
AFTER the birth of the child, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is 
the recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the 
sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility 
is based on (or justif ied by) the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the 
consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify a measure that contravenes recommendations of 
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the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to 
reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children.  
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system 
that would require women to give birth with the expectation that they would have no responsibility 
for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must be prioritised 
regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.134 

 

Consultation Question 28. 
1.32 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the 

surrogate should retain parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the 
arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right to 
object, assuming that she does not exercise her right to object. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I agree that the birth mother should have parental responsibility for the child but NOT that the 
‘intended parents’ should get automatic legal parenthood and parental responsibility. 
 
All decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements 
should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, with the 
child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN Special 
Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the 
exploitation of women and their women’s reproductive capacities. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.139 

 

Consultation Question 29. 
1.33 For all surrogacy arrangements, we invite consultees’ views as to:  

(1) whether there is a need for any restriction to be placed on the exercise of parental 
responsibility by either the surrogate (or other legal parent), or the intended parents, 
during the period in which parental responsibility is shared; and 
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(2) whether it should operate to restrict the exercise of parental responsibility by the 
party not caring for the child or with whom the child is not living. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should have 
legal parenthood and parental responsibility at and after the birth and all subsequent decisions 
involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility should be taken by a court or other 
competent authority, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the 
recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale 
and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.140 

 

Consultation Question 30. 
1.34 We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the 

scope of the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 9.29 

 

Consultation Question 31. 
1.35 We invite the views of independent surrogates, and intended parents who have used 

independent surrogacy arrangements, to tell us about their experience. In particular, we 
would be interested to hear about any health screening, counselling and legal advice that 
took place. 

N/A 
Paragraph 9.35 
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Consultation Question 32. 
1.36 We invite consultees’ views as to whether independent surrogacy arrangements should be 

brought within the scope of the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts 
binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first optional protocol. 
 
1.37 We invite consultees’ views as to how independent surrogacy arrangements might be 

brought within the scope of the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts 
binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first optional protocol. 

Paragraph 9.36 

 

Consultation Question 33. 
1.38 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) there should be regulated surrogacy organisations;  

NO 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 

(2) there should be no requirement for a regulated surrogacy organisation to take a 
particular form; and 

OTHER 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 

(3) each surrogacy organisation should be required to appoint an individual responsible 
for ensuring that the organisation complies with regulation. 

Do consultees agree?  

OTHER 
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I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.61 

 

Consultation Question 34. 
1.39 We provisionally propose that the person responsible must be responsible for: 

(1) representing the organisation to, and liaising with, the regulator; 

(2) managing the regulated surrogacy organisation with sufficient care, competence 
and skill; 

(3) ensuring the compliance of the organisation with relevant law and regulation, 
including the creation, maintenance and operation of necessary policies and 
procedures; 

(4) training any staff, including that of the person responsible; and 

(5) providing data to the regulator and to such other person as required by law. 

Do consultees agree? 

LEAVE ALL CHECK BOXES BLANK (i.e. none of the above) 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
1.40 We invite consultees to identify any other responsibilities which a responsible individual 

should have. 

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
1.41 We invite consultees’ views as to what experience, skills and qualif ications a person 

responsible for a surrogacy organisation should have. 

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.62 
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Consultation Question 35. 
1.42 We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit 

making bodies. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction 
surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and 
would drive an increase in surrogacy. Even if surrogacy organisations are non-profit making, they 
will inevitably be driven by commercial imperatives (for example, to cover costs, salaries, etc.) 
and will need to continuously seek new business and to convince or coerce more women to act 
as ‘surrogates.’ 
 
Deriving income from surrogacy is abhorrent and, given the parallels between surrogacy and 
prostitution, is a potential violation of Article 6 of CEDAW, which prohibits third-parties profiting or 
otherwise benefiting from the prostitution of women. 

Paragraph 9.84 

 

Consultation Question 36. 
1.43 We invite consultees’ views as to what should be included in the definition of matching and 

facilitation services. 

I disagree with organisations being able to provide matching and facilitation services, because 
that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human 
rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.94 

 

Consultation Question 37. 
1.44 We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to 

offer matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new 
pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated 
surrogacy organisations or any other organisations being able to provide matching and 
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facilitation services for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase 
in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
  
1.45 We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should 

be able to offer matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements 
outside the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated 
surrogacy organisations or any other organisations being able to provide matching and 
facilitation services for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase 
in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.95 

 

Consultation Question 38. 
1.46 We invite consultees’ views as to the sanctions that should be available against 

organisations that offer matching and facilitation services without being regulated to do so, 
and whether these should be criminal, civil or regulatory. 

I do not accept that matching and facilitation services should be allowed – regardless who they 
are provided by – because they would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I 
consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. Offering such services 
should be a criminal offence. 

Paragraph 9.97 

 

Consultation Question 39. 
1.47 We provisionally propose that the remit of the Human Fertilisation and Embryology 

Authority be expanded to include the regulation of regulated surrogacy organisations, and 
oversight of compliance with the proposed legal requirements for the new pathway to legal 
parenthood. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction 
surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and 
would drive an increase in surrogacy.  
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1.48 If consultees agree, we invite their views as to how the Authority’s Code of Practice should 
apply to regulated surrogacy organisations, including which additional or new areas of 
regulation should be applied. 

Paragraph 9.117 

 

Consultation Question 40. 
1.49 We provisionally propose that surrogacy agreements should remain unenforceable 

(subject to the exception we provisionally propose in Consultation Question 88 in relation 
to financial terms).  

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 9.129 

 

Consultation Question 41. 
1.50 We provisionally propose that there should be no prohibition against charging for 

negotiating, facilitating and advising on surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I VEHEMENTLY disagree with this proposal and the opening up of surrogacy in this country, 
because I consider it a violation of the human rights of both women and the child. The idea of 
organisations charging to facilitate it is utterly abhorrent and violates the spirit, if not the letter, of 
Article 6 of CEDAW, given the parallels between surrogacy and prostitution. Article 6 prohibits 
the exploitation of the prostitution of women – which includes deriving any form of benefit from 
women’s prostitution. 

Paragraph 9.135 

 

Consultation Question 42. 
1.51 We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy 

should be removed, with the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything 
that can lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
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I VEHEMENTLY disagree with removing the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy. 
Surrogacy is a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and enabling 
advertising sites (and other ‘service’ organisations) to financially benefit from it is abhorrent. 
 
At this time of increasing poverty and inequality, it would be unethical to promote the idea that 
being a ‘surrogate’ mother would be a solution to an impoverished woman’s financial problems. If 
this proposal is implemented, Facebook and Google are likely present surrogacy ads to female 
students and young women suggesting that becoming a ‘surrogate’ would provide the solution to 
their f inancial worries. The most disadvantaged young women would be the most vulnerable to 
this idea and it is doubtful it would ever truly be in her best interest. 
 
Just as we protect disadvantaged people from the temptation of selling their kidneys for money, 
we need to protect disadvantaged women from the temptation of renting their wombs. This 
means that advertising of surrogacy MUST remain banned. 

Paragraph 9.145 

 

Consultation Question 43. 
1.52 We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, where the making of a parental 

order in respect of a child born of a surrogacy arrangement has been recorded in the 
Parental Order Register, the child should be able to access his or her original birth 
certif icate at the age of 18. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 10.80 

 

Consultation Question 44. 
1.53 We provisionally propose that where children are born of surrogacy arrangements that 

result in the intended parents being recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full 
form of that certif icate should make clear that the birth was the result of a surrogacy 
arrangement. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended 
parents’ should be recorded as parents on the original birth certif icate. The birth mother should 
be recorded as the birth mother on the birth certificate and all decisions involving legal 
parenthood and parental responsibility should be taken after the birth by a court or other 
competent authority, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the 
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recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale 
and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
However, if the ‘intended parents’ are recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of 
the certif icate should make clear that the birth was the result of a surrogacy arrangement. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 10.85 

 

Consultation Question 45. 
1.54 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the birth registration system in England and 

Wales requires reform and, if so, which reforms they would like to see. 

I do not consider the birth registration system to be in need for reform. I am particularly opposed 
to changes to allow for the registration of three parents or for anyone other than the birth mother 
to be recorded as the mother on the original birth certif icate. Such proposals could lead to the 
facilitation of the sale of children and an erosion of mothers’ rights and a diluting of the 
understanding that the relationship between the birth mother and the child is unique. 

Paragraph 10.87 

 

Consultation Question 46. 
1.55 We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has 

been the subject of a parental order should be able to access all the documents contained 
in the court’s file for those parental order proceedings. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 10.89 

 

Consultation Question 47. 
1.56 We provisionally propose that a national register of surrogacy arrangements should be 

created to record the identity of the intended parents, the surrogate and the gamete 
donors. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
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1.57 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the register should be maintained by the Authority; 

(2) the register should record information for all surrogacy arrangements, whether in or 
outside the new pathway, provided that the information about who has contributed 
gametes for the conception of the child has been medically verif ied, and that the 
information should include: 

(a) identifying information about all the parties to the surrogacy arrangement, and 

(b) non-identifying information about those who have contributed gametes to the 
conception of the child; and 

(3) to facilitate the record of this information, the application form/petition for a parental 
order should record full information about a child’s genetic heritage where available 
and established by DNA or medical evidence, recording the use of an anonymous 
gamete donor if that applies. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy 
organisations. However, should surrogacy take place, it is important that the children have 
access to information about their origins and these proposals seem generally sound, except that 
the information held on gamete donors should also include identifying information – because 
otherwise it trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the right to know her or his 
genetic parentage. 

Paragraph 10.102 

 

Consultation Question 48. 
1.58 We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate 

and the intended parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy 
arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy arrangement. 

I agree but with the proviso that all the information should be identifying – because otherwise it 
trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the right to know her or his genetic 
parentage. 

Paragraph 10.104 
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Consultation Question 49. 
1.59 We provisionally propose that a child born of a surrogacy arrangement should be able to 

access the information recorded in the register from the age of 18 for identifying 
information, and 16 for non-identifying information (if such information is included on the 
register), provided that he or she has been given a suitable opportunity to receive 
counselling about the implications of compliance with this request. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
1.60 We invite consultees’ views as to whether a child under the age of 18 or 16 (depending on 

whether the information is identifying or non-identifying respectively) should be able to 
access the information in the register and, if so, in which circumstances: 

(1) where his or her legal parents have consented; 

(2) if he or she has received counselling and the counsellor judges that he or she is 
sufficiently mature to receive this information; and/or 

(3) in any other circumstances. 

I agree with (1) and (2) and believe there might be other circumstances where this is reasonable. 
Paragraph 10.110 

 

Consultation Question 50. 
1.61 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any provision for those born of 

a surrogacy arrangement to make a request for information to disclose whether a person 
whom he or she is intending to marry, or with whom he or she intends to enter into a civil 
partnership or intimate physical relationship, was carried by the same surrogate. 

YES, this should be possible. 
Paragraph 10.114 

 

Consultation Question 51. 
1.62 We provisionally propose that where two people are born to, and genetically related 

through, the same surrogate, they should be able to access the register to identify each 
other, if they both wish to do so. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
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1.63 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be provision to allow people born 

to the same surrogate – but who are not genetically related – to access the register to 
identify each other, if they both wish to do so. 

YES, I agree. 
Paragraph 10.121 

 

Consultation Question 52. 
1.64 We invite consultees’ views as to whether provision should be made to allow a person 

carried by a surrogate, and the surrogate’s own child, to access the register to identify 
each other, if they both wish to do so: 

(1) if they are genetically related through the surrogate; and/or 

(2) if they are not genetically related through the surrogate. 

YES to both (1) and (2) 
Paragraph 10.123 

 

Consultation Question 53. 
1.65 For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to 

whether details of an intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental 
order should be recorded in the register. 

The intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded 
in the register. 

Paragraph 10.128 
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Consultation Question 54. 
1.66 We provisionally propose that the six month time limits in sections 54 and 54A of the 

HFEA 2008 for making a parental order application should be abolished. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain 
circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child. 

Paragraph 11.20 

 

Consultation Question 55. 
1.67 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the current circumstances in which the consent of the surrogate (and any other legal 
parent) is not required, namely where a person cannot be found or is incapable of 
giving agreement, should continue to be available; 

NO  
 
I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child 
trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s wombs. An adoption order can be considered 
as an option when a parental order is not possible. 
 

(2) the court should have the power to dispense with the consent of the surrogate, and 
any other legal parent of the child, in the following circumstances: 

(a) where the child is living with the intended parents, with the consent of the 
surrogate and any other legal parent, or 

(b) following a determination by the court that the child should live with the 
intended parents; and 

(3) the court’s power to dispense with consent should be subject to the paramount 
consideration of the child’s welfare throughout his or her life guided by the factors 
set out in section 1 of the Adoption and Children Act 2002 and, in Scotland, in line 
with the section 14(3) of the Adoption and Children (Scotland) Act 2007. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
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I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child 
trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s wombs. An adoption order can be considered 
as an option when a parental order is not possible. 

Paragraph 11.58 

 

Consultation Question 56. 
1.68 We provisionally propose that, both for a parental order and in the new pathway, the 

intended parents or one of the intended parents must be domiciled or habitually resident in 
the UK, Channel Islands or Isle of Man. 

Do consultees agree?  

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The ‘intended parents’ should be 
domiciled (and not simply habitually resident) in the UK in order to avoid surrogacy tourism. 
 
1.69 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any additional conditions 

imposed on the test of habitual residence, for example, a qualifying period of habitual 
residence required to satisfy the test. 

I profoundly disagree with opening up parental orders to ‘intended parents’ who are habitual 
residents but not domiciled in the UK – because of the risk of surrogacy tourism. 

Paragraph 12.15 

 

Consultation Question 57. 
1.70 We invite consultees’ views on whether: 

(1) the qualifying categories of relationship in section 54(2) of the HFEA 2008 should be 
reformed and, if so, how; or 

(2) the requirement should be removed, subject to two persons who are within the 
prohibited degrees of relationship being prevented from applying. 

The qualifying categories of relationship should not be reformed or removed. 
Paragraph 12.29 
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Consultation Question 58. 
1.71 We provisionally propose that to use the new pathway, intended parents should be 

required to make a declaration in the surrogacy agreement that they intend for the child’s 
home to be with them. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.  

Paragraph 12.34 

 

Consultation Question 59. 
1.72 We provisionally propose that the new pathway –  

(1) should not impose a requirement that the intended parent, or one of the intended 
parents, provide gametes for the conception of the child, so that double donation of 
gametes is permitted, but 

(2) that double donation should only be permitted in cases of medical necessity, 
meaning that there is not an intended parent who is able to provide a gamete due to 
infertility. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic link should 
be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 
 
1.73 We invite consultees’ views as to whether double donation should be permitted under the 

parental order pathway (to the same extent that it may be permitted in the new pathway) in 
domestic surrogacy arrangements.  

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and all other proposals that are 
likely to result in an increase in surrogacy. I therefore do not believe that double donation should 
be permitted under the parental order pathway in domestic surrogacy arrangements.  
 
1.74 We provisionally propose that the requirement that the intended parent or one of the 

intended parents contribute gametes to the conception of the child in the parental order 
pathway should be retained in international surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
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Paragraph 12.64 

 

Consultation Question 60. 
1.75 We provisionally propose that if the requirement for a genetic link is retained for domestic 

cases outside the new pathway, the requirement should not apply, subject to medical 
necessity, if the court determines that the intended parents in good faith began the 
surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway but were required to apply for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I fundamentally disagree with proposals to introduce the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic 
link should be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 

Paragraph 12.71 

 

Consultation Question 61. 
1.76 We provisionally propose that if double donation is permitted only in cases of medical 

necessity, an exception should be made to allow a parental order to be granted to a single 
parent without a genetic link where the intended parent’s former partner provides gametes 
but the intended parents’ relationship breaks down before the grant of a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 

Paragraph 12.76 
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Consultation Question 62. 
1.77 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that a surrogacy 

arrangement has been used because of medical necessity: 

(1) for cases under the new pathway to parenthood; and/or 

(2) for cases where a post-birth parental order application is made. 

I oppose surrogacy and believe that it is a fundamental violation of women’s and children’s rights 
and that it should therefore be banned. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’  
 
1.78 We invite consultees’ views as to how a test of medical necessity for surrogacy, if it is 

introduced, should be defined and assessed. 

I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 
Paragraph 12.94 

 

Consultation Question 63. 
1.79 We provisionally propose that in order to use the new pathway to parenthood, information 

identifying the child’s genetic parents and the surrogate must be provided for entry on the 
national register of surrogacy agreements prior to registration of the child’s birth. 

Do consultees agree?  

OTHER 
 
I profoundly oppose the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. However, I support the requirement in 
any surrogacy arrangements for the recording of the identity of all genetic parents and the birth 
mother. 
 
1.80 We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be a condition for an application for a 

parental order that: 

(1) those who contributed gametes are entered on the national register of surrogacy 
agreements; and/or 

(2) if it remains a requirement that one of the intended parents provided gametes in the 
conception of the child, that the genetic link is demonstrated to the court with 
medical or DNA evidence. 

While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, I support this condition for a parental order 
in the circumstances described in both (1) and (2). 
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1.81 We provisionally propose that it should be a condition for the application of a parental 
order that the identity of the surrogate is entered on the national register of surrogacy 
agreements. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, if it happens, I support this provision. 

Paragraph 12.115 

 

Consultation Question 64. 
1.82 We provisionally propose that there should be no maximum age limit for the grant of a 

parental order. The age of the intended parents should continue to be taken into account 
in the assessment of the welfare of the child in applications to grant a parental order.  

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I am opposed to surrogacy and would like to see it banned, because it is a violation of both 
women’s and children’s human rights.  
 
Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society 
and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good health until the child reaches adulthood. 
Surrogacy is therefore particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. If surrogacy is 
to be opened up, a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is imperative. This will make it clear 
that society does not condone older people entering a surrogacy arrangement and will make it 
less likely that older people will go ahead with such an arrangement and present the court with a 
fait accompli. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement up to that age but not beyond. It is 
therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
 
1.83 We invite consultees’ views as to whether under the new pathway there should be a 

maximum age limit for intended parents, and if so, what it should be. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be 
allowed, there should be a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ and it should be 45. 
 
Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society 
and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good health until the child reaches adulthood. 
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I am opposed to surrogacy per se, because it is a violation of both women’s and children’s 
human rights. However, it is particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. I therefore 
consider that a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is important. This will make it clear that 
society does not consider it acceptable for older people to enter into a surrogacy arrangement 
and will make it less likely that they will. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement up to that age. It is therefore imperative 
that age limits are set very carefully.  
 
1.84 We provisionally propose that intended parents should be required to be at least 18 years 

old at the time that they enter into a surrogacy agreement under the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be 
allowed, there should be a minimum age for ‘intended parents’ and it should be much older than 
18. I suggest that 25 would be more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement at that age. It is therefore imperative that 
age limits are set very carefully. What kind of society would want 18-year olds to believe that it 
would be reasonable for them to become ‘parents’ through a surrogacy arrangement – before 
they have taken even their f irst steps into independence and adulthood? 

Paragraph 12.133 

 

Consultation Question 65. 
1.85 We provisionally propose that surrogates should be required to be at least 18 years of age 

(at the time of conception), in order for the court to have the power to make a parental 
order. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I am opposed to surrogacy per se and would like to see it banned, because I consider it a 
violation of both women’s and children’s human rights.  
 
At 18 a woman is barely out of childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish herself 
as an adult. This means that she is particularly vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There 
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should be a significantly older minimum age for entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I 
suggest that 25 years would be more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society 
sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy 
arrangement is a reasonable thing for them to be doing before they have taken even their f irst 
steps into independence and adulthood?  
 
1.86 We provisionally propose that surrogates should be required to be at least 18 years old at 

the time of entering into the surrogacy agreement within the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for a ‘new pathway’. At 18 a woman is barely out of 
childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish herself as an adult. This means that 
she is particularly vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There should be a significantly older 
minimum age for entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I suggest that 25 years would be 
more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society 
sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy 
arrangement is a reasonable thing for them to be doing before they have taken even their f irst 
steps into independence and adulthood?  

Paragraph 12.144 

 

Consultation Question 66. 
1.87 We provisionally propose that medical testing of the surrogate, any partner of the 

surrogate, and any intended parent providing gametes should be required for the new 
pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
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1.88 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the types of testing set out in the Code of 
Practice are feasible for traditional surrogacy arrangements outside a licensed clinic, and if 
not, which types of testing should be required for such arrangements. 

 
Paragraph 13.16 

 

Consultation Question 67. 
1.89 We provisionally propose that, as a condition of being eligible for entry into the new 

pathway: 

(1) the surrogate, her spouse, civil partner or partner (if any) and the intended parents 
intending to enter into a surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway should be 
required to attend counselling with regard to the implications of entering into that 
arrangement; and 

(2) the implications counselling should be provided by a counsellor who meets the 
requirements set out in the Code of Practice at paragraphs 2.14 to 2.15. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.44 

 

Consultation Question 68. 
1.90 We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that 

the surrogate and the intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect 
of the law and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is signed. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.65 
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Consultation Question 69. 
1.91 We provisionally propose that, as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway: 

(1) an enhanced criminal record certificate should be obtained for intended parents, 
surrogates and any spouses, civil partners or partners of surrogates;  

(2) the body overseeing the surrogate arrangement should not enable a surrogate 
arrangement to be proceed under the new pathway where a person screened is unsuitable 
for having being convicted of, or received a police caution for, any offence appearing on a 
prescribed list of offences; and  

(3) the body overseeing the surrogacy arrangement may also determine that a 
person is unsuitable based on the information provided in the enhanced record certificate.  

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
 
1.92 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the list of offences that applies in the case of 

adoption is appropriate in the case of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.73 

 

Consultation Question 70. 
1.93 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the 

surrogate has previously given birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway. 

OTHER 
 
I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. 
 
Society should not condone women who have never had a child of their own entering an 
arrangement to undergo pregnancy and childbirth for someone else. It is impossible to 
understand what pregnancy and childbirth are like and how they will change you until or unless 
you have had that experience yourself. 

Paragraph 13.95 
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Consultation Question 71. 
1.94 We provisionally propose that there should not be a maximum number of surrogate 

pregnancies that a woman can undertake as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. 
 
Society should not condone women undergoing multiple ‘surrogate’ pregnancies and childbirths. 
Even the Kennel Club recognises that female dogs should not be allowed to undertake more 
than four pregnancies. It is abhorrent that female dogs have better protections than women 
would have under this proposal. 

Paragraph 13.99 

 

Consultation Question 72. 
1.95 We invite consultees’ views as to whether payment of costs by the intended parents to the 

surrogate should be able to be: 

(1) based on an allowance;  

(2) based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, but without the need for 
production of receipts; or 

(3) based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, and only on production of 
receipts. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.16 

 



41 
 

Consultation Question 73. 
1.96 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate essential costs 
relating to the pregnancy; and 

(2) the types of expenditure which should be considered “essential”.   

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above the actual 
essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, 
and travel to medical appointments – backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.22 
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Consultation Question 74. 
1.97 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate 
additional costs relating to the pregnancy; and 

(2) the types of expenditure which should be considered additional, rather than 
essential.   

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above the actual 
essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, 
and travel to medical appointments – backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.26 

 

Consultation Question 75. 
1.98 We invite consultees’ views as to:  

(1) whether intended parents should be permitted to pay all costs that arise from 
entering into a surrogacy arrangement, and those unique to a surrogate pregnancy; 
and 

(2) the types of cost which should be included within this category. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
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Paragraph 15.29 

 

Consultation Question 76. 
1.99 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be 

able to pay their surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or 
self-employed). 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost 
earnings. 

Paragraph 15.37 

 

Consultation Question 77. 
1.100 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be 

able to pay their surrogate either or both of the following lost potential earnings: 

(1) her lost employment-related potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 15.35 
above); and/or 

(2) other lost potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 15.36 above). 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
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I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost 
earnings. 

Paragraph 15.38 

 

Consultation Question 78. 
1.101 We invite consultees to share their experiences:  

(1) of the impact that payments received by a surrogate from the intended parents has 
had on the surrogate’s entitlement to means-tested social welfare benefits; and 

(2) where a surrogacy arrangement has had an impact on the surrogate’s entitlement to 
means-tested social welfare benefits, how that has been addressed in their 
surrogacy arrangement. 

N/A 
Paragraph 15.47 
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Consultation Question 79. 
1.102 We invite consultees’ views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay 

compensation to the surrogate for the following: 

(1) pain and inconvenience arising from the pregnancy and childbirth; 

(2) medical treatments relating to the surrogacy, including payments for each 
insemination or embryo transfer; and/or 

(3)  specified complications, including hyperemesis gravidarum, pre-eclampsia, an 
ectopic pregnancy, miscarriage, termination, caesarean birth, excessive 
haemorrhaging, perineal tearing, removal of fallopian tubes or ovaries or a 
hysterectomy. 

It is absurd to propose that one could place a monetary value on the pain of adverse pregnancy 
outcomes. In putting a price tag on perineal tear for example, some mothers report little pain or 
symptoms, others have profound ongoing fear of vaginal penetration, which can result in very 
significant emotional and relationship diff iculties. Infection may complicate healing, and some 
women report long term sequelae from this, such as impaired wound healing.  
 
Haematology conditions should also be considered. Blood loss, for example due to placental 
haemorrhage can be very significant, and potentially result in emergency hysterectomy and 
blood transfusion to save the life of the mother. It is a fact that although blood is thoroughly 
screened in the UK there still remains the potential for blood borne illnesses to be transmitted, 
and the fact that some of these may not have been identif ied yet by researchers is also a real 
risk to a mother receiving transfusion. Persons who have had a blood transfusion are currently 
unable to donate blood themselves in the UK, due to the risk of (vCJD) transmission. This is an 
indication of the gravity of receiving blood products.  
 
No medical intervention is EVER risk free. Receiving multiple blood products in the context of 
Massive Transfusion Protocol (eg platelets, Fresh Frozen Plasma, cryoprecipitate) only heighten 
those risks.  
 
Conditions such as HELLP (Haemolysis, Elevated Liver enzymes, Low Platelets) can be fatal, 
and although the maternal mortality rate is low, it can have significant sequelae, including renal 
failure potentially requiring dialysis, placental abruption (potentially fatal for mother and baby) 
permanent liver damage and retinal detachment resulting in visual impairment.  
 
Each of these conditions have long term consequences for a woman, psychologically, physically 
and emotionally, and may also affect her ability to return to work or care for other children.  
 
Also, the late complications of childbirth have been disregarded. Late consequences of childbirth 
can include vaginal or rectal prolapse, urinary and faecal incontinence. Women who have had a 
C section may experience ongoing pain around the scar. Some sources quote this as affecting 
between 6 and 18 percent of women. These symptoms can be profoundly distressing, and may 
take years to present (conversely, may present immediately). 
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How could we ensure that women suffering these complications are compensated? They are 
multifactorial, and risk increases with instrumented delivery and parity. How would it be proposed 
to unpick the role of a surrogate pregnancy in causing these symptoms in relation to other risk 
factors, for example parity, smoking history, personal medical history? 
 
Psychiatric conditions are also absent from this list. Complications including depression and 
anxiety may be worsened by pregnancy. Other mental health conditions such as post natal 
depression and post partum psychosis can be fatal, and impact on a woman’s health for many 
years to come. I’m quite shocked that none of these conditions have been explicitly mentioned 
and it does make me wonder how the list of complications was created. I’d also like to know what 
level of haemorrhage would be considered “excessive”. 
 
The wording of the question “should” be able to pay compensation is not the same as being 
mandated to do so. This potentially creates a situation where some “luckier” women would 
receive compensation others would not. 
 
All of the above illustrates the risks of surrogacy and confirms my support for a total ban on 
surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.  
 
1.103 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other matters in respect of which 

intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate compensation. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.  
 
1.104 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the level of compensation payable should be: 

(1) a fixed fee set by the regulator (operating as a cap on the maximum payable), or  

(2) left to the parties to negotiate.   

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
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There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. 

Paragraph 15.53 

 

Consultation Question 80. 
1.105 We invite consultees views’ as to whether intended parents should be able to pay 

compensation to the surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the 
surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for the 
surrogate. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question illustrates the risks of surrogacy and why I oppose it.  

Paragraph 15.56 

 

Consultation Question 81. 
1.106 We invite consultees’ views as to whether:  

(1) intended parents should be able to buy gifts for the surrogate; and 

(2) if so, specific provision should be made for these gifts to be modest or reasonable in 
nature. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
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There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to give the birth mother gifts. 

Paragraph 15.60 

 

Consultation Question 82. 
1.107 We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be possible for the intended parents to 

agree to pay a woman for the service of undertaking a surrogacy. 

It should not be possible for the intended parents to agree to pay a woman for the service 
of undertaking a surrogacy. (check box) 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her 
‘services’. 
 
1.108 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay 

a woman for the service of undertaking surrogacy, whether that the fee should be: 

(1) any sum agreed between the parties to the surrogacy; or 

(2) a fixed fee set by the regulator. 

Leave both check boxes blank. 
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I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her 
‘services’. 
 
1.109 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay 

a woman a fixed fee for the service of undertaking surrogacy, what, if any, other payments 
the law should permit, in addition to that f ixed fee: 

(1) no other payments; 

(2) essential costs relating to the pregnancy; 

(3) additional costs relating to the pregnancy; 

(4) lost earnings; 

(5) compensation for pain and inconvenience, medical treatment and complications, 
and the death of the surrogate; and/or 

(6) gifts. 

Leave all check boxes blank. 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
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I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to make any type of fee or payment to 
the birth mother for her ‘services’. 

Paragraph 15.69 

 

Consultation Question 83. 
1.110 We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be possible for any payment the law 

permits the intended parents to pay the surrogate for her services to be reduced in the 
event of a miscarriage or termination of the pregnancy. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their 
‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of surrogacy. 
 

1.111 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if the law permits a fee payable to the surrogate 
to be able to be reduced in the event of a miscarriage or termination, whether such 
provision should apply: 

(1) in the first trimester of pregnancy only; 

(2) to any miscarriage or termination; or 

(3) some other period of time (please specify).   

Leave all check boxes blank. 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
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I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their 
‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of surrogacy. 

Paragraph 15.72 

 

Consultation Question 84. 
1.112 We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to 

surrogates should be the same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to 
parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I am opposed to the ‘new pathway’ but consider that regardless of the surrogacy arrangement 
being used, the only payments that should ever be made are essential and basic expenses for 
which receipts are provided. 

Paragraph 15.74 

 

Consultation Question 85. 
1.113 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have 

not discussed which they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the 
surrogate. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
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There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.75 

 

Consultation Question 86. 
1.114 We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that 

intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.76 
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Consultation Question 87. 
1.115 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are specific methods of enforcing 

limitations that are placed on payments to surrogates that we should consider as part of 
our review: 

(1) for cases within the new pathway to parenthood; and  

(2) for cases where a parental order is made after the birth of the baby. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
The only payments that should be made are essential and basic expenses and for which receipts 
are provided. The judge or other competent authority should closely monitor all f inancial aspects 
of the arrangement (in line with the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations*) and refuse the 
parental order when payments have exceeded basic expenses. If it is not a judge overseeing the 
arrangements, the competent authority should be totally independent and not, for example, an 
agency (or ‘regulated surrogacy organisation’) that has been involved in the arrangements in any 
way. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 15.89 

 

Consultation Question 88. 
1.116 We provisionally propose that financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into under 

the new pathway to parenthood should be enforceable by the surrogate. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
 
1.117 We provisionally propose that if the financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into 

under the new pathway become enforceable, the ability to do so should not be dependent 
on the surrogate complying with any terms of the agreement relating to her lifestyle. 
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Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The idea that a ‘surrogacy 
agreement’ could place restrictions on the birth mother’s lifestyle is utterly abhorrent. 

Paragraph 15.99 

 

Consultation Question 89. 
1.118 We invite overseas surrogates (or bodies representing or advocating for surrogates) to 

share with us their experiences f international surrogacy arrangements. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.10 

 

Consultation Question 90. 
1.119 We invite organisations focused on children’s rights and welfare in the international 

context to share with us their views on our proposed reforms and consultation questions in 
this chapter. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.12 

 

Consultation Question 91. 
1.120 We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of their experience of applying to register 

a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement as a British citizen and 
obtaining a passport for the child. In particular, we would be interested to hear how long 
the application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have about 
causes of delays in the process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.52 
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Consultation Question 92. 
1.121 We provisionally propose that it should be possible for a file to be opened, and the 

application process for obtaining registration of a child born from an international 
surrogacy arrangement and obtaining a passport to begin, prior to the birth of the child. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a 
passport in international surrogacy arrangements appears to contradict the UN Special 
Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling and trafficking of 
children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly disagree with this 
proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.53 

 

Consultation Question 93. 
1.122 We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of 

applying for a visa for a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In 
particular, we would be interested to hear how long the application took after the birth of 
the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.68 

 

Consultation Question 94. 
1.123 We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process 

for applying for a visa in respect of a child born through an international surrogacy 
arrangement, before the child is born. The application will need to be completed after the 
birth of the child, and the issue of a passport in the child’s country of birth. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a 
passport before the child is born in international surrogacy arrangements appears to contradict 
the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling 
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and trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly 
disagree with this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

 

1.124 We provisionally propose that the current provision made for the grant of a visa outside of 
the Immigration Rules where the intended parents are not the legal parents of the child 
under nationality law should be brought within the Rules. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
1.125 We provisionally propose that:  

(1) the grant of a visa should not be dependent on the child breaking links with the 
surrogate; or  

(2) that this condition should be clarif ied to ensure that it does not prevent the child 
having contact, and an on-going relationship, with the surrogate. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
1.126 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current requirement for the grant of a visa 

outside the Rules that the intended parents must apply for a parental order within six 
months of the child’s birth should be removed (regardless of whether the availability of the 
visa is brought within the Rules), if our provisional proposal to remove the time limit on 
applications for parental orders is accepted. 

NO 
 
The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain 
circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child. 

Paragraph 16.69 

 

Consultation Question 95. 
1.127 We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process 

for applying for a EU Uniform Format Form in respect of a child born through an 
international surrogacy arrangement, before the child is born. The application will need to 
be completed after the birth of the child. 
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Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for an EU Uniform Format Form 
for the child before she or he is born in international surrogacy arrangements appears to 
contradict the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against 
the selling and trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I 
therefore strongly disagree with this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.76 

 

Consultation Question 96. 
1.128 We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of 

applying for a EU Uniform Format Form for a child born through an international 
surrogacy arrangement. In particular we would be interested to hear how long the 
application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of 
causes of delays in the process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.77 

 

Consultation Question 97. 
1.129 We provisionally propose that the UK Government should provide a single, 

comprehensive guide for intended parents explaining the nationality and immigration 
consequences of having a child through an international surrogacy arrangement.  

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I agree with such a guide, but would like to see it explaining the reasons why surrogacy is a 
violation of the human rights of women and children and all the other ways in which it is 
possible for people to enjoy children in their lives. 

Paragraph 16.82 
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Consultation Question 98. 
1.130 We provisionally propose that international surrogacy arrangements should not be 

eligible for the new pathway to parenthood. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 16.93 

 

Consultation Question 99. 
1.131 We provisionally propose that:  

1.132 the Secretary of State should have the power to provide that the intended parents of 
children born through international surrogacy arrangements, who are recognised as the 
legal parents of the child in the country of the child’s birth, should also be recognised as 
the child’s legal parents in the UK, without it being necessary for the intended parents to 
apply for a parental order, but 

1.133 before exercising the power, the Secretary of State should be required to be satisfied that 
the domestic law and practice in the country in question provides protection against the 
exploitation of surrogates, and for the welfare of the child, that is at least equivalent to 
that provided in UK law. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I do not see how this proposal for such a blanket power would align with the UN Special 
Rapporteur’s key recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the Protection of Children 
and Cooperation in respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. The latter requires the birth 
mother to have legal parenthood and parental responsibility when the child is born and that her 
consent to giving up the child must be given AFTER the child's birth and that the transfer of 
‘parenthood’ should be overseen by the courts or a competent authority on an individual case 
by case basis, with the best interests of the child being the paramount consideration. This is an 
important safeguard against the sale of children and for the protection of the birth mother and I 
believe it should apply equally to international surrogacy arrangements. I therefore strongly 
disagree with this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.94 
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Consultation Question 100. 
1.134 We invite consultees to tell us of their experience of surrogacy arrangements in the UK 

involving foreign intended parents. 

N/A 
 
1.135 We invite consultees’ views as to whether: 

(1) any restriction is necessary on the removal of a child from the UK for the purpose 
of the child becoming the subject of a parental order, or its equivalent, in another 
jurisdiction; and 

(2) if such a restriction is necessary, there should be a process allowing foreign 
intended parents to remove the child from the jurisdiction of the UK for this 
purpose and with the approval of the court and, if so, what form should that 
process take. 

Restrictions and checks MUST be in place to protect the child and the birth mother from 
trafficking and exploitation. The process should include the same checks as would be used in 
an international adoption. 

Paragraph 16.120 

 

Consultation Question 101. 
1.136 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current application of the law on statutory 

paternity leave, and statutory paternity pay, to the situation of the surrogate’s spouse, 
civil partner or partner requires reform. 

I do not believe this needs changing. 
Paragraph 17.18 

 

Consultation Question 102. 
1.137 We provisionally propose that provision for maternity allowance should be made in 

respect of intended parents, and that any such provision should be limited so that only 
one intended parent qualif ies.  

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
Paragraph 17.32 
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Consultation Question 103. 
1.138 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether there is a need for reform in respect of the right of intended parents to 
take time off work before the birth of the child, whether for the purpose of induced 
lactation, ante-natal appointments or any other reason; and  

(2) if reform is needed, suggestions on reform. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children.  

Paragraph 17.36 

 

Consultation Question 104. 
1.139 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the duty of employers to provide suitable 

facilities for any person at work who is a pregnant woman or nursing mother to rest under 
Regulation 25 of the Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations 1992 is 
sufficient to include intended parents in a surrogacy arrangement. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children. 

Paragraph 17.40 

 

Consultation Question 105. 
1.140 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are further issues in relation to 

employment rights and surrogacy arrangements and, if so, any suggestions for reform. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children 

Paragraph 17.43 

 

Consultation Question 106. 
1.141 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they believe any reforms in relation to 

surrogacy and succession law are required. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children 

Paragraph 17.56 
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Consultation Question 107. 
1.142 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any issues in how surrogacy 

arrangements are dealt with by the health services, and whether there are reforms to law 
or practice that consultees would like to see in this area. 

It is important that all health and care professionals are aware that surrogacy agreements are 
not legally binding and that ‘intended parents’ have no legal right to override the birth mother’s 
wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or medical and health care, including during 
pregnancy, labour and childbirth. Even if she has previously agreed to them sharing decisions 
and being informed on these matters, she can withdraw her consent at any time for any or no 
reason. All professionals involved in her care are duty-bound to comply with her wishes. 
 
All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being 
coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or more persons, including her spouse 
or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be 
present in so-called altruistic surrogacy arrangements. 
 
Surrogacy arrangements place additional and complicated pressures on healthcare staff and 
this could reduce the standard of impartial care given to birth mothers and new-borns – 
especially when the ‘intended parents’ are entitled, rich or of high status. This itself is a valid 
reason to be extremely cautious about making changes that will increase the numbers of 
surrogacy births. 
 
It is generally recognised that egg donation and IVF pregnancies carry additional health risks. 
As most surrogacy pregnancies involve IVF, any increase in surrogacy is likely to lead to 
additional pressure on the NHS.  
 
Adoption research suggests that the separation of the new-born and the birth mother has long-
term negative effects on the well-being of both of them. This is likely to be the same for birth 
mothers and babies in surrogacy arrangements and so can be expected to place additional 
long-term pressures on the NHS and society as a whole. This has not been considered and 
there are no questions about this. 
 
An increase in surrogacy will require an increase in egg donation, which is a risky procedure 
that can have a long-term negative impact on the woman’s health, including premature death. 
Ethical issues abound. Young women might be coerced by financial pressures to donate eggs 
when this isn’t in their best interests and there are worries about eugenics – where egg donors 
are selected on the basis of blonde hair, blue eyes and stereotypical measures of 
‘attractiveness’ for example. 
 
The law commissioners do not appear to have considered the likely impact of any of these 
issues. There is no question about people’s thoughts about the NHS picking up the tab for the 
extra costs involved in surrogacy and whether this affects their opinions on surrogacy itself. 
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There appears to have been no evaluation of the size of the additional costs to the NHS and 
society. 
 
At a time when the NHS is under severe strain, and life changing therapies (for cancer, cystic 
fibrosis etc) are not funded due to financial constraints it is a slap in the face to provide money 
for prospective parents to indulge their parenting fantasies while denying patients access to 
drugs which are standard of care in other counties. 
 
1.143 We invite consultees’ views as to any additions or revisions that they would like to see 

made to the guidance published by the Department for Health and Social Care for 
England and Wales. 

The guidance should be revised to clarify that surrogacy agreements are not legally binding and 
that the birth mother has the right to change her mind at any time, for any or no reason. 
Healthcare professionals must accept that her wishes are paramount and that the ‘intended 
parents’ have no legal right to override her wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or 
medical and health care, including during pregnancy, labour, childbirth and the postpartum 
period. 
 
All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being 
coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or more persons, including her spouse 
or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be 
present in so-called altruistic surrogacy arrangements. 
 
The guidance should make it clear that healthcare professionals should be even more alert 
than normal to the possibility that she is being coerced and to ensure that they can speak to her 
alone, including during labour, and that if she changes her mind about who is present in 
consultations, and the labour ward/delivery suite, they must respect her wishes. 
 
1.144 We invite consultees’ views as to how midwifery practice may better accommodate 

surrogacy arrangements, in particular with regard to safeguarding issues. 

It is important that midwifery practice always prioritises the wishes of the birth mother and the 
wellbeing of herself and the child. 

Paragraph 17.76 

 

Consultation Question 108. 
1.145 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other legal issues in relation to 

surrogacy, not covered in this Consultation Paper, that merit examination. 

It is of considerable concern that the law commissioners appear to have given no consideration 
to the significant risk that women will be coerced into agreeing to participate in surrogacy 
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arrangements for someone else’s benefit. This can be true in ‘altruistic’ surrogacy but is even 
more likely if substantial payments are involved. 
 
It is well-known that women and girls are groomed and/or coerced into prostitution by partners 
and ‘boyfriends’ who act as their pimp and take all or much of their earnings. This is a major 
route by which many women enter prostitution and is a major factor in preventing their exit. 
There is no reason to expect that the same dynamics will not occur in relation to surrogacy if it 
is opened up and provides opportunities to make significant amounts of money. 
 
If the law commissioners’ proposals are enacted, there must therefore also be legislation that 
prohibits coercing a woman into a surrogacy arrangement. This should be a criminal offence 
and carry a hefty penalty – in recognition that it is a human rights violation and so that it acts as 
a deterrent. That such a law would be diff icult to enforce just adds to the arguments for why 
paid surrogacy is a bad idea – and especially for women. 
 
It would be far better to simply ban all surrogacy arrangements – or at the very least any 
payments beyond basic and essential expenses backed by receipts and overseen by a judge. 

Paragraph 17.80 

 

Consultation Question 109. 
1.146 We invite consultees who are intended parents, live in the UK, and have entered into a 

surrogacy arrangement that led to the birth of a child to tell us: 

(1) when the child was born; 

(2) whether the arrangement was domestic or international and, if international, in 
which country the arrangement took place; 

(3) whether the arrangement led to the making of a parental order in the UK; and 

(4) whether they are a: 

(a) opposite-sex couple; 

(b) male same-sex couple; 

(c) female same-sex couple; 

(d) single woman; or 

(e) single man. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.2 
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Consultation Question 110. 
1.147 We invite consultees who have experience of applying for a parental order in the UK to 

tell us: 

(1) whether the surrogacy arrangement was domestic or international; 

(2) whether they had legal advice before the making of the parental order; 

(3) whether they were represented by a lawyer in court; and 

(4) the cost of any legal advice or representation. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.4 

 

Consultation Question 111. 
1.148 We invite consultees’ views as to the impact (social, emotional, f inancial or otherwise) of 

the current law where the intended parents are not the legal parents from birth of the 
child born of the surrogacy arrangement. 

Paragraph 18.6 

 

Consultation Question 112. 
1.149 We invite consultees to tell us what they have paid for, or to provide evidence about the 

cost of: 

(1) medical screening; and 

(2) implications counselling 

(where possible separating out the cost of such screening, tests or implications 
counselling from any other costs involved with fertility treatment). 

N/A 
 
1.150 We invite legal consultees, who advise on surrogacy and parental order proceedings, to 

provide evidence of what they would charge: 

(1) to provide advice sufficient to meet the proposed requirement for independent 
legal advice discussed in Chapter 13; and 
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(2) to draft, advise on and negotiate the written surrogacy agreement required for the 
new pathway. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.8 

 

Consultation Question 113. 
1.151 We invite consultees to tell us of the impact of: 

(1) the current requirement of a genetic link; and 

(2) any removal of this requirement in cases of medical necessity: 

(a) in the new pathway; 

(b) in the parental order route for domestic surrogacy arrangements; or 

(c) in both situations. 

 
Paragraph 18.11 

 

Consultation Question 114. 
1.152 We invite consultees who consider that they might be able to fulf il the role of the 

independent professional discussed in Chapter 9 to tell us: 

(1) their profession; and  

(2) what they would charge to provide such a service. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.13 

 

Consultation Question 115. 
1.153 We invite consultees who are intended parents to give us their views on the impact of our 

proposals for reform on their ability to enter into surrogacy arrangements and, in 
particular: 

(1) if particular proposals will increase accessibility, and why; and 
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(2) if particular proposals will restrict accessibility, and why. 

N/A 
1.154 We invite consultees who are surrogates to give us their views on the impact of our 

proposals for reform on their ability to enter into surrogacy arrangements and, in 
particular: 

(1) if particular proposals will increase accessibility, and why; and 

(2) if particular proposals will restrict accessibility, and why. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.15 

 

Consultation Question 116. 
1.155 We ask consultees who are intended parents to tell us: 

(1) whether the surrogacy arrangement was domestic or international; 

(2) what they spent, in total, on the surrogacy arrangement(s) that led to the birth of 
their child(ren), including the cost of fertility treatment, payments to the surrogate 
and payments to any surrogacy agency or organisation; 

(3) how they raised the funds for the surrogacy arrangement(s); 

(4) what they spent on any fertility treatment prior to entering into a surrogacy 
arrangement (where that treatment did not lead to the birth of a child); and 

(5) how they raised the funds for the fertility treatment. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.18 

 

Consultation Question 117. 
1.156 We invite consultees’ views as to the specific impact of our proposals in Northern Ireland. 

 
Paragraph 18.20 
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Consultation Question 118. 
1.157 We invite consultees’ views as to any other impact that we have not specifically 

addressed in this chapter, or the preceding chapters, of this paper. 

It seems that before the law commissioners designed this consultation, they had already 
decided that surrogacy is a positive thing and so legislation should enable it. This may be 
explained by a limited ‘pre-consultation’ mainly focusing on people who already had a vested 
interest in surrogacy – ‘intended parents,’ women who claim to have had a positive experience 
of surrogacy, and lawyers and other organisations who stand to make money from commercial 
surrogacy if it is given the green light. 
 
It seems that the law commissioners did not consider women as a group to be key stakeholders 
in this endeavour. This is a major error, because just as all women are affected by the 
institution of prostitution, so all women will be affected by any opening up of commercial 
surrogacy in this country. 
 
It could even be argued that one of the key drivers of commercial surrogacy is a desire by men 
to break the legal and cultural recognition of the unique bond between birth mother and child – 
and indeed the proposals to make the ‘intended parents’ the legal parents from the moment of 
birth are a major step in this direction, and are likely to have a significant impact down the line – 
potentially affecting the status of all women.  
 
Paid surrogacy opens up enormous potential for abuse and risks spouses, partners and other 
family members coercing a woman into engaging in commercial surrogacy for their (and not 
her) f inancial benefit. This will be a potential risk for thousands of women, which appears to 
have been completely overlooked by the law commissioners. 
 
UK and Scottish Law Commissions are obliged to comply with the Public Sector Equality Duty 
(PSED) when carrying out public functions, such as this consultation. There doesn’t appear to 
be any evidence they have done so, because they have not provided their equality 
considerations and impact assessments. As surrogacy has a very different impact on women 
and children than on adult males, we believe the law commissioners are in breach of equality 
legislation. 
 
The Equality and Human Rights Commission describes the obligations under the PSED to have 
due regard to the need to: 
 

• Eliminate unlawful discrimination, harassment and victimisation and other conduct 
prohibited by the Act. 

• Advance equality of opportunity between people who share a protected characteristic 
and those who do not. 

• Foster good relations between people who share a protected characteristic and those 
who do not. 
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There are many ways in which opening up surrogacy in the UK is likely to worsen women’s 
position relative to men’s, and the relationship between the sexes. Any loosening of the laws 
around surrogacy could therefore be considered discriminatory. Surrogacy is also likely to have 
an impact on the relations between the different generations. Imagine the rage that young 
people may feel when they discover that their ‘parents’ not only bought them but took 
advantage of their birth mothers. 
 
It is of major concern that the law commissioners’ ethical arguments hinge on ideas that are not 
based on any recognised human rights instruments – such as the idea that ‘procreative liberty’ 
confers some kind of human right to surrogacy and the idea that a woman has a human right to 
be a ‘surrogate.’ These arguments do not hold up to scrutiny and have been clearly rejected by 
the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
It is shocking that the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ violate many of the recommendations of 
the UN Special Rapporteur that are designed to guard against the sale of children and the 
exploitation of birth mothers, including: 
 
 The birth mother must be accorded the status of legal mother at birth, and must be under no 

contractual or legal obligation to participate in the legal or physical transfer of the child. 
 All payments to the birth mother must be made before the legal and physical transfer of the 

child and must be non-reimbursable – even if she decides not to relinquish the child. 
 The birth mother’s choice to transfer the child “must be a gratuitous act, based on her own 

post-birth intentions, rather than on any legal or contractual obligation.” 
 Pre-conception checks, while encouraged, cannot take the place of appropriate welfare 

checks after the birth of the child. 
 Decisions about parentage and parental responsibility must be made by a court or other 

competent authority on an individual basis after the birth with the best interests of the child 
being paramount. 

 
The consultation is confusing and it does not conform to the government’s consultation 
guidelines. There are too many questions, they are too detailed and do not ask the important 
high-level questions – such as whether you think surrogacy can ever be ethical, etc.  
 
For all these reasons, the law commissioners should go back to the drawing board and start 
again from the position of women’s and children’s human rights. If it is found that there is no 
way to liberalise surrogacy law that is compliant with obligations under international treaties 
such as CEDAW and the UNCRC and its first optional protocol, then the law must not be 
liberalised.  
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 
 

Paragraph 18.22 
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About you

1  What is your name?

Name:

2  If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a university), what is the name of your organisation?

Enter the name of your organisation:

Surrogacy UK

3  Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your organisation?

This is a personal response

If other, please provide details:

4  If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best describes you?

Surrogate

5  What is your email address?

Email address:

6  What is your telephone number?

Telephone number:

7  If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be treated as confidential, please explain to us why you
regard the information as confidential. As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your explanation but cannot give an
assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances.

Please explain why you wish the information that you will provide to us to be treated as confidential:

Chapter 6: The parental order procedure

8  Consultation Question 1:

No

Please provide your views below:

as a surrogate i want the parental order process to be shortened

Please provide your views below:

9  Consultation Question 2:

Please provide your views below:

1. yes

10  Consultation Question 3: We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the current allocation
rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation Questions 1 and 2.

Please provide your views below:

Surrogates don't act as surrogates to have parental responsibility for the child they carry. Parental responsibility to the child should be the parents from 
birth. 



Any situation that requires judicial involvement should be resolved at the simplest level

11  Consultation Question 4:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

12  Consultation Question 5: We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the Family Procedure Rules 2010
should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise.
Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

13  Consultation Question 6:

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 8: Legal Parenthood: Proposals for Reform - A New Pathway

14  Consultation Question 7:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

15  Consultation Question 8:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

100 years; or

Please provide your views below:

16  Consultation Question 9: We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes should apply to
traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated surrogacy organisation is involved.Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

17  Consultation Question 10: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a traditional, domestic
surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from entering into the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

18  Consultation Question 11:

No

Please provide your views below:

if a surrogate has reasons to object these should be raised prior to the birth

19  Consultation Question 12:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

20  Consultation Question 13:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

21  Consultation Question 14:



Yes

Please provide your views below:

22  Consultation Question 15:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

No

Please share your views below:

23  Consultation Question 16:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

24  Consultation Question 17: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, where the child dies
before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents
before the expiry of the period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a declaration to the
effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the birth.Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

25  Consultation Question 18: For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether, where the surrogate
dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during which she can exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the
new pathway and the intended parents should be required to make an application for a parental order.

Please provide your views below:

No. parental order should be granted

26  Consultation Question 19:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

27  Consultation Question 20:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

28  Consultation Question 21: We invite consultees’ views as to: (1) a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases;
and (2) how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this model.

Please provide your views below:

29  Consultation Question 22:

Please provide your views below:

30  Consultation Question 23:

Please provide your views below:

31  Consultation Question 24:

Please provide your views below:



32  Consultation Question 25: We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be amended to add the
intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section 8 order without leave.

Please provide your views below:

33  Consultation Question 26:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

34  Consultation Question 27:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

35  Consultation Question 28: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the surrogate should retain
parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right
to object, assuming that she does not exercise her right to object.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

parental responsibility to the IPS from birth

36  Consultation Question 29:

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 9: The Regulation of Surrogacy Arrangements

37  Consultation Question 30: We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the scope of the new
pathway.Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

38  Consultation Question 31: We invite the views of independent surrogates, and intended parents who have used independent surrogacy
arrangements, to tell us about their experience. In particular, we would be interested to hear about any health screening, counselling and
legal advice that took place.

Please provide your views below:

39  Consultation Question 32:

Please provide your views below:

yes

Please provide your views below:

40  Consultation Question 33:

Other

Please provide your views below:

yes on the basis that they are non profit making and support both IP's and surrogates

No

Please provide your views below:

not regulating risks the welfare and exploitation of surrogates and IPs

Yes

Please provide your views below:



41  Consultation Question 34:

representing the organisation to, and liaising with, the regulator;, managing the regulated surrogacy organisation with sufficient care, competence and
skill;, ensuring the compliance of the organisation with relevant law and regulation, including the creation, maintenance and operation of necessary
policies and procedures;, training any staff, including that of the person responsible; and, providing data to the regulator and to such other person as
required by law.

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

42  Consultation Question 35: We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit making bodies. Do
consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

43  Consultation Question 36: We invite consultees’ views as to what should be included in the definition of matching and facilitation services.

Please provide your views below:

i don't agree that organisations should provide a matching service

44  Consultation Question 37: We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer matching and
facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

45  Consultation Question 37: We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer
matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

matching should not be a service offered. UK surrogacy should remain altruistic and based on a surrogate offering to help a couple or individual, and
their relationship, not a paper excercise

46  Consultation Question 38: We invite consultees’ views as to the sanctions that should be available against organisations that offer
matching and facilitation services without being regulated to do so, and whether these should be criminal, civil or regulatory.

Please provide your views below:

47  Consultation Question 39: We provisionally propose that the remit of the Human Fertilisation and Embryology Authority be expanded to
include the regulation of regulated surrogacy organisations, and oversight of compliance with the proposed legal requirements for the new
pathway to legal parenthood. Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

48  Consultation Question 40: We provisionally propose that surrogacy agreements should remain unenforceable (subject to the exception we
provisionally propose in Consultation Question 88 in relation to financial terms). Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

49  Consultation Question 41: We provisionally propose that there should be no prohibition against charging for negotiating, facilitating and
advising on surrogacy arrangements. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:



whilst I agree that surrogacy should be regulated, it should not be for profit and should remain altruistic.
charging for services risks welfare and exploitation of surrogates and vulnerable people.

50  Consultation Question 42: We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy should be removed, with
the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything that can lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. Do
consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 10: Children's Access to Information About Surrogacy Arrangements

51  Consultation Question 43: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, where the making of a parental order in respect of a child
born of a surrogacy arrangement has been recorded in the Parental Order Register, the child should be able to access his or her original birth
certificate at the age of 18. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

52  Consultation Question 44: We provisionally propose that where children are born of surrogacy arrangements that result in the intended
parents being recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of that certificate should make clear that the birth was the result of a
surrogacy arrangement. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

53  Consultation Question 45: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the birth registration system in England and Wales requires reform
and, if so, which reforms they would like to see.

Please provide your views below:

54  Consultation Question 46: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has been the subject of a
parental order should be able to access all the documents contained in the court’s file for those parental order proceedings.Do consultees
agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

55  Consultation Question 47:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

56  Consultation Question 48: We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate and the intended
parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy
arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

57  Consultation Question 49:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

58  Consultation Question 50: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any provision for those born of a surrogacy
arrangement to make a request for information to disclose whether a person whom he or she is intending to marry, or with whom he or she
intends to enter into a civil partnership or intimate physical relationship, was carried by the same surrogate.



Please provide your views below:

this would depend on whether it is straight surrogacy

59  Consultation Question 51:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

60  Consultation Question 52:

Please provide your views below:

yes

Please provide your views below:

yes

61  Consultation Question 53: For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether details of an
intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded in the register.

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 11: Eligibility Criteria for a Parental Order

62  Consultation Question 54: We provisionally propose that the six month time limits in sections 54 and 54A of the HFEA 2008 for making a
parental order application should be abolished. Do consultees agree?

Please provide your views below:

63  Consultation Question 55:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 15: Payments to the Surrogate: Options for Reform

80  Consultation Question 72:

based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, but without the need for production of receipts; or

Please provide your views below:

81  Consultation Question 73:

Please provide your views below:

essential cost, travel to appointments,vitamins , maternity clothes and equipment. loss of earnings, loss of annual leave. changes to diet and exercise.
childcare costs for attending appointments and family support. Time spent with IP's e.g. IPs come to stay cost of food etc

82  Consultation Question 74:

Please provide your views below:

83  Consultation Question 75:

Please provide your views below:

1. yes

84  Consultation Question 76: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay their
surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or self-employed).



Please provide your views below:

yes

85  Consultation Question 77:

Please provide your views below:

loss of earning and or benefits

86  Consultation Question 78:

Please provide your views below:

87  Consultation Question 79:

Please provide your views below:

No.
these are risks of pregnancy and the surrogate should be aware of the risks prior to entering into an agreement.
Loss of earnings incurred from complications should be paid/ covered by the IP's as should any additional support required - counselling, childcare costs
of taxi, partners time off to support.

some surrogates know that they will require a caesarean section and this should be accounted for in the expenses prior to pregnancy

Please provide your views below:

no

left to the parties to negotiate. 

Please provide your views below:

should be specific to the parties involved

88  Consultation Question 80: We invite consultees' views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay compensation to the
surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for
the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

no

89  Consultation Question 81:

Please provide your views below:

gifts to support the family is acceptable- games for children to play, spa treatments, hair cuts. flowers etc
recoup break
Nights away babysitting for couple time

90  Consultation Question 82:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

this is not a paid role. A payment indicates an employee role and there is a high risk that IP's may believe that this entitles them to control elements ofthe
surrogate.

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

essential costs relating to the pregnancy;, additional costs relating to the pregnancy;, lost earnings;, gifts.

Please provide any views below:

91  Consultation Question 83:

Please provide views below:



any expenses payments made should be kept by the surrogate- it would be inappropriate for the IPs to request this money be returned

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

92  Consultation Question 84: We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to surrogates should be the
same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. Do consultees
agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

93  Consultation Question 85: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have not discussed which
they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

94  Consultation Question 86: We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that intended parents should
be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

please do not risk the exploitation of women wishing to act as surrogates by making this a paid role.
the risks to vulnerable women would be increased .

95  Consultation Question 87:

Please provide your views below:

96  Consultation Question 88:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 18: Impact

117  Consultation Question 109:

Please insert the year of birth here:

Not Answered

If international, in which country did the arrangement take place?:

Not Answered

Not Answered

118  Consultation Question 110:

Not Answered

Not Answered

Not Answered

Please provide the cost of any legal advice or representation below:

119  Consultation Question 111: We invite consultees’ views as to the impact (social, emotional, financial or otherwise) of the current law
where the intended parents are not the legal parents from birth of the child born of the surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

120  Consultation Question 112:



Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

121  Consultation Question 113:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

122  Consultation Question 114:

Please provide your views below:

123  Consultation Question 115:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

124  Consultation Question 116:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

125  Consultation Question 117: We invite consultees’ views as to the specific impact of our proposals in Northern Ireland.

Please provide your views below:

126  Consultation Question 118: We invite consultees’ views as to any other impact that we have not specifically addressed in this chapter, or
the preceding chapters, of this Consultation Paper.

Please provide your views below:
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Surrogacy Consultation Questions 

Email the completed document to surrogacy@lawcommission.gov.uk before the deadline 
of 11 October 2019. 

ABOUT YOU 

1. What is your name? 
Name (Required) 

 
2. If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a 
university), what is the name of your organisation? 
 
3. Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your 
organisation? 
(Required – Choose one response) 

• This is a personal response    X 
• This is a response on behalf of an organisation 
• Other 

If other, please provide details: 

 
 
4. If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best 
describes you? 
(Choose one response) 

• Surrogate 
• Intended parent 
• Person born of a surrogacy arrangement 
• Family member of a surrogate 
• Family member of an intended parent 
• Legal practitioner 
• Medical practitioner or counsellor 
• Social worker 
• Academic 
• Other individual  X 

5. What is your email address? 
Email address:  

 



2 
 

If you enter your email address then you will automatically receive an acknowledgement email 
when you submit your response. 

6. What is your telephone number? 
Telephone number:  
[Enter your phone number here.] 
 
7. If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be 
treated as confidential, please explain to us why you regard the information as confidential. 
As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your explanation but cannot 
give an assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances. 
 
 
 

 

 

Consultation Question 1. 
1.1 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in England and Wales:  

(1) all international surrogacy arrangements should continue to be automatically 
allocated to a judge of the High Court; and 

YES 
 
International surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale, abuse and trafficking of 
children and the exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights issues of the utmost 
seriousness and so the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. 
For this reason these cases should continue to be heard by a judge of the High Court.  

 
(2) if international surrogacy arrangements are not automatically allocated to a judge of 

the High Court, circuit judges should be ticketed to hear such cases. 

Paragraph 6.42 
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Consultation Question 2. 
1.2 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in respect of England and Wales  

(1) domestic surrogacy cases which continue to require a post-birth parental order 
should continue to be heard by lay justices, or whether they should be allocated to another 
level of the judiciary; and 

(2) If consultees consider that such cases should be allocated to another level of the 
judiciary, which level of the judiciary would be appropriate. 

All surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale and trafficking of children and the 
exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights issues of the utmost seriousness and so 
the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. For this reason these 
cases should NOT be heard by a lay judge but rather by a senior judge, e.g. ticketed to circuit 
judges or higher. 

Paragraph 6.51 

 

Consultation Question 3. 
1.3 We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the 

current allocation rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation 
Questions 1 and 2. 

 
Paragraph 6.53 
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Consultation Question 4. 
1.4 We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, the court should be placed under a 

duty to consider whether to make an order awarding the intended parents parental 
responsibility at the first directions hearing in the proceedings. 

Do consultees agree? 

(Note that this provisional proposal would be necessary only if our provisional proposal in 
Chapter 8 that all intended parents (whether in the new pathway or not) automatically 
acquire parental responsibility if the child is living with or being cared for by them is not 
supported by consultees). 

NO 
 
The UN Special Rapporteur recommends* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent 
authority AFTER the birth and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration. 
Nothing about the transfer of parental responsibility should be automatic and all options should 
be open. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 6.58 

 

Consultation Question 5. 
1.5 We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the FPR 2010 

should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the 
proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise.  

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 6.72 
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Consultation Question 6. 
1.6 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they are of the view that, in Scotland:  

(1) there is a need for greater consistency and clarity in provisions relating to the 
expenses of curators ad litem and reporting officers and, if so, how this should be 
addressed;   

(2) it should be provided by statute that, at the initial hearing or any subsequent hearing 
for a parental order, the court may make any such interim order or orders for 
parental responsibilities and parental rights as it sees fit; and/or 

(3) further procedural reform is needed and, if so, what that reform should be. 

 
Paragraph 6.110 
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Consultation Question 7. 
1.7 In respect of a domestic surrogacy arrangement, we provisionally propose that, before the 

child is conceived, where the intended parents and surrogate have: 

(1) entered into an agreement including the prescribed information, which will include a 
statement as to legal parenthood on birth, 

(2) complied with procedural safeguards for the agreement, and 

(3) met eligibility requirements, 

on the birth of the child the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child, 
subject to the surrogate’s right to object. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I vehemently disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s key 
recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the Protection of Children and Cooperation in 
respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. These require the birth mother to have legal 
parenthood and parental responsibility when the child is born and that her consent to giving up 
the child must be freely given AFTER the child's birth. I believe that this important safeguard 
against the sale of children and the exploitation of birth mothers should apply equally to 
surrogacy arrangements, in both an international and a domestic context. 
 
This proposal would set a very dangerous precedent for all women, all mothers, all children and 
all of the implications need to be fully understood. There is no evidence in the consultation paper 
that the law commissioners have considered these more general implications fully, if at all. 
 
I understand that the proposal to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ legal parenthood at 
birth is based on (or justif ied by) in part at least the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ 
mothers prior to the consultation. I do not agree that these claimed wishes alone justify 
measures that contravene the recommendations of the UN Special Rapporteur and the 
provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to reduce the risk of the sale and 
trafficking of children and to protect birth mothers. 
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to encourage or 
condone a system that would require women to deliberately conceive and subsequently give 
birth with the expectation that they would have little or no legal responsibility for the child. The 
rights of the child must be prioritised regardless whether that is what some ‘surrogate’ mothers 
say they want or not. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.13 
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Consultation Question 8. 
1.8 We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations and licensed clinics 

should be under a duty to keep a record of surrogacy arrangements under the new 
pathway to which they are a party, with such records being retained for a specified 
minimum period. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy 
organisations. 

 
1.9 We invite consultees’ views as to what the length of that period should be: whether 100 

years or another period. 

Paragraph 8.14 

 

Consultation Question 9. 
1.10 We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes 

should apply to traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated surrogacy 
organisation is involved. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations, because they 
would inevitably lead to a normalising of surrogacy and an increase in its prevalence. 

Paragraph 8.21 

 

Consultation Question 10. 
1.11 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a 

traditional, domestic surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from 
entering into the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway.’  
Paragraph 8.22 
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Consultation Question 11. 
1.12 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the surrogate should have the right to object to the acquisition of legal parenthood 
by the intended parents, for a fixed period after the birth of the child;  

(2) this right to object should operate by the surrogate making her objection in writing 
within a defined period, with the objection being sent to both the intended parents 
and the body responsible for the regulation of surrogacy; and 

(3) the defined period should be the applicable period for birth registration less one 
week. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposal that the ‘intended parents’ should automatically acquire 
legal parenthood at birth and that the birth mother has only a limited time to object. This 
contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations,* including that the birth mother is the 
legal parent at birth and that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility 
in surrogacy arrangements are taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth, 
with the child’s best interests being the paramount consideration. 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to 
give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as 
the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before 
the expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.35 

 



9 
 

Consultation Question 12. 
1.13 We provisionally propose that, where the surrogate objects to the intended parents 

acquiring legal parenthood within the period fixed after birth, the surrogacy arrangement 
should no longer be able to proceed in the new pathway, with the result that: 

(1) the surrogate will be the legal parent of the child;  

(2) if one of the intended parents would, under the current law, be a legal parent of the 
child, then he or she will continue to be a legal parent in these circumstances; and 

(3) the intended parents would be able to make an application for a parental order to 
obtain legal parenthood. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly with the ‘intended 
parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects.  
 
The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil 
partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent change of legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth 
and with the child’s best interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN 
Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.* 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to 
give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as 
the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before 
the expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.36 
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Consultation Question 13. 
1.14 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway: 

(1) the intended parents should be required to make a declaration on registering the 
birth of the child that they have no reason to believe that the surrogate has lacked 
capacity at any time during the period in which she had the right to object to the 
intended parents acquiring legal parenthood; 

(2) if the intended parents cannot provide this declaration then, during the period in 
which she has the right to object to the intended parents acquiring legal parenthood, 
the surrogate should be able to provide a positive consent to such acquisition; and 

(3) if the intended parents are unable to make this declaration and the surrogate is 
unable to provide the positive consent within the relevant period, the surrogacy 
arrangement should exit the new pathway and the intended parents should be able 
to make an application for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended 
parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects.  
 
The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil 
partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent change of legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth 
and with the child’s best interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN 
Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.* 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to 
give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as 
the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before 
the expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.37 
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Consultation Question 14. 
1.15 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway, the welfare of the child to be born as a 

result of the surrogacy arrangement: 

(1) should be assessed in the way set out in Chapter 8 of the current Code of Practice; 

(2) either the regulated surrogacy organisation or regulated clinic, as appropriate, 
should be responsible for ensuring that this procedure is followed; and 

(3) there should be no requirement for any welfare assessment of the child after his or 
her birth. 

Do consultees agree? 
 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s 
recommendation* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in 
surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the 
birth and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration. A welfare assessment is 
an absolute requirement if an informed decision is to be made about the child’s best interest. 
Therefore a welfare assessment MUST be made after the child’s birth. 
 
The pre-conception assessment would typically have been carried out more than a year before 
the birth of the child. Much can change in that time.  
 
The justif ication that a welfare assessment after the birth of the child is not necessary because 
parents of children born through the normal process are not subject to such checks does not 
hold. Pregnancy, birth and the post-partum changes are intense physical and existential 
experiences that change you and prime you to love and be sensitive to the new-born child and 
rise to the challenge of the enormous task of raising him or her to adulthood. For obvious 
reasons ‘intended parents’ do not have this advantage.  
 
In addition, pregnancy and childbirth are a huge investment of the birth mother’s physical, 
physiological and emotional resources, which means she has already made a huge and 
unquantif iable, nearly year-long, commitment to the child. This means her practical and 
emotional commitment to the child is already well-developed, giving her the best chance of 
surmounting all the diff iculties that will inevitably arise over the course of the child’s childhood 
and adolescence.  
 
The ‘intended parents’ have had no similar experience. The investment of f inancial resources 
does not in any way prepare you for the practical reality of caring for a new-born child and the 
long road of nurturing and shepherding him or her to adulthood. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 
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Paragraph 8.51 

 

Consultation Question 15. 
1.16 We provisionally propose that, for a child born as a result of a surrogacy arrangement 

under the new pathway, where the surrogate has exercised her right to object to the 
intended parents’ acquisition of legal parenthood at birth, the surrogate’s spouse or civil 
partner, if any, should not be a legal parent of the child. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘new pathway.’  
 
There is a very real risk that spouses and partners will coerce women into being a ‘surrogate’ for 
f inancial gain. This risk is likely to increase if he or she does not have legal parenthood or 
parental responsibility for any children born of the arrangement. This is enough reason to reject 
this proposal. 
 
However, it also represents a significant change in legal parenthood rules and would therefore 
have an implication for all children, all families because it would set a precedent. It should not be 
introduced without a full assessment of all the implications, including on the rights of mothers and 
children. There is no evidence that the law commissioners have carried out any such 
assessment. 
 
1.17 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in the case of a surrogacy arrangement outside 

the new pathway, the surrogate’s spouse or civil partner should continue to be a legal 
parent of the child born as a result of the arrangement. 

YES 
 
The normal legal parenthood rules should apply. This will reduce the risk of spouses and 
partners coercing women into surrogacy for financial gain. 

Paragraph 8.57 
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Consultation Question 16. 
1.18 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway, where a child born of a surrogacy 

arrangement is stillborn: 

(1) the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child unless the surrogate 
exercises her right to object; and 

(2) the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being registered as 
the parents before the expiry of the period of the right to object. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended 
parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects. The 
birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should not change if 
the child is stillborn. 
 
1.19 We provisionally propose that, outside the new pathway, where a child born of a surrogacy 

arrangement is stillborn, the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents 
being registered as the parents before the expiry of the period allowed for the registration 
of the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a declaration to the effect that 
the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the 
stillbirth. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the birth parents in this 
situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should 
not change if the child is stillborn and the registration should accurately reflect this. 

Paragraph 8.77 
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Consultation Question 17. 
1.20 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, 

where the child dies before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able 
to consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents before the expiry of the 
period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have 
made a declaration to the effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order 
are satisfied, on registration of the birth. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in this 
situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and if the child 
dies before the parental order, the registration of birth should accurately reflect that the birth 
mother was the legal parent. 

Paragraph 8.79 

 

Consultation Question 18. 
1.21 For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to 

whether, where the surrogate dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during which 
she can exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the new 
pathway and the intended parents should be required to make an application for a 
parental order. 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 8.80 
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Consultation Question 19. 
1.22 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, where 

both intended parents die during the surrogate’s pregnancy, the intended parents should 
be registered as the child’s parents on birth, subject to the surrogate not exercising her 
right to object within the defined period. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with the deceased 
‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in this situation. The birth mother should 
always be the legal parent of the child at birth and the registration of birth should accurately 
reflect this. 
 
1.23 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new 

pathway, where both intended parents die during the surrogate’s pregnancy or before a 
parental order is made: 

(1) it should be competent for an application to be made, by a person who claims an 
interest under section 11(3)(a) of the Children (Scotland) Act 1995, or who would be 
permitted to apply for an order under section 8 of the Children Act 1989: 

(a) for an order for appointment as guardian of the child, and 

(b) for a parental order in the name of the intended parents, subject to the 
surrogate’s consent; or 

(2) the surrogate should be registered as the child’s mother and it should not be 
possible for the intended parents to be registered as the child’s parents, but that 
there should be a procedure for the surrogate to provide details of the intended 
parents, and, if relevant, gamete donors, for entry onto the register of surrogacy 
arrangements. 

The intended parents should NOT be registered as the child’s parents if they are already 
deceased – so option (2) is preferable. 

Paragraph 8.81 
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Consultation Question 20. 
1.24 We provisionally propose that, where an application is made for a parental order by a sole 

applicant under section 54A: 

(1) the applicant should have to make a declaration that it was always intended that 
there would only be a single applicant for a parental order in respect of the child 
concerned or to supply the name and contact details of the other intended parent;  

(2) if details of another intended parent are supplied, a provision should be made for 
notice to be given to the potential second intended parent of the application and an 
opportunity given to that party to provide notice of opposition within a brief period 
(of, say, 14 to 21 days); and 

(3) if the second intended parent gives notice of his or her intention to oppose, he or 
she should be required to make his or her own application within a brief period (say 
14 days), otherwise the application of the first intended parent will be determined by 
the court. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 8.86 

 

Consultation Question 21. 
1.25 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases; and 

(2) how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this model. 

I profoundly oppose a three-parent model of legal parenthood, even if it is temporary. The birth 
mother should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent 
authority AFTER the birth of the child with the best interests of the child being the paramount 
consideration, as recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.91 
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Consultation Question 22. 
1.26 We invite consultees’ views:  

(1) as to whether there should be any additional oversight in the new pathway that we 
have proposed, leading to the acquisition of legal parenthood by the intended 
parents at birth; and 

(2) if so, as to whether should this oversight be: 

(a) administrative, or 

(b) judicial. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should be the 
legal parent and have parental responsibility at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood 
and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other 
competent authority AFTER the birth of the child based on the best interests of the child, as 
recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.93 

 

Consultation Question 23. 
1.27 In respect of England and Wales, we invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether the welfare checklist, contained in section 1(3) of the Children Act 1989, 
should be amended to provide for the court to have regard to additional specific 
factors in the situation where it is considering the arrangements for a child in the 
context of a dispute about a surrogacy arrangement; and 

(2) if so, as to what those additional factors should be. 

The child’s best interests should drive all decisions about the child in the event of a dispute about 
a surrogacy arrangement. The welfare checklist provides a comprehensive summary of the 
issues to be considered and is adequate as it is, and conforms to the UN Special Rapporteur’s 
recommendation* that the child’s best interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not 
believe any other factors should be added. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx  

Paragraph 8.120 
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Consultation Question 24. 
1.28 In respect of England and Wales, we invite consultees’ views: 

(1) as to whether the checklist, contained in section 1(4) of the ACA 2002 (as applied 
and modified by regulation 2 and paragraph 1 of Schedule 1 of the 2018 
Regulations) should be further amended to provide for the court to have regard to 
additional specific factors in the situation where it is considering whether to make a 
parental order; and 

(2) what those additional factors should be. 

The child’s best interests should drive all decisions when considering whether to make a parental 
order. The welfare checklist provides a comprehensive summary of the issues to be considered 
and is adequate as it is, and it conforms to UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendation* that the 
child’s best interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not believe any other factors 
should be added. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.121 

 

Consultation Question 25. 
1.29 We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be 

amended to add the intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section 
8 order without leave. 

NO 
 
There are real risks of the sale and trafficking of children and of exploitation of the birth mother 
and her reproductive capacities in all surrogacy arrangements. The court should therefore 
always have oversight of the arrangements. I am also concerned that there should be no 
liberalisation of the law on surrogacy because of the potential human rights abuses involved. I do 
not believe that ‘intended parents’ should be added to the list of those who can apply for a 
section 8 order without leave. 

Paragraph 8.123 
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Consultation Question 26. 
1.30 We provisionally propose that, where a child is born as a result of a surrogacy 

arrangement outside the new pathway, the intended parents should acquire parental 
responsibility automatically where: 

(1) the child is living with them or being cared for by them; and  

(2) they intend to apply for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with this proposal. The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth and 
all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements 
should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, as 
recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur* in order to reduce the risk of the sale and 
trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility 
is based on (or justif ied by) the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the 
consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify measures that contravene recommendations of 
the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to 
reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children.  
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system 
that would require women to give birth with the expectation that they would have no legal 
responsibility for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must 
be prioritised regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.132 
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Consultation Question 27. 
1.31 We provisionally propose that, where a child is born as a result of a surrogacy 

arrangement in the new pathway: 

(1) the intended parents should acquire parental responsibility on the birth of the child; 
and 

(2) if the surrogate exercises her right to object, the intended parents should continue to 
have parental responsibility for the child where the child is living with, or being cared 
for by, them, and they intend to apply for a parental order.  

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended 
parents’ should acquire parentage or parental responsibility automatically. The birth mother 
should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental 
responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority 
AFTER the birth of the child, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is 
the recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the 
sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility 
is based on (or justif ied by) the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the 
consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify a measure that contravenes recommendations of 
the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to 
reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children.  
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system 
that would require women to give birth with the expectation that they would have no responsibility 
for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must be prioritised 
regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.134 
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Consultation Question 28. 
1.32 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the 

surrogate should retain parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the 
arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right to 
object, assuming that she does not exercise her right to object. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I agree that the birth mother should have parental responsibility for the child but NOT that the 
‘intended parents’ should get automatic legal parenthood and parental responsibility. 
 
All decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements 
should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, with the 
child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN Special 
Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the 
exploitation of women and their women’s reproductive capacities. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.139 

 

Consultation Question 29. 
1.33 For all surrogacy arrangements, we invite consultees’ views as to:  

(1) whether there is a need for any restriction to be placed on the exercise of parental 
responsibility by either the surrogate (or other legal parent), or the intended parents, 
during the period in which parental responsibility is shared; and 

(2) whether it should operate to restrict the exercise of parental responsibility by the 
party not caring for the child or with whom the child is not living. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should have 
legal parenthood and parental responsibility at and after the birth and all subsequent decisions 
involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility should be taken by a court or other 
competent authority, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the 
recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale 
and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.140 

 



22 
 

Consultation Question 30. 
1.34 We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the 

scope of the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 9.29 

 

Consultation Question 31. 
1.35 We invite the views of independent surrogates, and intended parents who have used 

independent surrogacy arrangements, to tell us about their experience. In particular, we 
would be interested to hear about any health screening, counselling and legal advice that 
took place. 

N/A 
Paragraph 9.35 

 

Consultation Question 32. 
1.36 We invite consultees’ views as to whether independent surrogacy arrangements should be 

brought within the scope of the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts 
binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first optional protocol. 
 
1.37 We invite consultees’ views as to how independent surrogacy arrangements might be 

brought within the scope of the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts 
binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first optional protocol. 

Paragraph 9.36 
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Consultation Question 33. 
1.38 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) there should be regulated surrogacy organisations;  

NO 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 

(2) there should be no requirement for a regulated surrogacy organisation to take a 
particular form; and 

OTHER 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 

(3) each surrogacy organisation should be required to appoint an individual responsible 
for ensuring that the organisation complies with regulation. 

Do consultees agree?  

OTHER 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.61 
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Consultation Question 34. 
1.39 We provisionally propose that the person responsible must be responsible for: 

(1) representing the organisation to, and liaising with, the regulator; 

(2) managing the regulated surrogacy organisation with sufficient care, competence 
and skill; 

(3) ensuring the compliance of the organisation with relevant law and regulation, 
including the creation, maintenance and operation of necessary policies and 
procedures; 

(4) training any staff, including that of the person responsible; and 

(5) providing data to the regulator and to such other person as required by law. 

Do consultees agree? 

 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
1.40 We invite consultees to identify any other responsibilities which a responsible individual 

should have. 

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
1.41 We invite consultees’ views as to what experience, skills and qualif ications a person 

responsible for a surrogacy organisation should have. 

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.62 
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Consultation Question 35. 
1.42 We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit 

making bodies. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction 
surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and 
would drive an increase in surrogacy. Even if surrogacy organisations are non-profit making, they 
will inevitably be driven by commercial imperatives (for example, to cover costs, salaries, etc.) 
and will need to continuously seek new business and to convince or coerce more women to act 
as ‘surrogates.’ 
 
Deriving income from surrogacy is abhorrent and, given the parallels between surrogacy and 
prostitution, is a potential violation of Article 6 of CEDAW, which prohibits third-parties profiting or 
otherwise benefiting from the prostitution of women. 

Paragraph 9.84 

 

Consultation Question 36. 
1.43 We invite consultees’ views as to what should be included in the definition of matching and 

facilitation services. 

I disagree with organisations being able to provide matching and facilitation services, because 
that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human 
rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.94 
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Consultation Question 37. 
1.44 We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to 

offer matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new 
pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated 
surrogacy organisations or any other organisations being able to provide matching and 
facilitation services for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase 
in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
  
1.45 We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should 

be able to offer matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements 
outside the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated 
surrogacy organisations or any other organisations being able to provide matching and 
facilitation services for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase 
in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.95 

 

Consultation Question 38. 
1.46 We invite consultees’ views as to the sanctions that should be available against 

organisations that offer matching and facilitation services without being regulated to do so, 
and whether these should be criminal, civil or regulatory. 

I do not accept that matching and facilitation services should be allowed – regardless who they 
are provided by – because they would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I 
consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. Offering such services 
should be a criminal offence. 

Paragraph 9.97 
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Consultation Question 39. 
1.47 We provisionally propose that the remit of the Human Fertilisation and Embryology 

Authority be expanded to include the regulation of regulated surrogacy organisations, and 
oversight of compliance with the proposed legal requirements for the new pathway to legal 
parenthood. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction 
surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and 
would drive an increase in surrogacy.  
 
1.48 If consultees agree, we invite their views as to how the Authority’s Code of Practice should 

apply to regulated surrogacy organisations, including which additional or new areas of 
regulation should be applied. 

Paragraph 9.117 

 

Consultation Question 40. 
1.49 We provisionally propose that surrogacy agreements should remain unenforceable 

(subject to the exception we provisionally propose in Consultation Question 88 in relation 
to financial terms).  

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 9.129 
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Consultation Question 41. 
1.50 We provisionally propose that there should be no prohibition against charging for 

negotiating, facilitating and advising on surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I VEHEMENTLY disagree with this proposal and the opening up of surrogacy in this country, 
because I consider it a violation of the human rights of both women and the child. The idea of 
organisations charging to facilitate it is utterly abhorrent and violates the spirit, if not the letter, of 
Article 6 of CEDAW, given the parallels between surrogacy and prostitution. Article 6 prohibits 
the exploitation of the prostitution of women – which includes deriving any form of benefit from 
women’s prostitution. 

Paragraph 9.135 

 

Consultation Question 42. 
1.51 We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy 

should be removed, with the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything 
that can lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I VEHEMENTLY disagree with removing the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy. 
Surrogacy is a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and enabling 
advertising sites (and other ‘service’ organisations) to financially benefit from it is abhorrent. 
 
At this time of increasing poverty and inequality, it would be unethical to promote the idea that 
being a ‘surrogate’ mother would be a solution to an impoverished woman’s financial problems. If 
this proposal is implemented, Facebook and Google are likely to present surrogacy ads to 
female students and young women suggesting that becoming a ‘surrogate’ would provide the 
solution to their f inancial worries. The most disadvantaged young women would be the most 
vulnerable to this idea and it is doubtful it would ever truly be in her best interest. 
 
Just as we protect disadvantaged people from the temptation of selling their kidneys for money, 
we need to protect disadvantaged women from the temptation of renting their wombs. This 
means that advertising of surrogacy MUST remain banned. 

Paragraph 9.145 
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Consultation Question 43. 
1.52 We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, where the making of a parental 

order in respect of a child born of a surrogacy arrangement has been recorded in the 
Parental Order Register, the child should be able to access his or her original birth 
certif icate at the age of 18. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 10.80 

 

Consultation Question 44. 
1.53 We provisionally propose that where children are born of surrogacy arrangements that 

result in the intended parents being recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full 
form of that certif icate should make clear that the birth was the result of a surrogacy 
arrangement. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended 
parents’ should be recorded as parents on the original birth certif icate. The birth mother should 
be recorded as the birth mother on the birth certificate and all decisions involving legal 
parenthood and parental responsibility should be taken after the birth by a court or other 
competent authority, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the 
recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale 
and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
However, if the ‘intended parents’ are recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of 
the certif icate should make clear that the birth was the result of a surrogacy arrangement. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 10.85 
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Consultation Question 45. 
1.54 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the birth registration system in England and 

Wales requires reform and, if so, which reforms they would like to see. 

I do not consider the birth registration system to be in need for reform. I am particularly opposed 
to changes to allow for the registration of three parents or for anyone other than the birth mother 
to be recorded as the mother on the original birth certif icate. Such proposals could lead to the 
facilitation of the sale of children and an erosion of mothers’ rights and a diluting of the 
understanding that the relationship between the birth mother and the child is unique. 

Paragraph 10.87 

 

Consultation Question 46. 
1.55 We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has 

been the subject of a parental order should be able to access all the documents contained 
in the court’s file for those parental order proceedings. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 10.89 
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Consultation Question 47. 
1.56 We provisionally propose that a national register of surrogacy arrangements should be 

created to record the identity of the intended parents, the surrogate and the gamete 
donors. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
1.57 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the register should be maintained by the Authority; 

(2) the register should record information for all surrogacy arrangements, whether in or 
outside the new pathway, provided that the information about who has contributed 
gametes for the conception of the child has been medically verif ied, and that the 
information should include: 

(a) identifying information about all the parties to the surrogacy arrangement, and 

(b) non-identifying information about those who have contributed gametes to the 
conception of the child; and 

(3) to facilitate the record of this information, the application form/petition for a parental 
order should record full information about a child’s genetic heritage where available 
and established by DNA or medical evidence, recording the use of an anonymous 
gamete donor if that applies. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy 
organisations. However, should surrogacy take place, it is important that the children have 
access to information about their origins and these proposals seem generally sound, except that 
the information held on gamete donors should also include identifying information – because 
otherwise it trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the right to know her or his 
genetic parentage. 

Paragraph 10.102 
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Consultation Question 48. 
1.58 We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate 

and the intended parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy 
arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy arrangement. 

I agree but with the proviso that all the information should be identifying – because otherwise it 
trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the right to know her or his genetic 
parentage. 

Paragraph 10.104 

 

Consultation Question 49. 
1.59 We provisionally propose that a child born of a surrogacy arrangement should be able to 

access the information recorded in the register from the age of 18 for identifying 
information, and 16 for non-identifying information (if such information is included on the 
register), provided that he or she has been given a suitable opportunity to receive 
counselling about the implications of compliance with this request. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
1.60 We invite consultees’ views as to whether a child under the age of 18 or 16 (depending on 

whether the information is identifying or non-identifying respectively) should be able to 
access the information in the register and, if so, in which circumstances: 

(1) where his or her legal parents have consented; 

(2) if he or she has received counselling and the counsellor judges that he or she is 
sufficiently mature to receive this information; and/or 

(3) in any other circumstances. 

I agree with (1) and (2) and believe there might be other circumstances where this is reasonable. 
Paragraph 10.110 
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Consultation Question 50. 
1.61 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any provision for those born of 

a surrogacy arrangement to make a request for information to disclose whether a person 
whom he or she is intending to marry, or with whom he or she intends to enter into a civil 
partnership or intimate physical relationship, was carried by the same surrogate. 

YES, this should be possible. 
Paragraph 10.114 

 

Consultation Question 51. 
1.62 We provisionally propose that where two people are born to, and genetically related 

through, the same surrogate, they should be able to access the register to identify each 
other, if they both wish to do so. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
1.63 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be provision to allow people born 

to the same surrogate – but who are not genetically related – to access the register to 
identify each other, if they both wish to do so. 

YES, I agree. 
Paragraph 10.121 

 

Consultation Question 52. 
1.64 We invite consultees’ views as to whether provision should be made to allow a person 

carried by a surrogate, and the surrogate’s own child, to access the register to identify 
each other, if they both wish to do so: 

(1) if they are genetically related through the surrogate; and/or 

(2) if they are not genetically related through the surrogate. 

YES to both (1) and (2) 
Paragraph 10.123 
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Consultation Question 53. 
1.65 For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to 

whether details of an intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental 
order should be recorded in the register. 

The intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded 
in the register. 

Paragraph 10.128 

 

Consultation Question 54. 
1.66 We provisionally propose that the six month time limits in sections 54 and 54A of the 

HFEA 2008 for making a parental order application should be abolished. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain 
circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child. 

Paragraph 11.20 
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Consultation Question 55. 
1.67 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the current circumstances in which the consent of the surrogate (and any other legal 
parent) is not required, namely where a person cannot be found or is incapable of 
giving agreement, should continue to be available; 

NO  
 
I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child 
trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s wombs. An adoption order can be considered 
as an option when a parental order is not possible. 
 

(2) the court should have the power to dispense with the consent of the surrogate, and 
any other legal parent of the child, in the following circumstances: 

(a) where the child is living with the intended parents, with the consent of the 
surrogate and any other legal parent, or 

(b) following a determination by the court that the child should live with the 
intended parents; and 

(3) the court’s power to dispense with consent should be subject to the paramount 
consideration of the child’s welfare throughout his or her life guided by the factors 
set out in section 1 of the Adoption and Children Act 2002 and, in Scotland, in line 
with the section 14(3) of the Adoption and Children (Scotland) Act 2007. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child 
trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s wombs. An adoption order can be considered 
as an option when a parental order is not possible. 

Paragraph 11.58 
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Consultation Question 56. 
1.68 We provisionally propose that, both for a parental order and in the new pathway, the 

intended parents or one of the intended parents must be domiciled or habitually resident in 
the UK, Channel Islands or Isle of Man. 

Do consultees agree?  

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The ‘intended parents’ should be 
domiciled (and not simply habitually resident) in the UK in order to avoid surrogacy tourism. 
 
1.69 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any additional conditions 

imposed on the test of habitual residence, for example, a qualifying period of habitual 
residence required to satisfy the test. 

I profoundly disagree with opening up parental orders to ‘intended parents’ who are habitual 
residents but not domiciled in the UK – because of the risk of surrogacy tourism. 

Paragraph 12.15 

 

Consultation Question 57. 
1.70 We invite consultees’ views on whether: 

(1) the qualifying categories of relationship in section 54(2) of the HFEA 2008 should be 
reformed and, if so, how; or 

(2) the requirement should be removed, subject to two persons who are within the 
prohibited degrees of relationship being prevented from applying. 

The qualifying categories of relationship should not be reformed or removed. 
Paragraph 12.29 
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Consultation Question 58. 
1.71 We provisionally propose that to use the new pathway, intended parents should be 

required to make a declaration in the surrogacy agreement that they intend for the child’s 
home to be with them. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.  

Paragraph 12.34 
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Consultation Question 59. 
1.72 We provisionally propose that the new pathway –  

(1) should not impose a requirement that the intended parent, or one of the intended 
parents, provide gametes for the conception of the child, so that double donation of 
gametes is permitted, but 

(2) that double donation should only be permitted in cases of medical necessity, 
meaning that there is not an intended parent who is able to provide a gamete due to 
infertility. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic link should 
be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 
 
1.73 We invite consultees’ views as to whether double donation should be permitted under the 

parental order pathway (to the same extent that it may be permitted in the new pathway) in 
domestic surrogacy arrangements.  

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and all other proposals that are 
likely to result in an increase in surrogacy. I therefore do not believe that double donation should 
be permitted under the parental order pathway in domestic surrogacy arrangements.  
 
1.74 We provisionally propose that the requirement that the intended parent or one of the 

intended parents contribute gametes to the conception of the child in the parental order 
pathway should be retained in international surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 12.64 
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Consultation Question 60. 
1.75 We provisionally propose that if the requirement for a genetic link is retained for domestic 

cases outside the new pathway, the requirement should not apply, subject to medical 
necessity, if the court determines that the intended parents in good faith began the 
surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway but were required to apply for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I fundamentally disagree with proposals to introduce the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic 
link should be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 

Paragraph 12.71 

 

Consultation Question 61. 
1.76 We provisionally propose that if double donation is permitted only in cases of medical 

necessity, an exception should be made to allow a parental order to be granted to a single 
parent without a genetic link where the intended parent’s former partner provides gametes 
but the intended parents’ relationship breaks down before the grant of a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 

Paragraph 12.76 
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Consultation Question 62. 
1.77 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that a surrogacy 

arrangement has been used because of medical necessity: 

(1) for cases under the new pathway to parenthood; and/or 

(2) for cases where a post-birth parental order application is made. 

I oppose surrogacy and believe that it is a fundamental violation of women’s and children’s rights 
and that it should therefore be banned. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’  
 
1.78 We invite consultees’ views as to how a test of medical necessity for surrogacy, if it is 

introduced, should be defined and assessed. 

I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 
Paragraph 12.94 
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Consultation Question 63. 
1.79 We provisionally propose that in order to use the new pathway to parenthood, information 

identifying the child’s genetic parents and the surrogate must be provided for entry on the 
national register of surrogacy agreements prior to registration of the child’s birth. 

Do consultees agree?  

OTHER 
 
I profoundly oppose the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. However, I support the requirement in 
any surrogacy arrangements for the recording of the identity of all genetic parents and the birth 
mother. 
 
1.80 We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be a condition for an application for a 

parental order that: 

(1) those who contributed gametes are entered on the national register of surrogacy 
agreements; and/or 

(2) if it remains a requirement that one of the intended parents provided gametes in the 
conception of the child, that the genetic link is demonstrated to the court with 
medical or DNA evidence. 

While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, I support this condition for a parental order 
in the circumstances described in both (1) and (2). 
 
1.81 We provisionally propose that it should be a condition for the application of a parental 

order that the identity of the surrogate is entered on the national register of surrogacy 
agreements. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, if it happens, I support this provision. 

Paragraph 12.115 
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Consultation Question 64. 
1.82 We provisionally propose that there should be no maximum age limit for the grant of a 

parental order. The age of the intended parents should continue to be taken into account 
in the assessment of the welfare of the child in applications to grant a parental order.  

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I am opposed to surrogacy and would like to see it banned, because it is a violation of both 
women’s and children’s human rights.  
 
Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society 
and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good health until the child reaches adulthood. 
Surrogacy is therefore particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. If surrogacy is 
to be opened up, a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is imperative. This will make it clear 
that society does not condone older people entering a surrogacy arrangement and will make it 
less likely that older people will go ahead with such an arrangement and present the court with a 
fait accompli. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement up to that age but not beyond. It is 
therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
 
1.83 We invite consultees’ views as to whether under the new pathway there should be a 

maximum age limit for intended parents, and if so, what it should be. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be 
allowed, there should be a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ and it should be 45. 
 
Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society 
and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good health until the child reaches adulthood. 
I am opposed to surrogacy per se, because it is a violation of both women’s and children’s 
human rights. However, it is particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. I therefore 
consider that a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is important. This will make it clear that 
society does not consider it acceptable for older people to enter into a surrogacy arrangement 
and will make it less likely that they will. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement up to that age. It is therefore imperative 
that age limits are set very carefully.  
 
1.84 We provisionally propose that intended parents should be required to be at least 18 years 

old at the time that they enter into a surrogacy agreement under the new pathway. 
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Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be 
allowed, there should be a minimum age for ‘intended parents’ and it should be much older than 
18. I suggest that 25 would be more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement at that age. It is therefore imperative that 
age limits are set very carefully. What kind of society would want 18-year olds to believe that it 
would be reasonable for them to become ‘parents’ through a surrogacy arrangement – before 
they have taken even their f irst steps into independence and adulthood? 

Paragraph 12.133 
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Consultation Question 65. 
1.85 We provisionally propose that surrogates should be required to be at least 18 years of age 

(at the time of conception), in order for the court to have the power to make a parental 
order. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I am opposed to surrogacy per se and would like to see it banned, because I consider it a 
violation of both women’s and children’s human rights.  
 
At 18 a woman is barely out of childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish herself 
as an adult. This means that she is particularly vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There 
should be a significantly older minimum age for entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I 
suggest that 25 years would be more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society 
sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy 
arrangement is a reasonable thing for them to be doing before they have taken even their f irst 
steps into independence and adulthood?  
 
1.86 We provisionally propose that surrogates should be required to be at least 18 years old at 

the time of entering into the surrogacy agreement within the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for a ‘new pathway’. At 18 a woman is barely out of 
childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish herself as an adult. This means that 
she is particularly vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There should be a significantly older 
minimum age for entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I suggest that 25 years would be 
more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society 
sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy 
arrangement is a reasonable thing for them to be doing before they have taken even their f irst 
steps into independence and adulthood?  

Paragraph 12.144 
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Consultation Question 66. 
1.87 We provisionally propose that medical testing of the surrogate, any partner of the 

surrogate, and any intended parent providing gametes should be required for the new 
pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
 
1.88 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the types of testing set out in the Code of 

Practice are feasible for traditional surrogacy arrangements outside a licensed clinic, and if 
not, which types of testing should be required for such arrangements. 

 
Paragraph 13.16 

 

Consultation Question 67. 
1.89 We provisionally propose that, as a condition of being eligible for entry into the new 

pathway: 

(1) the surrogate, her spouse, civil partner or partner (if any) and the intended parents 
intending to enter into a surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway should be 
required to attend counselling with regard to the implications of entering into that 
arrangement; and 

(2) the implications counselling should be provided by a counsellor who meets the 
requirements set out in the Code of Practice at paragraphs 2.14 to 2.15. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.44 
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Consultation Question 68. 
1.90 We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that 

the surrogate and the intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect 
of the law and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is signed. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.65 

 

Consultation Question 69. 
1.91 We provisionally propose that, as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway: 

(1) an enhanced criminal record certificate should be obtained for intended parents, 
surrogates and any spouses, civil partners or partners of surrogates;  

(2) the body overseeing the surrogate arrangement should not enable a surrogate 
arrangement to be proceed under the new pathway where a person screened is unsuitable 
for having being convicted of, or received a police caution for, any offence appearing on a 
prescribed list of offences; and  

(3) the body overseeing the surrogacy arrangement may also determine that a 
person is unsuitable based on the information provided in the enhanced record certificate.  

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
 
1.92 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the list of offences that applies in the case of 

adoption is appropriate in the case of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.73 
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Consultation Question 70. 
1.93 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the 

surrogate has previously given birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway. 

OTHER 
 
I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. 
 
Society should not condone women who have never had a child of their own entering an 
arrangement to undergo pregnancy and childbirth for someone else. It is impossible to 
understand what pregnancy and childbirth are like and how they will change you until or unless 
you have had that experience yourself. 

Paragraph 13.95 

 

Consultation Question 71. 
1.94 We provisionally propose that there should not be a maximum number of surrogate 

pregnancies that a woman can undertake as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. 
 
Society should not condone women undergoing multiple ‘surrogate’ pregnancies and childbirths. 
Even the Kennel Club recognises that female dogs should not be allowed to undertake more 
than four pregnancies. It is abhorrent that female dogs have better protections than women 
would have under this proposal. 

Paragraph 13.99 
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Consultation Question 72. 
1.95 We invite consultees’ views as to whether payment of costs by the intended parents to the 

surrogate should be able to be: 

(1) based on an allowance;  

(2) based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, but without the need for 
production of receipts; or 

(3) based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, and only on production of 
receipts. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.16 
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Consultation Question 73. 
1.96 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate essential costs 
relating to the pregnancy; and 

(2) the types of expenditure which should be considered “essential”.   

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above the actual 
essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, 
and travel to medical appointments – backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.22 
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Consultation Question 74. 
1.97 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate 
additional costs relating to the pregnancy; and 

(2) the types of expenditure which should be considered additional, rather than 
essential.   

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above the actual 
essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, 
and travel to medical appointments – backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.26 
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Consultation Question 75. 
1.98 We invite consultees’ views as to:  

(1) whether intended parents should be permitted to pay all costs that arise from 
entering into a surrogacy arrangement, and those unique to a surrogate pregnancy; 
and 

(2) the types of cost which should be included within this category. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.29 

 

Consultation Question 76. 
1.99 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be 

able to pay their surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or 
self-employed). 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost 
earnings. 

Paragraph 15.37 
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Consultation Question 77. 
1.100 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be 

able to pay their surrogate either or both of the following lost potential earnings: 

(1) her lost employment-related potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 15.35 
above); and/or 

(2) other lost potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 15.36 above). 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost 
earnings. 

Paragraph 15.38 

 

Consultation Question 78. 
1.101 We invite consultees to share their experiences:  

(1) of the impact that payments received by a surrogate from the intended parents has 
had on the surrogate’s entitlement to means-tested social welfare benefits; and 

(2) where a surrogacy arrangement has had an impact on the surrogate’s entitlement to 
means-tested social welfare benefits, how that has been addressed in their 
surrogacy arrangement. 

N/A 
Paragraph 15.47 
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Consultation Question 79. 
1.102 We invite consultees’ views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay 

compensation to the surrogate for the following: 

(1) pain and inconvenience arising from the pregnancy and childbirth; 

(2) medical treatments relating to the surrogacy, including payments for each 
insemination or embryo transfer; and/or 

(3)  specified complications, including hyperemesis gravidarum, pre-eclampsia, an 
ectopic pregnancy, miscarriage, termination, caesarean birth, excessive 
haemorrhaging, perineal tearing, removal of fallopian tubes or ovaries or a 
hysterectomy. 

It is absurd to propose that one could place a monetary value on the pain of adverse pregnancy 
outcomes. In putting a price tag on perineal tear for example, some mothers report little pain or 
symptoms, others have profound ongoing fear of vaginal penetration, which can result in very 
significant emotional and relationship diff iculties. Infection may complicate healing, and some 
women report long term sequelae from this, such as impaired wound healing.  
 
Haematology conditions should also be considered. Blood loss, for example due to placental 
haemorrhage can be very significant, and potentially result in emergency hysterectomy and 
blood transfusion to save the life of the mother. It is a fact that although blood is thoroughly 
screened in the UK there still remains the potential for blood borne illnesses to be transmitted, 
and the fact that some of these may not have been identif ied yet by researchers is also a real 
risk to a mother receiving transfusion. Persons who have had a blood transfusion are currently 
unable to donate blood themselves in the UK, due to the risk of (vCJD) transmission. This is an 
indication of the gravity of receiving blood products.  
 
No medical intervention is EVER risk free. Receiving multiple blood products in the context of 
Massive Transfusion Protocol (eg platelets, Fresh Frozen Plasma, cryoprecipitate) only heighten 
those risks.  
 
Conditions such as HELLP (Haemolysis, Elevated Liver enzymes, Low Platelets) can be fatal, 
and although the maternal mortality rate is low, it can have significant sequelae, including renal 
failure potentially requiring dialysis, placental abruption (potentially fatal for mother and baby) 
permanent liver damage and retinal detachment resulting in visual impairment.  
 
Each of these conditions have long term consequences for a woman, psychologically, physically 
and emotionally, and may also affect her ability to return to work or care for other children.  
 
Also, the late complications of childbirth have been disregarded. Late consequences of childbirth 
can include vaginal or rectal prolapse, urinary and faecal incontinence. Women who have had a 
C section may experience ongoing pain around the scar. Some sources quote this as affecting 
between 6 and 18 percent of women. These symptoms can be profoundly distressing, and may 
take years to present (conversely, may present immediately). 
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How could we ensure that women suffering these complications are compensated? They are 
multifactorial, and risk increases with instrumented delivery and parity. How would it be proposed 
to unpick the role of a surrogate pregnancy in causing these symptoms in relation to other risk 
factors, for example parity, smoking history, personal medical history? 
 
Psychiatric conditions are also absent from this list. Complications including depression and 
anxiety may be worsened by pregnancy. Other mental health conditions such as post natal 
depression and post partum psychosis can be fatal, and impact on a woman’s health for many 
years to come. I’m quite shocked that none of these conditions have been explicitly mentioned 
and it does make me wonder how the list of complications was created. I’d also like to know what 
level of haemorrhage would be considered “excessive”. 
 
The wording of the question “should” be able to pay compensation is not the same as being 
mandated to do so. This potentially creates a situation where some “luckier” women would 
receive compensation others would not. 
 
All of the above illustrates the risks of surrogacy and confirms my support for a total ban on 
surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.  
 
1.103 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other matters in respect of which 

intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate compensation. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.  
 
1.104 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the level of compensation payable should be: 

(1) a fixed fee set by the regulator (operating as a cap on the maximum payable), or  

(2) left to the parties to negotiate.   

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
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There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. 

Paragraph 15.53 

 

Consultation Question 80. 
1.105 We invite consultees views’ as to whether intended parents should be able to pay 

compensation to the surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the 
surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for the 
surrogate. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question illustrates the risks of surrogacy and why I oppose it.  

Paragraph 15.56 
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Consultation Question 81. 
1.106 We invite consultees’ views as to whether:  

(1) intended parents should be able to buy gifts for the surrogate; and 

(2) if so, specific provision should be made for these gifts to be modest or reasonable in 
nature. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to give the birth mother gifts. 

Paragraph 15.60 
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Consultation Question 82. 
1.107 We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be possible for the intended parents to 

agree to pay a woman for the service of undertaking a surrogacy. 

It should not be possible for the intended parents to agree to pay a woman for the service 
of undertaking a surrogacy. (check box) 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her 
‘services’. 
 
1.108 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay 

a woman for the service of undertaking surrogacy, whether that the fee should be: 

(1) any sum agreed between the parties to the surrogacy; or 

(2) a fixed fee set by the regulator. 

 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her 
‘services’. 
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1.109 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay 

a woman a fixed fee for the service of undertaking surrogacy, what, if any, other payments 
the law should permit, in addition to that f ixed fee: 

(1) no other payments; 

(2) essential costs relating to the pregnancy; 

(3) additional costs relating to the pregnancy; 

(4) lost earnings; 

(5) compensation for pain and inconvenience, medical treatment and complications, 
and the death of the surrogate; and/or 

(6) gifts. 

 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to make any type of fee or payment to 
the birth mother for her ‘services’. 

Paragraph 15.69 
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Consultation Question 83. 
1.110 We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be possible for any payment the law 

permits the intended parents to pay the surrogate for her services to be reduced in the 
event of a miscarriage or termination of the pregnancy. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their 
‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of surrogacy. 
 

1.111 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if the law permits a fee payable to the surrogate 
to be able to be reduced in the event of a miscarriage or termination, whether such 
provision should apply: 

(1) in the first trimester of pregnancy only; 

(2) to any miscarriage or termination; or 

(3) some other period of time (please specify).   

 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their 
‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of surrogacy. 
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Paragraph 15.72 

 

Consultation Question 84. 
1.112 We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to 

surrogates should be the same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to 
parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I am opposed to the ‘new pathway’ but consider that regardless of the surrogacy arrangement 
being used, the only payments that should ever be made are essential and basic expenses for 
which receipts are provided. 

Paragraph 15.74 
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Consultation Question 85. 
1.113 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have 

not discussed which they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the 
surrogate. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.75 

 

Consultation Question 86. 
1.114 We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that 

intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.76 
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Consultation Question 87. 
1.115 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are specific methods of enforcing 

limitations that are placed on payments to surrogates that we should consider as part of 
our review: 

(1) for cases within the new pathway to parenthood; and  

(2) for cases where a parental order is made after the birth of the baby. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
The only payments that should be made are essential and basic expenses and for which receipts 
are provided. The judge or other competent authority should closely monitor all f inancial aspects 
of the arrangement (in line with the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations*) and refuse the 
parental order when payments have exceeded basic expenses. If it is not a judge overseeing the 
arrangements, the competent authority should be totally independent and not, for example, an 
agency (or ‘regulated surrogacy organisation’) that has been involved in the arrangements in any 
way. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 15.89 
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Consultation Question 88. 
1.116 We provisionally propose that financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into under 

the new pathway to parenthood should be enforceable by the surrogate. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
 
1.117 We provisionally propose that if the financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into 

under the new pathway become enforceable, the ability to do so should not be dependent 
on the surrogate complying with any terms of the agreement relating to her lifestyle. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The idea that a ‘surrogacy 
agreement’ could place restrictions on the birth mother’s lifestyle is utterly abhorrent. 

Paragraph 15.99 

 

Consultation Question 89. 
1.118 We invite overseas surrogates (or bodies representing or advocating for surrogates) to 

share with us their experiences f international surrogacy arrangements. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.10 

 

Consultation Question 90. 
1.119 We invite organisations focused on children’s rights and welfare in the international 

context to share with us their views on our proposed reforms and consultation questions in 
this chapter. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.12 
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Consultation Question 91. 
1.120 We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of their experience of applying to register 

a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement as a British citizen and 
obtaining a passport for the child. In particular, we would be interested to hear how long 
the application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have about 
causes of delays in the process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.52 

 

Consultation Question 92. 
1.121 We provisionally propose that it should be possible for a file to be opened, and the 

application process for obtaining registration of a child born from an international 
surrogacy arrangement and obtaining a passport to begin, prior to the birth of the child. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a 
passport in international surrogacy arrangements appears to contradict the UN Special 
Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling and trafficking of 
children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly disagree with this 
proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.53 

 

Consultation Question 93. 
1.122 We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of 

applying for a visa for a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In 
particular, we would be interested to hear how long the application took after the birth of 
the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.68 
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Consultation Question 94. 
1.123 We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process 

for applying for a visa in respect of a child born through an international surrogacy 
arrangement, before the child is born. The application will need to be completed after the 
birth of the child, and the issue of a passport in the child’s country of birth. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a 
passport before the child is born in international surrogacy arrangements appears to contradict 
the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling 
and trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly 
disagree with this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

 

1.124 We provisionally propose that the current provision made for the grant of a visa outside of 
the Immigration Rules where the intended parents are not the legal parents of the child 
under nationality law should be brought within the Rules. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
1.125 We provisionally propose that:  

(1) the grant of a visa should not be dependent on the child breaking links with the 
surrogate; or  

(2) that this condition should be clarif ied to ensure that it does not prevent the child 
having contact, and an on-going relationship, with the surrogate. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
1.126 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current requirement for the grant of a visa 

outside the Rules that the intended parents must apply for a parental order within six 
months of the child’s birth should be removed (regardless of whether the availability of the 
visa is brought within the Rules), if our provisional proposal to remove the time limit on 
applications for parental orders is accepted. 

NO 
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The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain 
circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child. 

Paragraph 16.69 

 

Consultation Question 95. 
1.127 We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process 

for applying for a EU Uniform Format Form in respect of a child born through an 
international surrogacy arrangement, before the child is born. The application will need to 
be completed after the birth of the child. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for an EU Uniform Format Form 
for the child before she or he is born in international surrogacy arrangements appears to 
contradict the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against 
the selling and trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I 
therefore strongly disagree with this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.76 

 

Consultation Question 96. 
1.128 We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of 

applying for a EU Uniform Format Form for a child born through an international 
surrogacy arrangement. In particular we would be interested to hear how long the 
application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of 
causes of delays in the process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.77 
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Consultation Question 97. 
1.129 We provisionally propose that the UK Government should provide a single, 

comprehensive guide for intended parents explaining the nationality and immigration 
consequences of having a child through an international surrogacy arrangement.  

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I agree with such a guide, but would like to see it explaining the reasons why surrogacy is a 
violation of the human rights of women and children and all the other ways in which it is 
possible for people to enjoy children in their lives. 

Paragraph 16.82 

 

Consultation Question 98. 
1.130 We provisionally propose that international surrogacy arrangements should not be 

eligible for the new pathway to parenthood. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 16.93 
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Consultation Question 99. 
1.131 We provisionally propose that:  

1.132 the Secretary of State should have the power to provide that the intended parents of 
children born through international surrogacy arrangements, who are recognised as the 
legal parents of the child in the country of the child’s birth, should also be recognised as 
the child’s legal parents in the UK, without it being necessary for the intended parents to 
apply for a parental order, but 

1.133 before exercising the power, the Secretary of State should be required to be satisfied that 
the domestic law and practice in the country in question provides protection against the 
exploitation of surrogates, and for the welfare of the child, that is at least equivalent to 
that provided in UK law. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I do not see how this proposal for such a blanket power would align with the UN Special 
Rapporteur’s key recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the Protection of Children 
and Cooperation in respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. The latter requires the birth 
mother to have legal parenthood and parental responsibility when the child is born and that her 
consent to giving up the child must be given AFTER the child's birth and that the transfer of 
‘parenthood’ should be overseen by the courts or a competent authority on an individual case 
by case basis, with the best interests of the child being the paramount consideration. This is an 
important safeguard against the sale of children and for the protection of the birth mother and I 
believe it should apply equally to international surrogacy arrangements. I therefore strongly 
disagree with this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.94 
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Consultation Question 100. 
1.134 We invite consultees to tell us of their experience of surrogacy arrangements in the UK 

involving foreign intended parents. 

N/A 
 
1.135 We invite consultees’ views as to whether: 

(1) any restriction is necessary on the removal of a child from the UK for the purpose 
of the child becoming the subject of a parental order, or its equivalent, in another 
jurisdiction; and 

(2) if such a restriction is necessary, there should be a process allowing foreign 
intended parents to remove the child from the jurisdiction of the UK for this 
purpose and with the approval of the court and, if so, what form should that 
process take. 

Restrictions and checks MUST be in place to protect the child and the birth mother from 
trafficking and exploitation. The process should include the same checks as would be used in 
an international adoption. 

Paragraph 16.120 

 

Consultation Question 101. 
1.136 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current application of the law on statutory 

paternity leave, and statutory paternity pay, to the situation of the surrogate’s spouse, 
civil partner or partner requires reform. 

I do not believe this needs changing. 
Paragraph 17.18 

 

Consultation Question 102. 
1.137 We provisionally propose that provision for maternity allowance should be made in 

respect of intended parents, and that any such provision should be limited so that only 
one intended parent qualif ies.  

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
Paragraph 17.32 

 



70 
 

Consultation Question 103. 
1.138 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether there is a need for reform in respect of the right of intended parents to 
take time off work before the birth of the child, whether for the purpose of induced 
lactation, ante-natal appointments or any other reason; and  

(2) if reform is needed, suggestions on reform. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children.  

Paragraph 17.36 

 

Consultation Question 104. 
1.139 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the duty of employers to provide suitable 

facilities for any person at work who is a pregnant woman or nursing mother to rest under 
Regulation 25 of the Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations 1992 is 
sufficient to include intended parents in a surrogacy arrangement. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children. 

Paragraph 17.40 

 

Consultation Question 105. 
1.140 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are further issues in relation to 

employment rights and surrogacy arrangements and, if so, any suggestions for reform. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children 

Paragraph 17.43 

 

Consultation Question 106. 
1.141 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they believe any reforms in relation to 

surrogacy and succession law are required. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children 

Paragraph 17.56 
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Consultation Question 107. 
1.142 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any issues in how surrogacy 

arrangements are dealt with by the health services, and whether there are reforms to law 
or practice that consultees would like to see in this area. 

It is important that all health and care professionals are aware that surrogacy agreements are 
not legally binding and that ‘intended parents’ have no legal right to override the birth mother’s 
wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or medical and health care, including during 
pregnancy, labour and childbirth. Even if she has previously agreed to them sharing decisions 
and being informed on these matters, she can withdraw her consent at any time for any or no 
reason. All professionals involved in her care are duty-bound to comply with her wishes. 
 
All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being 
coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or more persons, including her spouse 
or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be 
present in so-called altruistic surrogacy arrangements. 
 
Surrogacy arrangements place additional and complicated pressures on healthcare staff and 
this could reduce the standard of impartial care given to birth mothers and new-borns – 
especially when the ‘intended parents’ are entitled, rich or of high status. This itself is a valid 
reason to be extremely cautious about making changes that will increase the numbers of 
surrogacy births. 
 
It is generally recognised that egg donation and IVF pregnancies carry additional health risks. 
As most surrogacy pregnancies involve IVF, any increase in surrogacy is likely to lead to 
additional pressure on the NHS.  
 
Adoption research suggests that the separation of the new-born and the birth mother has long-
term negative effects on the well-being of both of them. This is likely to be the same for birth 
mothers and babies in surrogacy arrangements and so can be expected to place additional 
long-term pressures on the NHS and society as a whole. This has not been considered and 
there are no questions about this. 
 
An increase in surrogacy will require an increase in egg donation, which is a risky procedure 
that can have a long-term negative impact on the woman’s health, including premature death. 
Ethical issues abound. Young women might be coerced by financial pressures to donate eggs 
when this isn’t in their best interests and there are worries about eugenics – where egg donors 
are selected on the basis of blonde hair, blue eyes and stereotypical measures of 
‘attractiveness’ for example. 
 
The law commissioners do not appear to have considered the likely impact of any of these 
issues. There is no question about people’s thoughts about the NHS picking up the tab for the 
extra costs involved in surrogacy and whether this affects their opinions on surrogacy itself. 
There appears to have been no evaluation of the size of the additional costs to the NHS and 
society. 
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At a time when the NHS is under severe strain, and life changing therapies (for cancer, cystic 
fibrosis etc) are not funded due to financial constraints it is a slap in the face to provide money 
for prospective parents to indulge their parenting fantasies while denying patients access to 
drugs which are standard of care in other counties. 
 
1.143 We invite consultees’ views as to any additions or revisions that they would like to see 

made to the guidance published by the Department for Health and Social Care for 
England and Wales. 

The guidance should be revised to clarify that surrogacy agreements are not legally binding and 
that the birth mother has the right to change her mind at any time, for any or no reason. 
Healthcare professionals must accept that her wishes are paramount and that the ‘intended 
parents’ have no legal right to override her wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or 
medical and health care, including during pregnancy, labour, childbirth and the postpartum 
period. 
 
All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being 
coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or more persons, including her spouse 
or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be 
present in so-called altruistic surrogacy arrangements. 
 
The guidance should make it clear that healthcare professionals should be even more alert 
than normal to the possibility that she is being coerced and to ensure that they can speak to her 
alone, including during labour, and that if she changes her mind about who is present in 
consultations, and the labour ward/delivery suite, they must respect her wishes. 
 
1.144 We invite consultees’ views as to how midwifery practice may better accommodate 

surrogacy arrangements, in particular with regard to safeguarding issues. 

It is important that midwifery practice always prioritises the wishes of the birth mother and the 
wellbeing of herself and the child. 

Paragraph 17.76 
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Consultation Question 108. 
1.145 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other legal issues in relation to 

surrogacy, not covered in this Consultation Paper, that merit examination. 

It is of considerable concern that the law commissioners appear to have given no consideration 
to the significant risk that women will be coerced into agreeing to participate in surrogacy 
arrangements for someone else’s benefit. This can be true in ‘altruistic’ surrogacy but is even 
more likely if substantial payments are involved. 
 
It is well-known that women and girls are groomed and/or coerced into prostitution by partners 
and ‘boyfriends’ who act as their pimp and take all or much of their earnings. This is a major 
route by which many women enter prostitution and is a major factor in preventing their exit. 
There is no reason to expect that the same dynamics will not occur in relation to surrogacy if it 
is opened up and provides opportunities to make significant amounts of money. 
 
If the law commissioners’ proposals are enacted, there must therefore also be legislation that 
prohibits coercing a woman into a surrogacy arrangement. This should be a criminal offence 
and carry a hefty penalty – in recognition that it is a human rights violation and so that it acts as 
a deterrent. That such a law would be diff icult to enforce just adds to the arguments for why 
paid surrogacy is a bad idea – and especially for women. 
 
It would be far better to simply ban all surrogacy arrangements – or at the very least any 
payments beyond basic and essential expenses backed by receipts and overseen by a judge. 

Paragraph 17.80 
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Consultation Question 109. 
1.146 We invite consultees who are intended parents, live in the UK, and have entered into a 

surrogacy arrangement that led to the birth of a child to tell us: 

(1) when the child was born; 

(2) whether the arrangement was domestic or international and, if international, in 
which country the arrangement took place; 

(3) whether the arrangement led to the making of a parental order in the UK; and 

(4) whether they are a: 

(a) opposite-sex couple; 

(b) male same-sex couple; 

(c) female same-sex couple; 

(d) single woman; or 

(e) single man. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.2 

 

Consultation Question 110. 
1.147 We invite consultees who have experience of applying for a parental order in the UK to 

tell us: 

(1) whether the surrogacy arrangement was domestic or international; 

(2) whether they had legal advice before the making of the parental order; 

(3) whether they were represented by a lawyer in court; and 

(4) the cost of any legal advice or representation. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.4 
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Consultation Question 111. 
1.148 We invite consultees’ views as to the impact (social, emotional, f inancial or otherwise) of 

the current law where the intended parents are not the legal parents from birth of the 
child born of the surrogacy arrangement. 

Paragraph 18.6 

 

Consultation Question 112. 
1.149 We invite consultees to tell us what they have paid for, or to provide evidence about the 

cost of: 

(1) medical screening; and 

(2) implications counselling 

(where possible separating out the cost of such screening, tests or implications 
counselling from any other costs involved with fertility treatment). 

N/A 
 
1.150 We invite legal consultees, who advise on surrogacy and parental order proceedings, to 

provide evidence of what they would charge: 

(1) to provide advice sufficient to meet the proposed requirement for independent 
legal advice discussed in Chapter 13; and 

(2) to draft, advise on and negotiate the written surrogacy agreement required for the 
new pathway. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.8 
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Consultation Question 113. 
1.151 We invite consultees to tell us of the impact of: 

(1) the current requirement of a genetic link; and 

(2) any removal of this requirement in cases of medical necessity: 

(a) in the new pathway; 

(b) in the parental order route for domestic surrogacy arrangements; or 

(c) in both situations. 

 
Paragraph 18.11 

 

Consultation Question 114. 
1.152 We invite consultees who consider that they might be able to fulf il the role of the 

independent professional discussed in Chapter 9 to tell us: 

(1) their profession; and  

(2) what they would charge to provide such a service. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.13 
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Consultation Question 115. 
1.153 We invite consultees who are intended parents to give us their views on the impact of our 

proposals for reform on their ability to enter into surrogacy arrangements and, in 
particular: 

(1) if particular proposals will increase accessibility, and why; and 

(2) if particular proposals will restrict accessibility, and why. 

N/A 
1.154 We invite consultees who are surrogates to give us their views on the impact of our 

proposals for reform on their ability to enter into surrogacy arrangements and, in 
particular: 

(1) if particular proposals will increase accessibility, and why; and 

(2) if particular proposals will restrict accessibility, and why. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.15 

 

Consultation Question 116. 
1.155 We ask consultees who are intended parents to tell us: 

(1) whether the surrogacy arrangement was domestic or international; 

(2) what they spent, in total, on the surrogacy arrangement(s) that led to the birth of 
their child(ren), including the cost of fertility treatment, payments to the surrogate 
and payments to any surrogacy agency or organisation; 

(3) how they raised the funds for the surrogacy arrangement(s); 

(4) what they spent on any fertility treatment prior to entering into a surrogacy 
arrangement (where that treatment did not lead to the birth of a child); and 

(5) how they raised the funds for the fertility treatment. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.18 
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Consultation Question 117. 
1.156 We invite consultees’ views as to the specific impact of our proposals in Northern Ireland. 

 
Paragraph 18.20 
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Consultation Question 118. 
1.157 We invite consultees’ views as to any other impact that we have not specifically 

addressed in this chapter, or the preceding chapters, of this paper. 

It seems that before the law commissioners designed this consultation, they had already 
decided that surrogacy is a positive thing and so legislation should enable it. This may be 
explained by a limited ‘pre-consultation’ mainly focusing on people who already had a vested 
interest in surrogacy – ‘intended parents,’ women who claim to have had a positive experience 
of surrogacy, and lawyers and other organisations who stand to make money from commercial 
surrogacy if it is given the green light. 
 
It seems that the law commissioners did not consider women as a group to be key stakeholders 
in this endeavour. This is a major error, because just as all women are affected by the 
institution of prostitution, so all women will be affected by any opening up of commercial 
surrogacy in this country. 
 
It could even be argued that one of the key drivers of commercial surrogacy is a desire by men 
to break the legal and cultural recognition of the unique bond between birth mother and child – 
and indeed the proposals to make the ‘intended parents’ the legal parents from the moment of 
birth are a major step in this direction, and are likely to have a significant impact down the line – 
potentially affecting the status of all women.  
 
Paid surrogacy opens up enormous potential for abuse and risks spouses, partners and other 
family members coercing a woman into engaging in commercial surrogacy for their (and not 
her) f inancial benefit. This will be a potential risk for thousands of women, which appears to 
have been completely overlooked by the law commissioners. 
 
UK and Scottish Law Commissions are obliged to comply with the Public Sector Equality Duty 
(PSED) when carrying out public functions, such as this consultation. There doesn’t appear to 
be any evidence they have done so, because they have not provided their equality 
considerations and impact assessments. As surrogacy has a very different impact on women 
and children than on adult males, we believe the law commissioners are in breach of equality 
legislation. 
 
The Equality and Human Rights Commission describes the obligations under the PSED to have 
due regard to the need to: 
 

• Eliminate unlawful discrimination, harassment and victimisation and other conduct 
prohibited by the Act. 

• Advance equality of opportunity between people who share a protected characteristic 
and those who do not. 

• Foster good relations between people who share a protected characteristic and those 
who do not. 
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There are many ways in which opening up surrogacy in the UK is likely to worsen women’s 
position relative to men’s, and the relationship between the sexes. Any loosening of the laws 
around surrogacy could therefore be considered discriminatory. Surrogacy is also likely to have 
an impact on the relations between the different generations. Imagine the rage that young 
people may feel when they discover that their ‘parents’ not only bought them but took 
advantage of their birth mothers. 
 
It is of major concern that the law commissioners’ ethical arguments hinge on ideas that are not 
based on any recognised human rights instruments – such as the idea that ‘procreative liberty’ 
confers some kind of human right to surrogacy and the idea that a woman has a human right to 
be a ‘surrogate.’ These arguments do not hold up to scrutiny and have been clearly rejected by 
the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
It is shocking that the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ violate many of the recommendations of 
the UN Special Rapporteur that are designed to guard against the sale of children and the 
exploitation of birth mothers, including: 
 
 The birth mother must be accorded the status of legal mother at birth, and must be under no 

contractual or legal obligation to participate in the legal or physical transfer of the child. 
 All payments to the birth mother must be made before the legal and physical transfer of the 

child and must be non-reimbursable – even if she decides not to relinquish the child. 
 The birth mother’s choice to transfer the child “must be a gratuitous act, based on her own 

post-birth intentions, rather than on any legal or contractual obligation.” 
 Pre-conception checks, while encouraged, cannot take the place of appropriate welfare 

checks after the birth of the child. 
 Decisions about parentage and parental responsibility must be made by a court or other 

competent authority on an individual basis after the birth with the best interests of the child 
being paramount. 

 
The consultation is confusing and it does not conform to the government’s consultation 
guidelines. There are too many questions, they are too detailed and do not ask the important 
high-level questions – such as whether you think surrogacy can ever be ethical, etc.  
 
For all these reasons, the law commissioners should go back to the drawing board and start 
again from the position of women’s and children’s human rights. If it is found that there is no 
way to liberalise surrogacy law that is compliant with obligations under international treaties 
such as CEDAW and the UNCRC and its first optional protocol, then the law must not be 
liberalised.  
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 
 

Paragraph 18.22 
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About you

1  What is your name?

Name:

2  If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a university), what is the name of your organisation?

Enter the name of your organisation:

N/A

3  Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your organisation?

This is a personal response

If other, please provide details:

4  If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best describes you?

Other individual

5  What is your email address?

Email address:

6  What is your telephone number?

Telephone number:

7  If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be treated as confidential, please explain to us why you
regard the information as confidential. As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your explanation but cannot give an
assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances.

Please explain why you wish the information that you will provide to us to be treated as confidential:

Chapter 6: The parental order procedure

8  Consultation Question 1:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes. All International surrogacy arrangements should continue to be automatically allocated to a Judge of the High Court. There is a history of
International surrogacy abuse and exploitation and a high level of scrutiny should be maintained.

Please provide your views below:

9  Consultation Question 2:

Please provide your views below:

10  Consultation Question 3: We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the current allocation
rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation Questions 1 and 2.

Please provide your views below:

11  Consultation Question 4:

Not Answered



Please provide your views below:

12  Consultation Question 5: We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the Family Procedure Rules 2010
should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise.
Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

13  Consultation Question 6:

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 8: Legal Parenthood: Proposals for Reform - A New Pathway

14  Consultation Question 7:

No

Please provide your views below:

No. The Intended parents should not be documented as the legal parents at birth. This would reduce the birth mother to a vessel, a container, such
knowledge of which would be detrimental to the mental health of the child, and against the healthy formation of their identity. This proposal weakens the
surrogate's right to change her mind.

15  Consultation Question 8:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

16  Consultation Question 9: We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes should apply to
traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated surrogacy organisation is involved.Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

The prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes should apply to traditional surrogacy arrangements, otherwise this limits the right of the
child to discover their genetic identity and may risk attraction to closely related persons.

17  Consultation Question 10: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a traditional, domestic
surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from entering into the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

18  Consultation Question 11:

No

Please provide your views below:

The surrogate should have the right to object to the acquisition of legal status by the Intended Parents immediately after the birth and before the baby is
handed over. This consultation takes no account of the natural link between birth mother and baby and assumes an immediate hand-over, whether the
birth mother objects or not. The birth mother should have the right to change her mind.

19  Consultation Question 12:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

20  Consultation Question 13:

Not Answered



Please provide your views below:

21  Consultation Question 14:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

22  Consultation Question 15:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please share your views below:

23  Consultation Question 16:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

24  Consultation Question 17: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, where the child dies
before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents
before the expiry of the period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a declaration to the
effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the birth.Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

25  Consultation Question 18: For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether, where the surrogate
dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during which she can exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the
new pathway and the intended parents should be required to make an application for a parental order.

Please provide your views below:

This question is horrifying. Women die in childbirth. It is not a job. This is the commodification of babies and women's bodies.

26  Consultation Question 19:

No

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

I can not believe what I am reading. This suggests that if the intended "parents" die before the baby is born one of their relatives can declare an "interest"
in the baby as if it were a piece of jewellery.

27  Consultation Question 20:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

28  Consultation Question 21: We invite consultees’ views as to: (1) a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases;
and (2) how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this model.

Please provide your views below:

29  Consultation Question 22:

Please provide your views below:



The surrogacy business should be banned not made easier. There is no evidence in the proposed changes that the surrogacy business, which benefits
Agencies, lawyers and those commissioning a surrogate (who is expected to carry a child as an altruistic act) should be made easier for those who profit.
The evidence points to banning or severely restricting surrogacy practices as has been done in European countries such as Switzerland, France, Germany
and Sweden and further afield in India and Thailand.

30  Consultation Question 23:

Please provide your views below:

31  Consultation Question 24:

Please provide your views below:

32  Consultation Question 25: We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be amended to add the
intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section 8 order without leave.

Please provide your views below:

33  Consultation Question 26:

No

Please provide your views below:

34  Consultation Question 27:

No

Please provide your views below:

The surrogate should have parental responsibility as she has carried and given birth to her baby. Babies have a human need to be with their mothers.

35  Consultation Question 28: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the surrogate should retain
parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right
to object, assuming that she does not exercise her right to object.Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

36  Consultation Question 29:

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 9: The Regulation of Surrogacy Arrangements

37  Consultation Question 30: We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the scope of the new
pathway.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

38  Consultation Question 31: We invite the views of independent surrogates, and intended parents who have used independent surrogacy
arrangements, to tell us about their experience. In particular, we would be interested to hear about any health screening, counselling and
legal advice that took place.

Please provide your views below:

The views of independent surrogates are unlikely to be well represented, particularly overseas surrogates, mainly poor and uneducated and often
exploited.

39  Consultation Question 32:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

40  Consultation Question 33:

No



Please provide your views below:

These would be regulated organisations for the commodification of human life.

No

Please provide your views below:

They should not exist at all

No

Please provide your views below:

This would not help stop the buying and selling of human life

41  Consultation Question 34:

Please provide your views below:

There are not enough safeguards in the world to prevent women and babies being exploited

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

42  Consultation Question 35: We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit making bodies. Do
consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

The concept of profit-making bodies for surrogacy is shameful. However, the idea that organisations that provide surrogacy will not make a profit is
laughable. Like the current "expenses" arrangement for surrogates it is ripe for abuse

43  Consultation Question 36: We invite consultees’ views as to what should be included in the definition of matching and facilitation services.

Please provide your views below:

44  Consultation Question 37: We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer matching and
facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

45  Consultation Question 37: We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer
matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

Absolutely not. If surrogacy exists at all (and it should not) it should be entirely altruistic as in a woman carrying a child for her infertile sister

46  Consultation Question 38: We invite consultees’ views as to the sanctions that should be available against organisations that offer
matching and facilitation services without being regulated to do so, and whether these should be criminal, civil or regulatory.

Please provide your views below:

47  Consultation Question 39: We provisionally propose that the remit of the Human Fertilisation and Embryology Authority be expanded to
include the regulation of regulated surrogacy organisations, and oversight of compliance with the proposed legal requirements for the new
pathway to legal parenthood. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

48  Consultation Question 40: We provisionally propose that surrogacy agreements should remain unenforceable (subject to the exception we
provisionally propose in Consultation Question 88 in relation to financial terms). Do consultees agree?



Yes

Please provide your views below:

49  Consultation Question 41: We provisionally propose that there should be no prohibition against charging for negotiating, facilitating and
advising on surrogacy arrangements. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

Making money from the buying and selling of babies and women's bodies is reprehensible

50  Consultation Question 42: We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy should be removed, with
the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything that can lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. Do
consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

Poor, young, vulnerable and exploited women will be targeted for their wombs and eggs. We do not allow the sale of any other body parts. A civilised
country would not allow the sale of these.

Chapter 10: Children's Access to Information About Surrogacy Arrangements

51  Consultation Question 43: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, where the making of a parental order in respect of a child
born of a surrogacy arrangement has been recorded in the Parental Order Register, the child should be able to access his or her original birth
certificate at the age of 18. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

The child's original birth certificate should be kept by the "parents" available to the child throughout their life

52  Consultation Question 44: We provisionally propose that where children are born of surrogacy arrangements that result in the intended
parents being recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of that certificate should make clear that the birth was the result of a
surrogacy arrangement. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

53  Consultation Question 45: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the birth registration system in England and Wales requires reform
and, if so, which reforms they would like to see.

Please provide your views below:

No.

54  Consultation Question 46: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has been the subject of a
parental order should be able to access all the documents contained in the court’s file for those parental order proceedings.Do consultees
agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

55  Consultation Question 47:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

56  Consultation Question 48: We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate and the intended 
parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy



arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

57  Consultation Question 49:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

A child should have access to all the information about their birth whenever they want it.

58  Consultation Question 50: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any provision for those born of a surrogacy
arrangement to make a request for information to disclose whether a person whom he or she is intending to marry, or with whom he or she
intends to enter into a civil partnership or intimate physical relationship, was carried by the same surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

This is dystopian and should not be necessary. There should be no deliberate increase in surrogacy or legalisation of commercial surrogacy in the UK.
Then this problem will not arise.

59  Consultation Question 51:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

60  Consultation Question 52:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

61  Consultation Question 53: For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether details of an
intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded in the register.

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 11: Eligibility Criteria for a Parental Order

62  Consultation Question 54: We provisionally propose that the six month time limits in sections 54 and 54A of the HFEA 2008 for making a
parental order application should be abolished. Do consultees agree?

Please provide your views below:

No.

63  Consultation Question 55:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 12: Eligibility Criteria for Both a Parental Order and for the New Pathway

64  Consultation Question 56:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:



65  Consultation Question 57:

Please provide your views below:

66  Consultation Question 58: We provisionally propose that to use the new pathway, intended parents should be required to make a
declaration in the surrogacy agreement that they intend for the child’s home to be with them. Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide views below:

67  Consultation Question 59:

Not Answered

Please provide views below:

Please provide views below:

Not Answered

Please provide views below:

68  Consultation Question 60: We provisionally propose that if the requirement for a genetic link is retained for domestic cases outside the
new pathway, the requirement should not apply, subject to medical necessity, if the court determines that the intended parents in good faith
began the surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway but were required to apply for a parental order. Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

69  Consultation Question 61: We provisionally propose that if double donation is permitted only in cases of medical necessity, an exception
should be made to allow a parental order to be granted to a single parent without a genetic link where the intended parent’s former partner
provides gametes but the intended parents’ relationship breaks down before the grant of a parental order. Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide views below:

70  Consultation Question 62:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

71  Consultation Question 63:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

72  Consultation Question 64:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

73  Consultation Question 65:

Other



Please provide your views below:

A girl should be 18 before she can rent out her body and sell her baby? Young women this age should be planning their life and career, going to
university. The only young women tempted by this will be economically desperate. Surrogacy is not a career option

Other

Please provide your views below:

This is insane. Surrogacy is not a career.

Chapter 13: Eligibility Criteria for the New Pathway

74  Consultation Question 66:

Other

Please provide your views below:

This is using women as vessels. Appalling.

Please provide your views below:

None. No parents conceiving in the usual way are required to undergo any testing. We all take a risk when conceiving a child.

75  Consultation Question 67:

Other

Please provide your views below:

This is presumably to reduce the risk of the surrogate changing her mind. The risk should be carried by the intended "parents"

76  Consultation Question 68: We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that the surrogate and the
intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect of the law and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is
signed. Do consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

There must be no contract where the surrogate changing her mind and keeping her baby is disallowed

77  Consultation Question 69:

Other

Please provide your views below:

Surrogacy can't be regulated enough to prevent abuse

Please provide your views below:

78  Consultation Question 70: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the surrogate has previously given
birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

This is treating the surrogate as a vessel. Women are not commodities

79  Consultation Question 71: We provisionally propose that there should not be a maximum number of surrogate pregnancies that a woman
can undertake as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

Dystopian treatment of women. Even the Kennel Club imposes maximum pregnancies on a breeding dog. The risks to women of multiple pregnancies
cannot be mitigated agains.

Chapter 15: Payments to the Surrogate: Options for Reform



80  Consultation Question 72:

based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, and only on production of receipts.

Please provide your views below:

Surrogacy should be altruistic only

81  Consultation Question 73:

Please provide your views below:

82  Consultation Question 74:

Please provide your views below:

No. Paying a surrogate would be commodifying her body and her baby

83  Consultation Question 75:

Please provide your views below:

84  Consultation Question 76: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay their
surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or self-employed).

Please provide your views below:

No. Surrogacy should not be a job. Women should not have to rent out their bodies

85  Consultation Question 77:

Please provide your views below:

86  Consultation Question 78:

Please provide your views below:

Women on benefits should not have to turn to surrogacy to get by

87  Consultation Question 79:

Please provide your views below:

These questions show it is not possible to put a value on on pregnancy and the damage it can do to a woman's body

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Women should not have to sell their bodies to the highest bidder. Neither should the selling of their bodies be regulated by the state

88  Consultation Question 80: We invite consultees' views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay compensation to the
surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for
the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

There is no possible compensation for the life of a woman lost in childbirth. How much is a woman worth? Will the state tell us?

89  Consultation Question 81:

Please provide your views below:

The state should not be regulating on this. It should be discouraging the commodification of women and babies

90  Consultation Question 82:

It should not be possible for the intended parents to agree to pay a woman for the service of undertaking a surrogacy.

Please provide your views below:



No. There is no adequate compensation for this service.

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

The idea of the state setting a value on pregnancy, childbirth and the lives of women and babies is abhorrent.

no other payments;

Please provide any views below:

91  Consultation Question 83:

Please provide views below:

No. Loss of pregnancy or termination is a risk faced by all parents conceiving their own child. It is a risk we all take. Intended "parents' should not be able
to remove this risk with money

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Never

92  Consultation Question 84: We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to surrogates should be the
same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. Do consultees
agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

93  Consultation Question 85: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have not discussed which
they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

94  Consultation Question 86: We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that intended parents should
be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

95  Consultation Question 87:

Please provide your views below:

96  Consultation Question 88:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 16: International Surrogacy Arrangements

97  Consultation Question 89: We invite overseas surrogates (or bodies representing or advocating for surrogates) to share with us their
experiences of international surrogacy arrangements.

Please provide your views below:

98  Consultation Question 90: We invite organisations focused on children’s rights and welfare in the international context to share with us
their views on our proposed reforms and consultation questions in this chapter.

Please provide your views below:

99  Consultation Question 91: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of their experience of applying to register a child born through 
an international surrogacy arrangement as a British citizen and obtaining a passport for the child. In particular, we would be interested to hear



how long the application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have about causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

100  Consultation Question 92: We provisionally propose that it should be possible for a file to be opened, and the application process for
obtaining registration of a child born from an international surrogacy arrangement and obtaining a passport to begin, prior to the birth of the
child.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

101  Consultation Question 93: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of applying for a visa for a
child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In particular, we would be interested to hear how long the application took after
the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

102  Consultation Question 94:

No

Please provide your views below:

This is intended to allow easier surrogacy from abroad. Many countries inc Thailand have now banned surrogacy because poor women of colour are
working as baby factories for rich Westerners. In Nigeria a baby factory has just been closed down. International surrogacy is bad for women and children
and should be banned immediately

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

103  Consultation Question 95:We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process for applying for a EU
Uniform Format Form in respect of a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement, before the child is born. The application will
need to be completed after the birth of the child.Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

104  Consultation Question 96: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of applying for a EU Uniform
Format Form for a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In particular we would be interested to hear how long the
application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

105  Consultation Question 97: We provisionally propose that the UK Government should provide a single, comprehensive guide for intended
parents explaining the nationality and immigration consequences of having a child through an international surrogacy arrangement. Do
consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:

The government should take steps to end this practice immediately and stop the exploitation of women in other countries by rich British people. People
should be prevented from buying babies abroad.

106  Consultation Question 98: We provisionally propose that international surrogacy arrangements should not be eligible for the new
pathway to parenthood.Do consultees agree?

Not Answered



Please provide your views below:

107  Consultation Question 99:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

108  Consultation Question 100:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 17: Miscellaneous Issues

109  Consultation Question 101: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current application of the law on statutory paternity leave, and
statutory paternity pay, to the situation of the surrogate’s spouse, civil partner or partner requires reform.

Please provide your views below:

110  Consultation Question 102: We provisionally propose that provision for maternity allowance should be made in respect of intended
parents, and that any such provision should be limited so that only one intended parent qualifies. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

111  Consultation Question 103:

Please provide your views below:

No need. These people are not giving birth.

112  Consultation Question 104: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the duty of employers to provide suitable facilities for any person at
work who is a pregnant woman or nursing mother to rest under Regulation 25 of the Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations 1992
is sufficient to include intended parents in a surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

Workplaces are required to provide facilities/adaptations for pregnant women and nursing mothers. There is no need for any change.

113  Consultation Question 105: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are further issues in relation to employment rights and
surrogacy arrangements and, if so, any suggestions for reform.

Please provude your views below:

114  Consultation Question 106: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they believe any reforms in relation to surrogacy and succession
law are required.

Please provide your views below:

115  Consultation Question 107:

Please provide your views below:

What is the potential cost to the state of this? Especially relating to women undergoing multiple pregnancies for money?

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Midwives should not have to deal with these dystopian arrangements.

116  Consultation Question 108: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other legal issues in relation to surrogacy, not
covered in this Consultation Paper, that merit examination.

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 18: Impact



117  Consultation Question 109:

Please insert the year of birth here:

Not Answered

If international, in which country did the arrangement take place?:

Not Answered

Not Answered

118  Consultation Question 110:

Not Answered

Not Answered

Not Answered

Please provide the cost of any legal advice or representation below:

119  Consultation Question 111: We invite consultees’ views as to the impact (social, emotional, financial or otherwise) of the current law
where the intended parents are not the legal parents from birth of the child born of the surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

120  Consultation Question 112:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

121  Consultation Question 113:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

122  Consultation Question 114:

Please provide your views below:

123  Consultation Question 115:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

124  Consultation Question 116:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

125  Consultation Question 117: We invite consultees’ views as to the specific impact of our proposals in Northern Ireland.

Please provide your views below:

126  Consultation Question 118: We invite consultees’ views as to any other impact that we have not specifically addressed in this chapter, or
the preceding chapters, of this Consultation Paper.

Please provide your views below:

You have not considered the risks of commodifying pregnancy, childbirth and babies. You have not considered the type of people who will become 
surrogates (poor women) and the impact this will have on their health, their children and their lives. You have not considered the impact on the babies of



being removed from their mothers at birth or the possible damage to the mother's mental health. I am absolutely horrified by this document and urge
the government to think carefully before implementing any of these arrangements, which have been drawn up entirely by men without any consultation
of women or women's groups. This will turn women into vessels. We are not allowed to sell our body parts for fear the rich will exploit the poor. This will
create appalling and horrendous exploitation and should not be considered by a civilised country. I cannot believe what I have read.
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Surrogacy Consultation Questions 

Email the completed document to surrogacy@lawcommission.gov.uk before the deadline 
of 11 October 2019. 

ABOUT YOU 

1. What is your name? 
Name (Required) 

 
 
2. If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a 
university), what is the name of your organisation? 
N/A 
 
3. Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your 
organisation? 
(Required – Choose one response) 

• This is a personal response 
• This is a response on behalf of an organisation 
• Other 

If other, please provide details: 

 
 
4. If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best 
describes you? 
(Choose one response) 

• Surrogate 
• Intended parent 
• Person born of a surrogacy arrangement 
• Family member of a surrogate 
• Family member of an intended parent 
• Legal practitioner 
• Medical practitioner or counsellor 
• Social worker 
• Academic 
• Other individual 
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5. What is your email address? 
Email address:  

 
 
If you enter your email address then you will automatically receive an acknowledgement email 
when you submit your response. 

6. What is your telephone number? 
Telephone number:  

 
 
7. If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be 
treated as confidential, please explain to us why you regard the information as confidential. 
As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your explanation but cannot 
give an assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances. 
 
N/A 
 

 

 

Consultation Question 1. 
1.1 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in England and Wales:  

(1) all international surrogacy arrangements should continue to be automatically 
allocated to a judge of the High Court; and 

YES 
 
International surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale, abuse and trafficking of 
children and the exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights issues of the utmost 
seriousness and so the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. 
For this reason these cases should continue to be heard by a judge of the High Court.  

 
(2) if international surrogacy arrangements are not automatically allocated to a judge of 

the High Court, circuit judges should be ticketed to hear such cases. 

Paragraph 6.42 
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Consultation Question 2. 
1.2 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in respect of England and Wales  

(1) domestic surrogacy cases which continue to require a post-birth parental order 
should continue to be heard by lay justices, or whether they should be allocated to another 
level of the judiciary; and 

(2) If consultees consider that such cases should be allocated to another level of the 
judiciary, which level of the judiciary would be appropriate. 

All surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale and trafficking of children and the 
exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights issues of the utmost seriousness and so 
the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. For this reason these 
cases should NOT be heard by a lay judge but rather by a senior judge, e.g. ticketed to circuit 
judges or higher. 

Paragraph 6.51 

 

Consultation Question 3. 
1.3 We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the 

current allocation rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation 
Questions 1 and 2. 

 
Paragraph 6.53 

 

Consultation Question 4. 
1.4 We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, the court should be placed under a 

duty to consider whether to make an order awarding the intended parents parental 
responsibility at the first directions hearing in the proceedings. 

Do consultees agree? 

(Note that this provisional proposal would be necessary only if our provisional proposal in 
Chapter 8 that all intended parents (whether in the new pathway or not) automatically 
acquire parental responsibility if the child is living with or being cared for by them is not 
supported by consultees). 

NO 
 
The UN Special Rapporteur recommends* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent 
authority AFTER the birth and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration. 
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Nothing about the transfer of parental responsibility should be automatic and all options should 
be open. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 6.58 

 

Consultation Question 5. 
1.5 We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the FPR 2010 

should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the 
proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise.  

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 6.72 

 

Consultation Question 6. 
1.6 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they are of the view that, in Scotland:  

(1) there is a need for greater consistency and clarity in provisions relating to the 
expenses of curators ad litem and reporting officers and, if so, how this should be 
addressed;   

(2) it should be provided by statute that, at the initial hearing or any subsequent hearing 
for a parental order, the court may make any such interim order or orders for 
parental responsibilities and parental rights as it sees fit; and/or 

(3) further procedural reform is needed and, if so, what that reform should be. 

 
Paragraph 6.110 

 

Consultation Question 7. 
1.7 In respect of a domestic surrogacy arrangement, we provisionally propose that, before the 

child is conceived, where the intended parents and surrogate have: 

(1) entered into an agreement including the prescribed information, which will include a 
statement as to legal parenthood on birth, 
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(2) complied with procedural safeguards for the agreement, and 

(3) met eligibility requirements, 

on the birth of the child the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child, 
subject to the surrogate’s right to object. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I vehemently disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s key 
recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the Protection of Children and Cooperation in 
respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. These require the birth mother to have legal 
parenthood and parental responsibility when the child is born and that her consent to giving up 
the child must be freely given AFTER the child's birth. I believe that this important safeguard 
against the sale of children and the exploitation of birth mothers should apply equally to 
surrogacy arrangements, in both an international and a domestic context. 
 
This proposal would set a very dangerous precedent for all women, all mothers, all children and 
all of the implications need to be fully understood. There is no evidence in the consultation paper 
that the law commissioners have considered these more general implications fully, if at all. 
 
I understand that the proposal to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ legal parenthood at 
birth is based on (or justif ied by) in part at least the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ 
mothers prior to the consultation. I do not agree that these claimed wishes alone justify 
measures that contravene the recommendations of the UN Special Rapporteur and the 
provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to reduce the risk of the sale and 
trafficking of children and to protect birth mothers. 
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to encourage or 
condone a system that would require women to deliberately conceive and subsequently give 
birth with the expectation that they would have little or no legal responsibility for the child. The 
rights of the child must be prioritised regardless whether that is what some ‘surrogate’ mothers 
say they want or not. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.13 

 

Consultation Question 8. 
1.8 We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations and licensed clinics 

should be under a duty to keep a record of surrogacy arrangements under the new 
pathway to which they are a party, with such records being retained for a specified 
minimum period. 
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Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy 
organisations. 

 
1.9 We invite consultees’ views as to what the length of that period should be: whether 100 

years or another period. 

Paragraph 8.14 

 

Consultation Question 9. 
1.10 We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes 

should apply to traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated surrogacy 
organisation is involved. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations, because they 
would inevitably lead to a normalising of surrogacy and an increase in its prevalence. 

Paragraph 8.21 

 

Consultation Question 10. 
1.11 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a 

traditional, domestic surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from 
entering into the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway.’  
Paragraph 8.22 

 

Consultation Question 11. 
1.12 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the surrogate should have the right to object to the acquisition of legal parenthood 
by the intended parents, for a fixed period after the birth of the child;  
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(2) this right to object should operate by the surrogate making her objection in writing 
within a defined period, with the objection being sent to both the intended parents 
and the body responsible for the regulation of surrogacy; and 

(3) the defined period should be the applicable period for birth registration less one 
week. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposal that the ‘intended parents’ should automatically acquire 
legal parenthood at birth and that the birth mother has only a limited time to object. This 
contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations,* including that the birth mother is the 
legal parent at birth and that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility 
in surrogacy arrangements are taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth, 
with the child’s best interests being the paramount consideration. 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to 
give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as 
the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before 
the expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.35 

 

Consultation Question 12. 
1.13 We provisionally propose that, where the surrogate objects to the intended parents 

acquiring legal parenthood within the period fixed after birth, the surrogacy arrangement 
should no longer be able to proceed in the new pathway, with the result that: 

(1) the surrogate will be the legal parent of the child;  

(2) if one of the intended parents would, under the current law, be a legal parent of the 
child, then he or she will continue to be a legal parent in these circumstances; and 

(3) the intended parents would be able to make an application for a parental order to 
obtain legal parenthood. 
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Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly with the ‘intended 
parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects.  
 
The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil 
partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent change of legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth 
and with the child’s best interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN 
Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.* 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to 
give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as 
the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before 
the expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.36 

 

Consultation Question 13. 
1.14 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway: 

(1) the intended parents should be required to make a declaration on registering the 
birth of the child that they have no reason to believe that the surrogate has lacked 
capacity at any time during the period in which she had the right to object to the 
intended parents acquiring legal parenthood; 

(2) if the intended parents cannot provide this declaration then, during the period in 
which she has the right to object to the intended parents acquiring legal parenthood, 
the surrogate should be able to provide a positive consent to such acquisition; and 

(3) if the intended parents are unable to make this declaration and the surrogate is 
unable to provide the positive consent within the relevant period, the surrogacy 
arrangement should exit the new pathway and the intended parents should be able 
to make an application for a parental order. 
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Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended 
parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects.  
 
The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil 
partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent change of legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth 
and with the child’s best interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN 
Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.* 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to 
give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as 
the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before 
the expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.37 

 

Consultation Question 14. 
1.15 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway, the welfare of the child to be born as a 

result of the surrogacy arrangement: 

(1) should be assessed in the way set out in Chapter 8 of the current Code of Practice; 

(2) either the regulated surrogacy organisation or regulated clinic, as appropriate, 
should be responsible for ensuring that this procedure is followed; and 

(3) there should be no requirement for any welfare assessment of the child after his or 
her birth. 

Do consultees agree? 
 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s 
recommendation* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in 
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surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the 
birth and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration. A welfare assessment is 
an absolute requirement if an informed decision is to be made about the child’s best interest. 
Therefore a welfare assessment MUST be made after the child’s birth. 
 
The pre-conception assessment would typically have been carried out more than a year before 
the birth of the child. Much can change in that time.  
 
The justif ication that a welfare assessment after the birth of the child is not necessary because 
parents of children born through the normal process are not subject to such checks does not 
hold. Pregnancy, birth and the post-partum changes are intense physical and existential 
experiences that change you and prime you to love and be sensitive to the new-born child and 
rise to the challenge of the enormous task of raising him or her to adulthood. For obvious 
reasons ‘intended parents’ do not have this advantage.  
 
In addition, pregnancy and childbirth are a huge investment of the birth mother’s physical, 
physiological and emotional resources, which means she has already made a huge and 
unquantif iable, nearly year-long, commitment to the child. This means her practical and 
emotional commitment to the child is already well-developed, giving her the best chance of 
surmounting all the diff iculties that will inevitably arise over the course of the child’s childhood 
and adolescence.  
 
The ‘intended parents’ have had no similar experience. The investment of f inancial resources 
does not in any way prepare you for the practical reality of caring for a new-born child and the 
long road of nurturing and shepherding him or her to adulthood. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.51 

 

Consultation Question 15. 
1.16 We provisionally propose that, for a child born as a result of a surrogacy arrangement 

under the new pathway, where the surrogate has exercised her right to object to the 
intended parents’ acquisition of legal parenthood at birth, the surrogate’s spouse or civil 
partner, if any, should not be a legal parent of the child. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘new pathway.’  
 
There is a very real risk that spouses and partners will coerce women into being a ‘surrogate’ for 
f inancial gain. This risk is likely to increase if he or she does not have legal parenthood or 



11 
 

parental responsibility for any children born of the arrangement. This is enough reason to reject 
this proposal. 
 
However, it also represents a significant change in legal parenthood rules and would therefore 
have an implication for all children, all families because it would set a precedent. It should not be 
introduced without a full assessment of all the implications, including on the rights of mothers and 
children. There is no evidence that the law commissioners have carried out any such 
assessment. 
 
1.17 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in the case of a surrogacy arrangement outside 

the new pathway, the surrogate’s spouse or civil partner should continue to be a legal 
parent of the child born as a result of the arrangement. 

YES 
 
The normal legal parenthood rules should apply. This will reduce the risk of spouses and 
partners coercing women into surrogacy for f inancial gain. 

Paragraph 8.57 

 

Consultation Question 16. 
1.18 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway, where a child born of a surrogacy 

arrangement is stillborn: 

(1) the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child unless the surrogate 
exercises her right to object; and 

(2) the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being registered as 
the parents before the expiry of the period of the right to object. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended 
parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects. The 
birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should not change if 
the child is stillborn. 
 
1.19 We provisionally propose that, outside the new pathway, where a child born of a surrogacy 

arrangement is stillborn, the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents 
being registered as the parents before the expiry of the period allowed for the registration 
of the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a declaration to the effect that 
the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the 
stillbirth. 
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Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the birth parents in this 
situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should 
not change if the child is stillborn and the registration should accurately reflect this. 

Paragraph 8.77 

 

Consultation Question 17. 
1.20 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, 

where the child dies before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able 
to consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents before the expiry of the 
period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have 
made a declaration to the effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order 
are satisfied, on registration of the birth. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in this 
situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and if the child 
dies before the parental order, the registration of birth should accurately reflect that the birth 
mother was the legal parent. 

Paragraph 8.79 

 

Consultation Question 18. 
1.21 For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to 

whether, where the surrogate dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during which 
she can exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the new 
pathway and the intended parents should be required to make an application for a 
parental order. 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 8.80 
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Consultation Question 19. 
1.22 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, where 

both intended parents die during the surrogate’s pregnancy, the intended parents should 
be registered as the child’s parents on birth, subject to the surrogate not exercising her 
right to object within the defined period. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with the deceased 
‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in this situation. The birth mother should 
always be the legal parent of the child at birth and the registration of birth should accurately 
reflect this. 
 
1.23 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new 

pathway, where both intended parents die during the surrogate’s pregnancy or before a 
parental order is made: 

(1) it should be competent for an application to be made, by a person who claims an 
interest under section 11(3)(a) of the Children (Scotland) Act 1995, or who would be 
permitted to apply for an order under section 8 of the Children Act 1989: 

(a) for an order for appointment as guardian of the child, and 

(b) for a parental order in the name of the intended parents, subject to the 
surrogate’s consent; or 

(2) the surrogate should be registered as the child’s mother and it should not be 
possible for the intended parents to be registered as the child’s parents, but that 
there should be a procedure for the surrogate to provide details of the intended 
parents, and, if relevant, gamete donors, for entry onto the register of surrogacy 
arrangements. 

The intended parents should NOT be registered as the child’s parents if they are already 
deceased – so option (2) is preferable. 

Paragraph 8.81 

 

Consultation Question 20. 
1.24 We provisionally propose that, where an application is made for a parental order by a sole 

applicant under section 54A: 
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(1) the applicant should have to make a declaration that it was always intended that 
there would only be a single applicant for a parental order in respect of the child 
concerned or to supply the name and contact details of the other intended parent;  

(2) if details of another intended parent are supplied, a provision should be made for 
notice to be given to the potential second intended parent of the application and an 
opportunity given to that party to provide notice of opposition within a brief period 
(of, say, 14 to 21 days); and 

(3) if the second intended parent gives notice of his or her intention to oppose, he or 
she should be required to make his or her own application within a brief period (say 
14 days), otherwise the application of the first intended parent will be determined by 
the court. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 8.86 

 

Consultation Question 21. 
1.25 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases; and 

(2) how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this model. 

I profoundly oppose a three-parent model of legal parenthood, even if it is temporary. The birth 
mother should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent 
authority AFTER the birth of the child with the best interests of the child being the paramount 
consideration, as recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.91 

 

Consultation Question 22. 
1.26 We invite consultees’ views:  

(1) as to whether there should be any additional oversight in the new pathway that we 
have proposed, leading to the acquisition of legal parenthood by the intended 
parents at birth; and 

(2) if so, as to whether should this oversight be: 
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(a) administrative, or 

(b) judicial. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should be the 
legal parent and have parental responsibility at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood 
and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other 
competent authority AFTER the birth of the child based on the best interests of the child, as 
recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.93 

 

Consultation Question 23. 
1.27 In respect of England and Wales, we invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether the welfare checklist, contained in section 1(3) of the Children Act 1989, 
should be amended to provide for the court to have regard to additional specific 
factors in the situation where it is considering the arrangements for a child in the 
context of a dispute about a surrogacy arrangement; and 

(2) if so, as to what those additional factors should be. 

The child’s best interests should drive all decisions about the child in the event of a dispute about 
a surrogacy arrangement. The welfare checklist provides a comprehensive summary of the 
issues to be considered and is adequate as it is, and conforms to the UN Special Rapporteur’s 
recommendation* that the child’s best interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not 
believe any other factors should be added. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx  

Paragraph 8.120 

 

Consultation Question 24. 
1.28 In respect of England and Wales, we invite consultees’ views: 

(1) as to whether the checklist, contained in section 1(4) of the ACA 2002 (as applied 
and modified by regulation 2 and paragraph 1 of Schedule 1 of the 2018 
Regulations) should be further amended to provide for the court to have regard to 
additional specific factors in the situation where it is considering whether to make a 
parental order; and 

(2) what those additional factors should be. 
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The child’s best interests should drive all decisions when considering whether to make a parental 
order. The welfare checklist provides a comprehensive summary of the issues to be considered 
and is adequate as it is, and it conforms to UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendation* that the 
child’s best interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not believe any other factors 
should be added. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.121 

 

Consultation Question 25. 
1.29 We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be 

amended to add the intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section 
8 order without leave. 

NO 
 
There are real risks of the sale and trafficking of children and of exploitation of the birth mother 
and her reproductive capacities in all surrogacy arrangements. The court should therefore 
always have oversight of the arrangements. I am also concerned that there should be no 
liberalisation of the law on surrogacy because of the potential human rights abuses involved. I do 
not believe that ‘intended parents’ should be added to the list of those who can apply for a 
section 8 order without leave. 

Paragraph 8.123 

 

Consultation Question 26. 
1.30 We provisionally propose that, where a child is born as a result of a surrogacy 

arrangement outside the new pathway, the intended parents should acquire parental 
responsibility automatically where: 

(1) the child is living with them or being cared for by them; and  

(2) they intend to apply for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with this proposal. The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth and 
all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements 
should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, as 
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recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur* in order to reduce the risk of the sale and 
trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility 
is based on (or justif ied by) the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the 
consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify measures that contravene recommendations of 
the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to 
reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children.  
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system 
that would require women to give birth with the expectation that they would have no legal 
responsibility for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must 
be prioritised regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.132 

 

Consultation Question 27. 
1.31 We provisionally propose that, where a child is born as a result of a surrogacy 

arrangement in the new pathway: 

(1) the intended parents should acquire parental responsibility on the birth of the child; 
and 

(2) if the surrogate exercises her right to object, the intended parents should continue to 
have parental responsibility for the child where the child is living with, or being cared 
for by, them, and they intend to apply for a parental order.  

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended 
parents’ should acquire parentage or parental responsibility automatically. The birth mother 
should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental 
responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority 
AFTER the birth of the child, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is 
the recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the 
sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility 
is based on (or justif ied by) the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the 
consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify a measure that contravenes recommendations of 
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the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to 
reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children.  
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system 
that would require women to give birth with the expectation that they would have no responsibility 
for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must be prioritised 
regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.134 

 

Consultation Question 28. 
1.32 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the 

surrogate should retain parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the 
arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right to 
object, assuming that she does not exercise her right to object. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I agree that the birth mother should have parental responsibility for the child but NOT that the 
‘intended parents’ should get automatic legal parenthood and parental responsibility. 
 
All decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements 
should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, with the 
child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN Special 
Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the 
exploitation of women and their women’s reproductive capacities. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.139 

 

Consultation Question 29. 
1.33 For all surrogacy arrangements, we invite consultees’ views as to:  

(1) whether there is a need for any restriction to be placed on the exercise of parental 
responsibility by either the surrogate (or other legal parent), or the intended parents, 
during the period in which parental responsibility is shared; and 
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(2) whether it should operate to restrict the exercise of parental responsibility by the 
party not caring for the child or with whom the child is not living. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should have 
legal parenthood and parental responsibility at and after the birth and all subsequent decisions 
involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility should be taken by a court or other 
competent authority, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the 
recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale 
and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.140 

 

Consultation Question 30. 
1.34 We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the 

scope of the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 9.29 

 

Consultation Question 31. 
1.35 We invite the views of independent surrogates, and intended parents who have used 

independent surrogacy arrangements, to tell us about their experience. In particular, we 
would be interested to hear about any health screening, counselling and legal advice that 
took place. 

N/A 
Paragraph 9.35 
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Consultation Question 32. 
1.36 We invite consultees’ views as to whether independent surrogacy arrangements should be 

brought within the scope of the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts 
binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first optional protocol. 
 
1.37 We invite consultees’ views as to how independent surrogacy arrangements might be 

brought within the scope of the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts 
binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first optional protocol. 

Paragraph 9.36 

 

Consultation Question 33. 
1.38 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) there should be regulated surrogacy organisations;  

NO 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 

(2) there should be no requirement for a regulated surrogacy organisation to take a 
particular form; and 

OTHER 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 

(3) each surrogacy organisation should be required to appoint an individual responsible 
for ensuring that the organisation complies with regulation. 

Do consultees agree?  

OTHER 
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I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.61 

 

Consultation Question 34. 
1.39 We provisionally propose that the person responsible must be responsible for: 

(1) representing the organisation to, and liaising with, the regulator; 

(2) managing the regulated surrogacy organisation with sufficient care, competence 
and skill; 

(3) ensuring the compliance of the organisation with relevant law and regulation, 
including the creation, maintenance and operation of necessary policies and 
procedures; 

(4) training any staff, including that of the person responsible; and 

(5) providing data to the regulator and to such other person as required by law. 

Do consultees agree? 

LEAVE ALL CHECK BOXES BLANK (i.e. none of the above) 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
1.40 We invite consultees to identify any other responsibilities which a responsible individual 

should have. 

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
1.41 We invite consultees’ views as to what experience, skills and qualif ications a person 

responsible for a surrogacy organisation should have. 

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.62 
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Consultation Question 35. 
1.42 We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit 

making bodies. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction 
surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and 
would drive an increase in surrogacy. Even if surrogacy organisations are non-profit making, they 
will inevitably be driven by commercial imperatives (for example, to cover costs, salaries, etc.) 
and will need to continuously seek new business and to convince or coerce more women to act 
as ‘surrogates.’ 
 
Deriving derive income from surrogacy is abhorrent and, given the parallels between surrogacy 
and prostitution, is a potential violation of Article 6 of CEDAW, which prohibits third-parties 
profiting or otherwise benefiting from the prostitution of women. 

Paragraph 9.84 

 

Consultation Question 36. 
1.43 We invite consultees’ views as to what should be included in the definition of matching and 

facilitation services. 

I disagree with organisations being able to provide matching and facilitation services, because 
that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human 
rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.94 

 

Consultation Question 37. 
1.44 We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to 

offer matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new 
pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated 
surrogacy organisations or any other organisations being able to provide matching and 
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facilitation services for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase 
in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
  
1.45 We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should 

be able to offer matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements 
outside the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated 
surrogacy organisations or any other organisations being able to provide matching and 
facilitation services for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase 
in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.95 

 

Consultation Question 38. 
1.46 We invite consultees’ views as to the sanctions that should be available against 

organisations that offer matching and facilitation services without being regulated to do so, 
and whether these should be criminal, civil or regulatory. 

I do not accept that matching and facilitation services should be allowed – regardless who they 
are provided by – because they would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I 
consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. Offering such services 
should be a criminal offence. 

Paragraph 9.97 

 

Consultation Question 39. 
1.47 We provisionally propose that the remit of the Human Fertilisation and Embryology 

Authority be expanded to include the regulation of regulated surrogacy organisations, and 
oversight of compliance with the proposed legal requirements for the new pathway to legal 
parenthood. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction 
surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and 
would drive an increase in surrogacy.  
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1.48 If consultees agree, we invite their views as to how the Authority’s Code of Practice should 
apply to regulated surrogacy organisations, including which additional or new areas of 
regulation should be applied. 

Paragraph 9.117 

 

Consultation Question 40. 
1.49 We provisionally propose that surrogacy agreements should remain unenforceable 

(subject to the exception we provisionally propose in Consultation Question 88 in relation 
to financial terms).  

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 9.129 

 

Consultation Question 41. 
1.50 We provisionally propose that there should be no prohibition against charging for 

negotiating, facilitating and advising on surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I VEHEMENTLY disagree with this proposal and the opening up of surrogacy in this country, 
because I consider it a violation of the human rights of both women and the child. The idea of 
organisations charging to facilitate it is utterly abhorrent and violates the spirit, if not the letter, of 
Article 6 of CEDAW, given the parallels between surrogacy and prostitution. Article 6 prohibits 
the exploitation of the prostitution of women – which includes deriving any form of benefit from 
women’s prostitution. 

Paragraph 9.135 

 

Consultation Question 42. 
1.51 We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy 

should be removed, with the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything 
that can lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
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I VEHEMENTLY disagree with removing the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy. 
Surrogacy is a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and enabling 
advertising sites (and other ‘service’ organisations) to financially benefit from it is abhorrent. 
 
At this time of increasing poverty and inequality, it would be unethical to promote the idea that 
being a ‘surrogate’ mother would be a solution to an impoverished woman’s financial problems. If 
this proposal is implemented, Facebook and Google are likely present surrogacy ads to female 
students and young women suggesting that becoming a ‘surrogate’ would provide the solution to 
their f inancial worries. The most disadvantaged young women would be the most vulnerable to 
this idea and it is doubtful it would ever truly be in her best interest. 
 
Just as we protect disadvantaged people from the temptation of selling their kidneys for money, 
we need to protect disadvantaged women from the temptation of renting their wombs. This 
means that advertising of surrogacy MUST remain banned. 

Paragraph 9.145 

 

Consultation Question 43. 
1.52 We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, where the making of a parental 

order in respect of a child born of a surrogacy arrangement has been recorded in the 
Parental Order Register, the child should be able to access his or her original birth 
certif icate at the age of 18. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 10.80 

 

Consultation Question 44. 
1.53 We provisionally propose that where children are born of surrogacy arrangements that 

result in the intended parents being recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full 
form of that certif icate should make clear that the birth was the result of a surrogacy 
arrangement. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended 
parents’ should be recorded as parents on the original birth certif icate. The birth mother should 
be recorded as the birth mother on the birth certificate and all decisions involving legal 
parenthood and parental responsibility should be taken after the birth by a court or other 
competent authority, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the 
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recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale 
and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
However, if the ‘intended parents’ are recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of 
the certif icate should make clear that the birth was the result of a surrogacy arrangement. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 10.85 

 

Consultation Question 45. 
1.54 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the birth registration system in England and 

Wales requires reform and, if so, which reforms they would like to see. 

I do not consider the birth registration system to be in need for reform. I am particularly opposed 
to changes to allow for the registration of three parents or for anyone other than the birth mother 
to be recorded as the mother on the original birth certif icate. Such proposals could lead to the 
facilitation of the sale of children and an erosion of mothers’ rights and a diluting of the 
understanding that the relationship between the birth mother and the child is unique. 

Paragraph 10.87 

 

Consultation Question 46. 
1.55 We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has 

been the subject of a parental order should be able to access all the documents contained 
in the court’s file for those parental order proceedings. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 10.89 

 

Consultation Question 47. 
1.56 We provisionally propose that a national register of surrogacy arrangements should be 

created to record the identity of the intended parents, the surrogate and the gamete 
donors. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
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1.57 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the register should be maintained by the Authority; 

(2) the register should record information for all surrogacy arrangements, whether in or 
outside the new pathway, provided that the information about who has contributed 
gametes for the conception of the child has been medically verif ied, and that the 
information should include: 

(a) identifying information about all the parties to the surrogacy arrangement, and 

(b) non-identifying information about those who have contributed gametes to the 
conception of the child; and 

(3) to facilitate the record of this information, the application form/petition for a parental 
order should record full information about a child’s genetic heritage where available 
and established by DNA or medical evidence, recording the use of an anonymous 
gamete donor if that applies. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy 
organisations. However, should surrogacy take place, it is important that the children have 
access to information about their origins and these proposals seem generally sound, except that 
the information held on gamete donors should also include identifying information – because 
otherwise it trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the right to know her or his 
genetic parentage. 

Paragraph 10.102 

 

Consultation Question 48. 
1.58 We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate 

and the intended parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy 
arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy arrangement. 

I agree but with the proviso that all the information should be identifying – because otherwise it 
trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the right to know her or his genetic 
parentage. 

Paragraph 10.104 
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Consultation Question 49. 
1.59 We provisionally propose that a child born of a surrogacy arrangement should be able to 

access the information recorded in the register from the age of 18 for identifying 
information, and 16 for non-identifying information (if such information is included on the 
register), provided that he or she has been given a suitable opportunity to receive 
counselling about the implications of compliance with this request. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
1.60 We invite consultees’ views as to whether a child under the age of 18 or 16 (depending on 

whether the information is identifying or non-identifying respectively) should be able to 
access the information in the register and, if so, in which circumstances: 

(1) where his or her legal parents have consented; 

(2) if he or she has received counselling and the counsellor judges that he or she is 
sufficiently mature to receive this information; and/or 

(3) in any other circumstances. 

I agree with (1) and (2) and believe there might be other circumstances where this is reasonable. 
Paragraph 10.110 

 

Consultation Question 50. 
1.61 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any provision for those born of 

a surrogacy arrangement to make a request for information to disclose whether a person 
whom he or she is intending to marry, or with whom he or she intends to enter into a civil 
partnership or intimate physical relationship, was carried by the same surrogate. 

YES, this should be possible. 
Paragraph 10.114 

 

Consultation Question 51. 
1.62 We provisionally propose that where two people are born to, and genetically related 

through, the same surrogate, they should be able to access the register to identify each 
other, if they both wish to do so. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
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1.63 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be provision to allow people born 

to the same surrogate – but who are not genetically related – to access the register to 
identify each other, if they both wish to do so. 

YES, I agree. 
Paragraph 10.121 

 

Consultation Question 52. 
1.64 We invite consultees’ views as to whether provision should be made to allow a person 

carried by a surrogate, and the surrogate’s own child, to access the register to identify 
each other, if they both wish to do so: 

(1) if they are genetically related through the surrogate; and/or 

(2) if they are not genetically related through the surrogate. 

YES to both (1) and (2) 
Paragraph 10.123 

 

Consultation Question 53. 
1.65 For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to 

whether details of an intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental 
order should be recorded in the register. 

The intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded 
in the register. 

Paragraph 10.128 
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Consultation Question 54. 
1.66 We provisionally propose that the six month time limits in sections 54 and 54A of the 

HFEA 2008 for making a parental order application should be abolished. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain 
circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child. 

Paragraph 11.20 

 

Consultation Question 55. 
1.67 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the current circumstances in which the consent of the surrogate (and any other legal 
parent) is not required, namely where a person cannot be found or is incapable of 
giving agreement, should continue to be available; 

NO  
 
I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child 
trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s wombs. An adoption order can be considered 
as an option when a parental order is not possible. 
 

(2) the court should have the power to dispense with the consent of the surrogate, and 
any other legal parent of the child, in the following circumstances: 

(a) where the child is living with the intended parents, with the consent of the 
surrogate and any other legal parent, or 

(b) following a determination by the court that the child should live with the 
intended parents; and 

(3) the court’s power to dispense with consent should be subject to the paramount 
consideration of the child’s welfare throughout his or her life guided by the factors 
set out in section 1 of the Adoption and Children Act 2002 and, in Scotland, in line 
with the section 14(3) of the Adoption and Children (Scotland) Act 2007. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
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I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child 
trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s wombs. An adoption order can be considered 
as an option when a parental order is not possible. 

Paragraph 11.58 

 

Consultation Question 56. 
1.68 We provisionally propose that, both for a parental order and in the new pathway, the 

intended parents or one of the intended parents must be domiciled or habitually resident in 
the UK, Channel Islands or Isle of Man. 

Do consultees agree?  

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The ‘intended parents’ should be 
domiciled (and not simply habitually resident) in the UK in order to avoid surrogacy tourism. 
 
1.69 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any additional conditions 

imposed on the test of habitual residence, for example, a qualifying period of habitual 
residence required to satisfy the test. 

I profoundly disagree with opening up parental orders to ‘intended parents’ who are habitual 
residents but not domiciled in the UK – because of the risk of surrogacy tourism. 

Paragraph 12.15 

 

Consultation Question 57. 
1.70 We invite consultees’ views on whether: 

(1) the qualifying categories of relationship in section 54(2) of the HFEA 2008 should be 
reformed and, if so, how; or 

(2) the requirement should be removed, subject to two persons who are within the 
prohibited degrees of relationship being prevented from applying. 

The qualifying categories of relationship should not be reformed or removed. 
Paragraph 12.29 
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Consultation Question 58. 
1.71 We provisionally propose that to use the new pathway, intended parents should be 

required to make a declaration in the surrogacy agreement that they intend for the child’s 
home to be with them. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.  

Paragraph 12.34 

 

Consultation Question 59. 
1.72 We provisionally propose that the new pathway –  

(1) should not impose a requirement that the intended parent, or one of the intended 
parents, provide gametes for the conception of the child, so that double donation of 
gametes is permitted, but 

(2) that double donation should only be permitted in cases of medical necessity, 
meaning that there is not an intended parent who is able to provide a gamete due to 
infertility. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic link should 
be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 
 
1.73 We invite consultees’ views as to whether double donation should be permitted under the 

parental order pathway (to the same extent that it may be permitted in the new pathway) in 
domestic surrogacy arrangements.  

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and all other proposals that are 
likely to result in an increase in surrogacy. I therefore do not believe that double donation should 
be permitted under the parental order pathway in domestic surrogacy arrangements.  
 
1.74 We provisionally propose that the requirement that the intended parent or one of the 

intended parents contribute gametes to the conception of the child in the parental order 
pathway should be retained in international surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
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Paragraph 12.64 

 

Consultation Question 60. 
1.75 We provisionally propose that if the requirement for a genetic link is retained for domestic 

cases outside the new pathway, the requirement should not apply, subject to medical 
necessity, if the court determines that the intended parents in good faith began the 
surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway but were required to apply for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I fundamentally disagree with proposals to introduce the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic 
link should be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 

Paragraph 12.71 

 

Consultation Question 61. 
1.76 We provisionally propose that if double donation is permitted only in cases of medical 

necessity, an exception should be made to allow a parental order to be granted to a single 
parent without a genetic link where the intended parent’s former partner provides gametes 
but the intended parents’ relationship breaks down before the grant of a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 

Paragraph 12.76 
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Consultation Question 62. 
1.77 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that a surrogacy 

arrangement has been used because of medical necessity: 

(1) for cases under the new pathway to parenthood; and/or 

(2) for cases where a post-birth parental order application is made. 

I oppose surrogacy and believe that it is a fundamental violation of women’s and children’s rights 
and that it should therefore be banned. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’  
 
1.78 We invite consultees’ views as to how a test of medical necessity for surrogacy, if it is 

introduced, should be defined and assessed. 

I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 
Paragraph 12.94 

 

Consultation Question 63. 
1.79 We provisionally propose that in order to use the new pathway to parenthood, information 

identifying the child’s genetic parents and the surrogate must be provided for entry on the 
national register of surrogacy agreements prior to registration of the child’s birth. 

Do consultees agree?  

OTHER 
 
I profoundly oppose the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. However, I support the requirement in 
any surrogacy arrangements for the recording of the identity of all genetic parents and the birth 
mother. 
 
1.80 We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be a condition for an application for a 

parental order that: 

(1) those who contributed gametes are entered on the national register of surrogacy 
agreements; and/or 

(2) if it remains a requirement that one of the intended parents provided gametes in the 
conception of the child, that the genetic link is demonstrated to the court with 
medical or DNA evidence. 

While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, I support this condition for a parental order 
in the circumstances described in both (1) and (2). 
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1.81 We provisionally propose that it should be a condition for the application of a parental 
order that the identity of the surrogate is entered on the national register of surrogacy 
agreements. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, if it happens, I support this provision. 

Paragraph 12.115 

 

Consultation Question 64. 
1.82 We provisionally propose that there should be no maximum age limit for the grant of a 

parental order. The age of the intended parents should continue to be taken into account 
in the assessment of the welfare of the child in applications to grant a parental order.  

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I am opposed to surrogacy and would like to see it banned, because it is a violation of both 
women’s and children’s human rights.  
 
Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society 
and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good health until the child reaches adulthood. 
Surrogacy is therefore particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. If surrogacy is 
to be opened up, a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is imperative. This will make it clear 
that society does not condone older people entering a surrogacy arrangement and will make it 
less likely that older people will go ahead with such an arrangement and present the court with a 
fait accompli. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement up to that age but not beyond. It is 
therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
 
1.83 We invite consultees’ views as to whether under the new pathway there should be a 

maximum age limit for intended parents, and if so, what it should be. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be 
allowed, there should be a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ and it should be 45. 
 
Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society 
and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good health until the child reaches adulthood. 
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I am opposed to surrogacy per se, because it is a violation of both women’s and children’s 
human rights. However, it is particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. I therefore 
consider that a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is important. This will make it clear that 
society does not consider it acceptable for older people to enter into a surrogacy arrangement 
and will make it less likely that they will. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement up to that age. It is therefore imperative 
that age limits are set very carefully.  
 
1.84 We provisionally propose that intended parents should be required to be at least 18 years 

old at the time that they enter into a surrogacy agreement under the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be 
allowed, there should be a minimum age for ‘intended parents’ and it should be much older than 
18. I suggest that 25 would be more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement at that age. It is therefore imperative that 
age limits are set very carefully. What kind of society would want 18-year olds to believe that it 
would be reasonable for them to become ‘parents’ through a surrogacy arrangement – before 
they have taken even their f irst steps into independence and adulthood? 

Paragraph 12.133 

 

Consultation Question 65. 
1.85 We provisionally propose that surrogates should be required to be at least 18 years of age 

(at the time of conception), in order for the court to have the power to make a parental 
order. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I am opposed to surrogacy per se and would like to see it banned, because I consider it a 
violation of both women’s and children’s human rights.  
 
At 18 a woman is barely out of childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish herself 
as an adult. This means that she is particularly vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There 
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should be a significantly older minimum age for entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I 
suggest that 25 years would be more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society 
sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy 
arrangement is a reasonable thing for them to be doing before they have taken even their f irst 
steps into independence and adulthood?  
 
1.86 We provisionally propose that surrogates should be required to be at least 18 years old at 

the time of entering into the surrogacy agreement within the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for a ‘new pathway’. At 18 a woman is barely out of 
childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish herself as an adult. This means that 
she is particularly vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There should be a significantly older 
minimum age for entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I suggest that 25 years would be 
more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society 
sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy 
arrangement is a reasonable thing for them to be doing before they have taken even their f irst 
steps into independence and adulthood?  

Paragraph 12.144 

 

Consultation Question 66. 
1.87 We provisionally propose that medical testing of the surrogate, any partner of the 

surrogate, and any intended parent providing gametes should be required for the new 
pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
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1.88 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the types of testing set out in the Code of 
Practice are feasible for traditional surrogacy arrangements outside a licensed clinic, and if 
not, which types of testing should be required for such arrangements. 

 
Paragraph 13.16 

 

Consultation Question 67. 
1.89 We provisionally propose that, as a condition of being eligible for entry into the new 

pathway: 

(1) the surrogate, her spouse, civil partner or partner (if any) and the intended parents 
intending to enter into a surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway should be 
required to attend counselling with regard to the implications of entering into that 
arrangement; and 

(2) the implications counselling should be provided by a counsellor who meets the 
requirements set out in the Code of Practice at paragraphs 2.14 to 2.15. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.44 

 

Consultation Question 68. 
1.90 We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that 

the surrogate and the intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect 
of the law and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is signed. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.65 
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Consultation Question 69. 
1.91 We provisionally propose that, as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway: 

(1) an enhanced criminal record certificate should be obtained for intended parents, 
surrogates and any spouses, civil partners or partners of surrogates;  

(2) the body overseeing the surrogate arrangement should not enable a surrogate 
arrangement to be proceed under the new pathway where a person screened is unsuitable 
for having being convicted of, or received a police caution for, any offence appearing on a 
prescribed list of offences; and  

(3) the body overseeing the surrogacy arrangement may also determine that a 
person is unsuitable based on the information provided in the enhanced record certificate.  

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
 
1.92 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the list of offences that applies in the case of 

adoption is appropriate in the case of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.73 

 

Consultation Question 70. 
1.93 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the 

surrogate has previously given birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway. 

OTHER 
 
I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. 
 
Society should not condone women who have never had a child of their own entering an 
arrangement to undergo pregnancy and childbirth for someone else. It is impossible to 
understand what pregnancy and childbirth are like and how they will change you until or unless 
you have had that experience yourself. 

Paragraph 13.95 

 



40 
 

Consultation Question 71. 
1.94 We provisionally propose that there should not be a maximum number of surrogate 

pregnancies that a woman can undertake as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. 
 
Society should not condone women undergoing multiple ‘surrogate’ pregnancies and childbirths. 
Even the Kennel Club recognises that female dogs should not be allowed to undertake more 
than four pregnancies. It is abhorrent that female dogs have better protections than women 
would have under this proposal. 

Paragraph 13.99 

 

Consultation Question 72. 
1.95 We invite consultees’ views as to whether payment of costs by the intended parents to the 

surrogate should be able to be: 

(1) based on an allowance;  

(2) based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, but without the need for 
production of receipts; or 

(3) based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, and only on production of 
receipts. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.16 
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Consultation Question 73. 
1.96 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate essential costs 
relating to the pregnancy; and 

(2) the types of expenditure which should be considered “essential”.   

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above the actual 
essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, 
and travel to medical appointments – backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.22 
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Consultation Question 74. 
1.97 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate 
additional costs relating to the pregnancy; and 

(2) the types of expenditure which should be considered additional, rather than 
essential.   

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above the actual 
essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, 
and travel to medical appointments – backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.26 

 

Consultation Question 75. 
1.98 We invite consultees’ views as to:  

(1) whether intended parents should be permitted to pay all costs that arise from 
entering into a surrogacy arrangement, and those unique to a surrogate pregnancy; 
and 

(2) the types of cost which should be included within this category. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
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Paragraph 15.29 

 

Consultation Question 76. 
1.99 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be 

able to pay their surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or 
self-employed). 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost 
earnings. 

Paragraph 15.37 

 

Consultation Question 77. 
1.100 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be 

able to pay their surrogate either or both of the following lost potential earnings: 

(1) her lost employment-related potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 15.35 
above); and/or 

(2) other lost potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 15.36 above). 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
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I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost 
earnings. 

Paragraph 15.38 

 

Consultation Question 78. 
1.101 We invite consultees to share their experiences:  

(1) of the impact that payments received by a surrogate from the intended parents has 
had on the surrogate’s entitlement to means-tested social welfare benefits; and 

(2) where a surrogacy arrangement has had an impact on the surrogate’s entitlement to 
means-tested social welfare benefits, how that has been addressed in their 
surrogacy arrangement. 

N/A 
Paragraph 15.47 
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Consultation Question 79. 
1.102 We invite consultees’ views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay 

compensation to the surrogate for the following: 

(1) pain and inconvenience arising from the pregnancy and childbirth; 

(2) medical treatments relating to the surrogacy, including payments for each 
insemination or embryo transfer; and/or 

(3)  specified complications, including hyperemesis gravidarum, pre-eclampsia, an 
ectopic pregnancy, miscarriage, termination, caesarean birth, excessive 
haemorrhaging, perineal tearing, removal of fallopian tubes or ovaries or a 
hysterectomy. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother compensation.  
 
1.103 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other matters in respect of which 

intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate compensation. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother compensation.  
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1.104 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the level of compensation payable should be: 

(1) a fixed fee set by the regulator (operating as a cap on the maximum payable), or  

(2) left to the parties to negotiate.   

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother compensation.  

Paragraph 15.53 

 

Consultation Question 80. 
1.105 We invite consultees views’ as to whether intended parents should be able to pay 

compensation to the surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the 
surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for the 
surrogate. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question illustrates the risks of surrogacy and why I oppose it.  

Paragraph 15.56 
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Consultation Question 81. 
1.106 We invite consultees’ views as to whether:  

(1) intended parents should be able to buy gifts for the surrogate; and 

(2) if so, specific provision should be made for these gifts to be modest or reasonable in 
nature. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to give the birth mother gifts. 

Paragraph 15.60 

 

Consultation Question 82. 
1.107 We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be possible for the intended parents to 

agree to pay a woman for the service of undertaking a surrogacy. 

It should not be possible for the intended parents to agree to pay a woman for the service 
of undertaking a surrogacy. (check box) 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
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I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her 
‘services’. 
 
1.108 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay 

a woman for the service of undertaking surrogacy, whether that the fee should be: 

(1) any sum agreed between the parties to the surrogacy; or 

(2) a fixed fee set by the regulator. 

Leave both check boxes blank. 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her 
‘services’. 
 
1.109 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay 

a woman a fixed fee for the service of undertaking surrogacy, what, if any, other payments 
the law should permit, in addition to that fixed fee: 

(1) no other payments; 

(2) essential costs relating to the pregnancy; 

(3) additional costs relating to the pregnancy; 

(4) lost earnings; 

(5) compensation for pain and inconvenience, medical treatment and complications, 
and the death of the surrogate; and/or 

(6) gifts. 

Leave all check boxes blank. 
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I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to make any type of fee or payment to 
the birth mother for her ‘services’. 

Paragraph 15.69 

 

Consultation Question 83. 
1.110 We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be possible for any payment the law 

permits the intended parents to pay the surrogate for her services to be reduced in the 
event of a miscarriage or termination of the pregnancy. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their 
‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of surrogacy. 
 

1.111 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if the law permits a fee payable to the surrogate 
to be able to be reduced in the event of a miscarriage or termination, whether such 
provision should apply: 

(1) in the first trimester of pregnancy only; 
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(2) to any miscarriage or termination; or 

(3) some other period of time (please specify).   

Leave all check boxes blank. 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their 
‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of surrogacy. 

Paragraph 15.72 

 

Consultation Question 84. 
1.112 We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to 

surrogates should be the same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to 
parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I am opposed to the ‘new pathway’ but consider that regardless of the surrogacy arrangement 
being used, the only payments that should ever be made are essential and basic expenses for 
which receipts are provided. 



51 
 

Paragraph 15.74 

 

Consultation Question 85. 
1.113 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have 

not discussed which they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the 
surrogate. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 

Paragraph 15.75 

 

Consultation Question 86. 
1.114 We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that 

intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.76 
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Consultation Question 87. 
1.115 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are specific methods of enforcing 

limitations that are placed on payments to surrogates that we should consider as part of 
our review: 

(1) for cases within the new pathway to parenthood; and  

(2) for cases where a parental order is made after the birth of the baby. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy 
when it is not in their best interests. 
 
The only payments that should be made are essential and basic expenses and for which receipts 
are provided. The judge or other competent authority should closely monitor all f inancial aspects 
of the arrangement (in line with the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations*) and refuse the 
parental order when payments have exceeded basic expenses. If it is not a judge overseeing the 
arrangements, the competent authority should be totally independent and not, for example, an 
agency (or ‘regulated surrogacy organisation’) that has been involved in the arrangements in any 
way. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 15.89 

 

Consultation Question 88. 
1.116 We provisionally propose that financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into under 

the new pathway to parenthood should be enforceable by the surrogate. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
 
1.117 We provisionally propose that if the financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into 

under the new pathway become enforceable, the ability to do so should not be dependent 
on the surrogate complying with any terms of the agreement relating to her lifestyle. 
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Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The idea that a ‘surrogacy 
agreement’ could place restrictions on the birth mother’s lifestyle is utterly abhorrent. 

Paragraph 15.99 

 

Consultation Question 89. 
1.118 We invite overseas surrogates (or bodies representing or advocating for surrogates) to 

share with us their experiences f international surrogacy arrangements. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.10 

 

Consultation Question 90. 
1.119 We invite organisations focused on children’s rights and welfare in the international 

context to share with us their views on our proposed reforms and consultation questions in 
this chapter. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.12 

 

Consultation Question 91. 
1.120 We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of their experience of applying to register 

a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement as a British citizen and 
obtaining a passport for the child. In particular, we would be interested to hear how long 
the application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have about 
causes of delays in the process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.52 
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Consultation Question 92. 
1.121 We provisionally propose that it should be possible for a file to be opened, and the 

application process for obtaining registration of a child born from an international 
surrogacy arrangement and obtaining a passport to begin, prior to the birth of the child. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a 
passport in international surrogacy arrangements appears to contradict the UN Special 
Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling and trafficking of 
children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly disagree with this 
proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.53 

 

Consultation Question 93. 
1.122 We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of 

applying for a visa for a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In 
particular, we would be interested to hear how long the application took after the birth of 
the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.68 

 

Consultation Question 94. 
1.123 We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process 

for applying for a visa in respect of a child born through an international surrogacy 
arrangement, before the child is born. The application will need to be completed after the 
birth of the child, and the issue of a passport in the child’s country of birth. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a 
passport before the child is born in international surrogacy arrangements appears to contradict 
the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling 
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and trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly 
disagree with this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

 

1.124 We provisionally propose that the current provision made for the grant of a visa outside of 
the Immigration Rules where the intended parents are not the legal parents of the child 
under nationality law should be brought within the Rules. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
1.125 We provisionally propose that:  

(1) the grant of a visa should not be dependent on the child breaking links with the 
surrogate; or  

(2) that this condition should be clarif ied to ensure that it does not prevent the child 
having contact, and an on-going relationship, with the surrogate. 

Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
1.126 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current requirement for the grant of a visa 

outside the Rules that the intended parents must apply for a parental order within six 
months of the child’s birth should be removed (regardless of whether the availability of the 
visa is brought within the Rules), if our provisional proposal to remove the time limit on 
applications for parental orders is accepted. 

NO 
 
The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain 
circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child. 

Paragraph 16.69 

 

Consultation Question 95. 
1.127 We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process 

for applying for a EU Uniform Format Form in respect of a child born through an 
international surrogacy arrangement, before the child is born. The application will need to 
be completed after the birth of the child. 
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Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for an EU Uniform Format Form 
for the child before she or he is born in international surrogacy arrangements appears to 
contradict the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against 
the selling and trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I 
therefore strongly disagree with this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.76 

 

Consultation Question 96. 
1.128 We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of 

applying for a EU Uniform Format Form for a child born through an international 
surrogacy arrangement. In particular we would be interested to hear how long the 
application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of 
causes of delays in the process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.77 

 

Consultation Question 97. 
1.129 We provisionally propose that the UK Government should provide a single, 

comprehensive guide for intended parents explaining the nationality and immigration 
consequences of having a child through an international surrogacy arrangement.  

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I agree with such a guide, but would like to see it explaining the reasons why surrogacy is a 
violation of the human rights of women and children and all the other ways in which it is 
possible for people to enjoy children in their lives. 

Paragraph 16.82 
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Consultation Question 98. 
1.130 We provisionally propose that international surrogacy arrangements should not be 

eligible for the new pathway to parenthood. 

Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 16.93 

 

Consultation Question 99. 
1.131 We provisionally propose that:  

1.132 the Secretary of State should have the power to provide that the intended parents of 
children born through international surrogacy arrangements, who are recognised as the 
legal parents of the child in the country of the child’s birth, should also be recognised as 
the child’s legal parents in the UK, without it being necessary for the intended parents to 
apply for a parental order, but 

1.133 before exercising the power, the Secretary of State should be required to be satisfied that 
the domestic law and practice in the country in question provides protection against the 
exploitation of surrogates, and for the welfare of the child, that is at least equivalent to 
that provided in UK law. 

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I do not see how this proposal for such a blanket power would align with the UN Special 
Rapporteur’s key recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the Protection of Children 
and Cooperation in respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. The latter requires the birth 
mother to have legal parenthood and parental responsibility when the child is born and that her 
consent to giving up the child must be given AFTER the child's birth and that the transfer of 
‘parenthood’ should be overseen by the courts or a competent authority on an individual case 
by case basis, with the best interests of the child being the paramount consideration. This is an 
important safeguard against the sale of children and for the protection of the birth mother and I 
believe it should apply equally to international surrogacy arrangements. I therefore strongly 
disagree with this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.94 
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Consultation Question 100. 
1.134 We invite consultees to tell us of their experience of surrogacy arrangements in the UK 

involving foreign intended parents. 

N/A 
 
1.135 We invite consultees’ views as to whether: 

(1) any restriction is necessary on the removal of a child from the UK for the purpose 
of the child becoming the subject of a parental order, or its equivalent, in another 
jurisdiction; and 

(2) if such a restriction is necessary, there should be a process allowing foreign 
intended parents to remove the child from the jurisdiction of the UK for this 
purpose and with the approval of the court and, if so, what form should that 
process take. 

Restrictions and checks MUST be in place to protect the child and the birth mother from 
trafficking and exploitation. The process should include the same checks as would be used in 
an international adoption. 

Paragraph 16.120 

 

Consultation Question 101. 
1.136 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current application of the law on statutory 

paternity leave, and statutory paternity pay, to the situation of the surrogate’s spouse, 
civil partner or partner requires reform. 

I do not believe this needs changing. 
Paragraph 17.18 

 

Consultation Question 102. 
1.137 We provisionally propose that provision for maternity allowance should be made in 

respect of intended parents, and that any such provision should be limited so that only 
one intended parent qualif ies.  

Do consultees agree? 

NO 
Paragraph 17.32 
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Consultation Question 103. 
1.138 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether there is a need for reform in respect of the right of intended parents to 
take time off work before the birth of the child, whether for the purpose of induced 
lactation, ante-natal appointments or any other reason; and  

(2) if reform is needed, suggestions on reform. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children.  

Paragraph 17.36 

 

Consultation Question 104. 
1.139 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the duty of employers to provide suitable 

facilities for any person at work who is a pregnant woman or nursing mother to rest under 
Regulation 25 of the Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations 1992 is 
sufficient to include intended parents in a surrogacy arrangement. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children. 

Paragraph 17.40 

 

Consultation Question 105. 
1.140 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are further issues in relation to 

employment rights and surrogacy arrangements and, if so, any suggestions for reform. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children 

Paragraph 17.43 

 

Consultation Question 106. 
1.141 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they believe any reforms in relation to 

surrogacy and succession law are required. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children 

Paragraph 17.56 
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Consultation Question 107. 
1.142 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any issues in how surrogacy 

arrangements are dealt with by the health services, and whether there are reforms to law 
or practice that consultees would like to see in this area. 

It is important that all health and care professionals are aware that surrogacy agreements are 
not legally binding and that ‘intended parents’ have no legal right to override the birth mother’s 
wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or medical and health care, including during 
pregnancy, labour and childbirth. Even if she has previously agreed to them sharing decisions 
and being informed on these matters, she can withdraw her consent at any time for any or no 
reason. All professionals involved in her care are duty-bound to comply with her wishes. 
 
All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being 
coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or more persons, including her spouse 
or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be 
present in so-called altruistic surrogacy arrangements. 
 
Surrogacy arrangements place additional and complicated pressures on healthcare staff and 
this could reduce the standard of impartial care given to birth mothers and new-borns – 
especially when the ‘intended parents’ are entitled, rich or of high status. This itself is a valid 
reason to be extremely cautious about making changes that will increase the numbers of 
surrogacy births. 
 
It is generally recognised that egg donation and IVF pregnancies carry additional health risks. 
As most surrogacy pregnancies involve IVF, any increase in surrogacy is likely to lead to 
additional pressure on the NHS.  
 
Adoption research suggests that the separation of the new-born and the birth mother has long-
term negative effects on the well-being of both of them. This is likely to be the same for birth 
mothers and babies in surrogacy arrangements and so can be expected to place additional 
long-term pressures on the NHS and society as a whole. This has not been considered and 
there are no questions about this. 
 
An increase in surrogacy will require an increase in egg donation, which is a risky procedure 
that can have a long-term negative impact on the woman’s health, including premature death. 
Ethical issues abound. Young women might be coerced by financial pressures to donate eggs 
when this isn’t in their best interests and there are worries about eugenics – where egg donors 
are selected on the basis of blonde hair, blue eyes and stereotypical measures of 
‘attractiveness’ for example. 
 
The law commissioners do not appear to have considered the likely impact of any of these 
issues. There is no question about people’s thoughts about the NHS picking up the tab for the 
extra costs involved in surrogacy and whether this affects their opinions on surrogacy itself. 
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There appears to have been no evaluation of the size of the additional costs to the NHS and 
society. 
 
1.143 We invite consultees’ views as to any additions or revisions that they would like to see 

made to the guidance published by the Department for Health and Social Care for 
England and Wales. 

The guidance should be revised to clarify that surrogacy agreements are not legally binding and 
that the birth mother has the right to change her mind at any time, for any or no reason. 
Healthcare professionals must accept that her wishes are paramount and that the ‘intended 
parents’ have no legal right to override her wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or 
medical and health care, including during pregnancy, labour, childbirth and the postpartum 
period. 
 
All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being 
coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or more persons, including her spouse 
or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be 
present in so-called altruistic surrogacy arrangements. 
 
The guidance should make it clear that healthcare professionals should be even more alert 
than normal to the possibility that she is being coerced and to ensure that they can speak to her 
alone, including during labour, and that if she changes her mind about who is present in 
consultations, and the labour ward/delivery suite, they must respect her wishes. 
 
1.144 We invite consultees’ views as to how midwifery practice may better accommodate 

surrogacy arrangements, in particular with regard to safeguarding issues. 

It is important that midwifery practice always prioritises the wishes of the birth mother and the 
wellbeing of herself and the child. 

Paragraph 17.76 

 

Consultation Question 108. 
1.145 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other legal issues in relation to 

surrogacy, not covered in this Consultation Paper, that merit examination. 

It is of considerable concern that the law commissioners appear to have given no consideration 
to the significant risk that women will be coerced into agreeing to participate in surrogacy 
arrangements for someone else’s benefit. This can be true in ‘altruistic’ surrogacy but is even 
more likely if substantial payments are involved. 
 
It is well-known that women and girls are groomed and/or coerced into prostitution by partners 
and ‘boyfriends’ who act as their pimp and take all or much of their earnings. This is a major 
route by which many women enter prostitution and is a major factor in preventing their exit. 
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There is no reason to expect that the same dynamics will not occur in relation to surrogacy if it 
is opened up and provides opportunities to make significant amounts of money. 
 
If the law commissioners’ proposals are enacted, there must therefore also be legislation that 
prohibits coercing a woman into a surrogacy arrangement. This should be a criminal offence 
and carry a hefty penalty – in recognition that it is a human rights violation and so that it acts as 
a deterrent. That such a law would be diff icult to enforce just adds to the arguments for why 
paid surrogacy is a bad idea – and especially for women. 
 
It would be far better to simply ban all surrogacy arrangements – or at the very least any 
payments beyond basic and essential expenses backed by receipts and overseen by a judge. 

Paragraph 17.80 

 

Consultation Question 109. 
1.146 We invite consultees who are intended parents, live in the UK, and have entered into a 

surrogacy arrangement that led to the birth of a child to tell us: 

(1) when the child was born; 

(2) whether the arrangement was domestic or international and, if international, in 
which country the arrangement took place; 

(3) whether the arrangement led to the making of a parental order in the UK; and 

(4) whether they are a: 

(a) opposite-sex couple; 

(b) male same-sex couple; 

(c) female same-sex couple; 

(d) single woman; or 

(e) single man. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.2 
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Consultation Question 110. 
1.147 We invite consultees who have experience of applying for a parental order in the UK to 

tell us: 

(1) whether the surrogacy arrangement was domestic or international; 

(2) whether they had legal advice before the making of the parental order; 

(3) whether they were represented by a lawyer in court; and 

(4) the cost of any legal advice or representation. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.4 

 

Consultation Question 111. 
1.148 We invite consultees’ views as to the impact (social, emotional, f inancial or otherwise) of 

the current law where the intended parents are not the legal parents from birth of the 
child born of the surrogacy arrangement. 

Paragraph 18.6 

 

Consultation Question 112. 
1.149 We invite consultees to tell us what they have paid for, or to provide evidence about the 

cost of: 

(1) medical screening; and 

(2) implications counselling 

(where possible separating out the cost of such screening, tests or implications 
counselling from any other costs involved with fertility treatment). 

N/A 
 
1.150 We invite legal consultees, who advise on surrogacy and parental order proceedings, to 

provide evidence of what they would charge: 

(1) to provide advice sufficient to meet the proposed requirement for independent 
legal advice discussed in Chapter 13; and 
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(2) to draft, advise on and negotiate the written surrogacy agreement required for the 
new pathway. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.8 

 

Consultation Question 113. 
1.151 We invite consultees to tell us of the impact of: 

(1) the current requirement of a genetic link; and 

(2) any removal of this requirement in cases of medical necessity: 

(a) in the new pathway; 

(b) in the parental order route for domestic surrogacy arrangements; or 

(c) in both situations. 

 
Paragraph 18.11 

 

Consultation Question 114. 
1.152 We invite consultees who consider that they might be able to fulf il the role of the 

independent professional discussed in Chapter 9 to tell us: 

(1) their profession; and  

(2) what they would charge to provide such a service. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.13 

 

Consultation Question 115. 
1.153 We invite consultees who are intended parents to give us their views on the impact of our 

proposals for reform on their ability to enter into surrogacy arrangements and, in 
particular: 

(1) if particular proposals will increase accessibility, and why; and 
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(2) if particular proposals will restrict accessibility, and why. 

N/A 
1.154 We invite consultees who are surrogates to give us their views on the impact of our 

proposals for reform on their ability to enter into surrogacy arrangements and, in 
particular: 

(1) if particular proposals will increase accessibility, and why; and 

(2) if particular proposals will restrict accessibility, and why. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.15 

 

Consultation Question 116. 
1.155 We ask consultees who are intended parents to tell us: 

(1) whether the surrogacy arrangement was domestic or international; 

(2) what they spent, in total, on the surrogacy arrangement(s) that led to the birth of 
their child(ren), including the cost of fertility treatment, payments to the surrogate 
and payments to any surrogacy agency or organisation; 

(3) how they raised the funds for the surrogacy arrangement(s); 

(4) what they spent on any fertility treatment prior to entering into a surrogacy 
arrangement (where that treatment did not lead to the birth of a child); and 

(5) how they raised the funds for the fertility treatment. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.18 

 

Consultation Question 117. 
1.156 We invite consultees’ views as to the specific impact of our proposals in Northern Ireland. 

 
Paragraph 18.20 
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Consultation Question 118. 
1.157 We invite consultees’ views as to any other impact that we have not specifically 

addressed in this chapter, or the preceding chapters, of this paper. 

It seems that before the law commissioners designed this consultation, they had already 
decided that surrogacy is a positive thing and so legislation should enable it. This may be 
explained by a limited ‘pre-consultation’ mainly focusing on people who already had a vested 
interest in surrogacy – ‘intended parents,’ women who claim to have had a positive experience 
of surrogacy, and lawyers and other organisations who stand to make money from commercial 
surrogacy if it is given the green light. 
 
It seems that the law commissioners did not consider women as a group to be key stakeholders 
in this endeavour. This is a major error, because just as all women are affected by the 
institution of prostitution, so all women will be affected by any opening up of commercial 
surrogacy in this country. 
 
It could even be argued that one of the key drivers of commercial surrogacy is a desire by men 
to break the legal and cultural recognition of the unique bond between birth mother and child – 
and indeed the proposals to make the ‘intended parents’ the legal parents from the moment of 
birth are a major step in this direction, and are likely to have a significant impact down the line – 
potentially affecting the status of all women.  
 
Paid surrogacy opens up enormous potential for abuse and risks spouses, partners and other 
family members coercing a woman into engaging in commercial surrogacy for their (and not 
her) f inancial benefit. This will be a potential risk for thousands of women, which appears to 
have been completely overlooked by the law commissioners. 
 
UK and Scottish Law Commissions are obliged to comply with the Public Sector Equality Duty 
(PSED) when carrying out public functions, such as this consultation. There doesn’t appear to 
be any evidence they have done so, because they have not provided their equality 
considerations and impact assessments. As surrogacy has a very different impact on women 
and children than on adult males, we believe the law commissioners are in breach of equality 
legislation. 
 
The Equality and Human Rights Commission describes the obligations under the PSED to have 
due regard to the need to: 
 

• Eliminate unlawful discrimination, harassment and victimisation and other conduct 
prohibited by the Act. 

• Advance equality of opportunity between people who share a protected characteristic 
and those who do not. 

• Foster good relations between people who share a protected characteristic and those 
who do not. 
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There are many ways in which opening up surrogacy in the UK is likely to worsen women’s 
position relative to men’s, and the relationship between the sexes. Any loosening of the laws 
around surrogacy could therefore be considered discriminatory. Surrogacy is also likely to have 
an impact on the relations between the different generations. Imagine the rage that young 
people may feel when they discover that their ‘parents’ not only bought them but took 
advantage of their birth mothers. 
 
It is of major concern that the law commissioners’ ethical arguments hinge on ideas that are not 
based on any recognised human rights instruments – such as the idea that ‘procreative liberty’ 
confers some kind of human right to surrogacy and the idea that a woman has a human right to 
be a ‘surrogate.’ These arguments do not hold up to scrutiny and have been clearly rejected by 
the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
It is shocking that the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ violate many of the recommendations of 
the UN Special Rapporteur that are designed to guard against the sale of children and the 
exploitation of birth mothers, including: 
 
 The birth mother must be accorded the status of legal mother at birth, and must be under no 

contractual or legal obligation to participate in the legal or physical transfer of the child. 
 All payments to the birth mother must be made before the legal and physical transfer of the 

child and must be non-reimbursable – even if she decides not to relinquish the child. 
 The birth mother’s choice to transfer the child “must be a gratuitous act, based on her own 

post-birth intentions, rather than on any legal or contractual obligation.” 
 Pre-conception checks, while encouraged, cannot take the place of appropriate welfare 

checks after the birth of the child. 
 Decisions about parentage and parental responsibility must be made by a court or other 

competent authority on an individual basis after the birth with the best interests of the child 
being paramount. 

 
The consultation is confusing and it does not conform to the government’s consultation 
guidelines. There are too many questions, they are too detailed and do not ask the important 
high-level questions – such as whether you think surrogacy can ever be ethical, etc.  
 
For all these reasons, the law commissioners should go back to the drawing board and start 
again from the position of women’s and children’s human rights. If it is found that there is no 
way to liberalise surrogacy law that is compliant with obligations under international treaties 
such as CEDAW and the UNCRC and its first optional protocol, then the law must not be 
liberalised.  
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 
 

Paragraph 18.22 
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Response ID ANON-2V7F-Y8VC-F

Submitted to The Law Commissions' Consultation on Surrogacy
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About you

1  What is your name?

Name:

2  If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a university), what is the name of your organisation?

Enter the name of your organisation:

Member of Surrogacy UK

3  Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your organisation?

This is a personal response

If other, please provide details:

4  If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best describes you?

Intended parent

5  What is your email address?

Email address:

6  What is your telephone number?

Telephone number:

7  If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be treated as confidential, please explain to us why you
regard the information as confidential. As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your explanation but cannot give an
assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances.

Please explain why you wish the information that you will provide to us to be treated as confidential:

Confidentiality not required

Chapter 6: The parental order procedure

8  Consultation Question 1:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Yes agree

9  Consultation Question 2:

Please provide your views below:

Lay justices are appropriate

10  Consultation Question 3: We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the current allocation
rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation Questions 1 and 2.

Please provide your views below:

I support the current system



11  Consultation Question 4:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

I think parental responsibility should be provided to the IPs at the earliest opportunity, preferably through the pathway, to enable them to provide the
best level of care for the child

12  Consultation Question 5: We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the Family Procedure Rules 2010
should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise.
Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

13  Consultation Question 6:

Please provide your views below:

Not applicable

Chapter 8: Legal Parenthood: Proposals for Reform - A New Pathway

14  Consultation Question 7:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

It can be distressing if the IPs aren't immediately able to provide for the child's medical needs due to the lack of parental responsibility. This is not the
best option taking into account the welfare of the child.

15  Consultation Question 8:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

100 years

16  Consultation Question 9: We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes should apply to
traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated surrogacy organisation is involved.Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

17  Consultation Question 10: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a traditional, domestic
surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from entering into the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

I think this should be outside the pathway

18  Consultation Question 11:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

19  Consultation Question 12:

Yes

Please provide your views below:



20  Consultation Question 13:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

21  Consultation Question 14:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

22  Consultation Question 15:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Surrogates partners usually have no desire to be named on the birth certificate of the child

No

Please share your views below:

23  Consultation Question 16:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

24  Consultation Question 17: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, where the child dies
before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents
before the expiry of the period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a declaration to the
effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the birth.Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

25  Consultation Question 18: For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether, where the surrogate
dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during which she can exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the
new pathway and the intended parents should be required to make an application for a parental order.

Please provide your views below:

Agreed

26  Consultation Question 19:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Agreed

27  Consultation Question 20:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

28  Consultation Question 21: We invite consultees’ views as to: (1) a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases;
and (2) how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this model.

Please provide your views below:



Parenthood could be divided between the IPs and the surrogate until the parental order is issued

29  Consultation Question 22:

Please provide your views below:

No oversight required

30  Consultation Question 23:

Please provide your views below:

No

31  Consultation Question 24:

Please provide your views below:

No

32  Consultation Question 25: We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be amended to add the
intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section 8 order without leave.

Please provide your views below:

Yes

33  Consultation Question 26:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

34  Consultation Question 27:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

35  Consultation Question 28: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the surrogate should retain
parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right
to object, assuming that she does not exercise her right to object.Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

36  Consultation Question 29:

Please provide your views below:

Yes the consent must always be necessary from the party caring for the child or with whom the child is living. This is necessary to ensure that all action is
taken for the benefit of the child, taking into account their best interests

Chapter 9: The Regulation of Surrogacy Arrangements

37  Consultation Question 30: We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the scope of the new
pathway.Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

38  Consultation Question 31: We invite the views of independent surrogates, and intended parents who have used independent surrogacy
arrangements, to tell us about their experience. In particular, we would be interested to hear about any health screening, counselling and
legal advice that took place.

Please provide your views below:

We used a registered clinic and are members of SUK. We had to provide a GP report to establish the reasons why I was medically unable to carry a child,
we had blood tests with the clinic for health screening purposes several times and we were offered counselling.



39  Consultation Question 32:

Please provide your views below:

No I think independent agreements require more scrutiny and control and should not be brought within the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

I don't believe that they should be brought within the new pathway unless they have satisfied the same requirements for legal advice, health screening
and counselling as traditional arrangements

40  Consultation Question 33:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

41  Consultation Question 34:

representing the organisation to, and liaising with, the regulator;, managing the regulated surrogacy organisation with sufficient care, competence and
skill;, ensuring the compliance of the organisation with relevant law and regulation, including the creation, maintenance and operation of necessary
policies and procedures;, training any staff, including that of the person responsible; and, providing data to the regulator and to such other person as
required by law.

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

No other suggestions

Please provide your views below:

Yes it would be wise for them to have experience or knowledge of surrogacy to manage the organisation effectively and these additional requirements. I
don't know what level of experience would be necessary.

42  Consultation Question 35: We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit making bodies. Do
consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

43  Consultation Question 36: We invite consultees’ views as to what should be included in the definition of matching and facilitation services.

Please provide your views below:

Matching surrogates to IPs, providing help and support to surrogates and ips, advertising for surrogates,

44  Consultation Question 37: We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer matching and
facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

45  Consultation Question 37: We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer
matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

Yes

46  Consultation Question 38: We invite consultees’ views as to the sanctions that should be available against organisations that offer
matching and facilitation services without being regulated to do so, and whether these should be criminal, civil or regulatory.



Please provide your views below:

I think these sanctions should be purely regulatory especially if surrogacy agreements are to remain unenforceable

47  Consultation Question 39: We provisionally propose that the remit of the Human Fertilisation and Embryology Authority be expanded to
include the regulation of regulated surrogacy organisations, and oversight of compliance with the proposed legal requirements for the new
pathway to legal parenthood. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

The code should apply

48  Consultation Question 40: We provisionally propose that surrogacy agreements should remain unenforceable (subject to the exception we
provisionally propose in Consultation Question 88 in relation to financial terms). Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

It's difficult to make the financial terms of an agreement enforceable if the remaining terms are not. The IPs would be compelled to make the agreed
payments to a surrogate even if there had been a fundamental breach of the agreement. The surrogate wouldn't even be compelled to fulfill her terms of
the agreement, including passing the child to the IPs.

49  Consultation Question 41: We provisionally propose that there should be no prohibition against charging for negotiating, facilitating and
advising on surrogacy arrangements. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

50  Consultation Question 42: We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy should be removed, with
the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything that can lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. Do
consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 10: Children's Access to Information About Surrogacy Arrangements

51  Consultation Question 43: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, where the making of a parental order in respect of a child
born of a surrogacy arrangement has been recorded in the Parental Order Register, the child should be able to access his or her original birth
certificate at the age of 18. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

The child should be fully aware of it's origins

52  Consultation Question 44: We provisionally propose that where children are born of surrogacy arrangements that result in the intended
parents being recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of that certificate should make clear that the birth was the result of a
surrogacy arrangement. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

53  Consultation Question 45: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the birth registration system in England and Wales requires reform
and, if so, which reforms they would like to see.

Please provide your views below:

No reform suggestions

54  Consultation Question 46: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has been the subject of a 
parental order should be able to access all the documents contained in the court’s file for those parental order proceedings.Do consultees



agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

To be open and disclose all necessary information to the child

55  Consultation Question 47:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

56  Consultation Question 48: We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate and the intended
parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy
arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

No views

57  Consultation Question 49:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Agreed

58  Consultation Question 50: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any provision for those born of a surrogacy
arrangement to make a request for information to disclose whether a person whom he or she is intending to marry, or with whom he or she
intends to enter into a civil partnership or intimate physical relationship, was carried by the same surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

Yes agreed to ensure that all parties have the appropriate disclosure.

59  Consultation Question 51:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Yes to ensure that all appropriate disclosure can be provided to the child.

60  Consultation Question 52:

Please provide your views below:

Yes to provide an open and frank environment

Please provide your views below:

Yes to satisfy any enquiries

61  Consultation Question 53: For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether details of an
intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded in the register.

Please provide your views below:

Yes this should be recorded to allow all information to be available and potentially the reason why the IP didn't apply for an order.

Chapter 11: Eligibility Criteria for a Parental Order



62  Consultation Question 54: We provisionally propose that the six month time limits in sections 54 and 54A of the HFEA 2008 for making a
parental order application should be abolished. Do consultees agree?

Please provide your views below:

Yes, but the applications should still be dealt with as quickly as possible, bearing in mind that any dealt in hearing the application could affect the welfare
of the child.

63  Consultation Question 55:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 12: Eligibility Criteria for Both a Parental Order and for the New Pathway

64  Consultation Question 56:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

No

65  Consultation Question 57:

Please provide your views below:

No

66  Consultation Question 58: We provisionally propose that to use the new pathway, intended parents should be required to make a
declaration in the surrogacy agreement that they intend for the child’s home to be with them. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide views below:

67  Consultation Question 59:

Yes

Please provide views below:

Please provide views below:

Yes

Yes

Please provide views below:

68  Consultation Question 60: We provisionally propose that if the requirement for a genetic link is retained for domestic cases outside the
new pathway, the requirement should not apply, subject to medical necessity, if the court determines that the intended parents in good faith
began the surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway but were required to apply for a parental order. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

69  Consultation Question 61: We provisionally propose that if double donation is permitted only in cases of medical necessity, an exception
should be made to allow a parental order to be granted to a single parent without a genetic link where the intended parent’s former partner
provides gametes but the intended parents’ relationship breaks down before the grant of a parental order. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide views below:



70  Consultation Question 62:

Please provide your views below:

Yes I believe that this should be necessary for both cases so that surrogacy can only be used in cases of medical necessity

Please provide your views below:

This can merely be evidence from a medical professional in writing that the IP cannot or is not recommended to carry a child

71  Consultation Question 63:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Yes agreed

Yes

Please provide your views below:

72  Consultation Question 64:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Yes, limited to 60

Yes

Please provide your views below:

73  Consultation Question 65:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 13: Eligibility Criteria for the New Pathway

74  Consultation Question 66:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

No known

75  Consultation Question 67:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I don't believe counselling should be mandatory but that it should be offered.

76  Consultation Question 68: We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that the surrogate and the
intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect of the law and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is
signed. Do consultees agree?

Other



Please provide your views below:

I don't believe legal advice should be mandatory but that it should be offered.

IPs and surrogates could sign a declaration to state that they have been offered legal advice and are fully aware of the implications of entering into a
surrogacy arrangement.

77  Consultation Question 69:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Yes agreed

78  Consultation Question 70: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the surrogate has previously given
birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

No, surrogates are free to make an informed decision and many will choose to act as surrogates rather than having their own children.

79  Consultation Question 71: We provisionally propose that there should not be a maximum number of surrogate pregnancies that a woman
can undertake as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 15: Payments to the Surrogate: Options for Reform

80  Consultation Question 72:

based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, but without the need for production of receipts; or

Please provide your views below:

This is the current system within SUK which works well

81  Consultation Question 73:

Please provide your views below:

Yes, costs of medical treatment including clinic costs, physiotherapy, antenatal clinics before or after birth, maternity clothing, additional food costs,

82  Consultation Question 74:

Please provide your views below:

Yes including taxi costs, travel associated with surrogacy, child care costs, domestic costs, fitness classes, weight loss classes, reflexology, massage,
acupuncture

83  Consultation Question 75:

Please provide your views below:

Yes get to know costs, surrogacy arrangement costs, counselling, legal advice, wills, life insurance, recuperation break.

84  Consultation Question 76: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay their
surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or self-employed).

Please provide your views below:

Yes agreed

85  Consultation Question 77:

Please provide your views below:

No, this could be open to abuse.



86  Consultation Question 78:

Please provide your views below:

N/a

87  Consultation Question 79:

Please provide your views below:

No this could create a commercialised system and could affect accessibility to surrogacy.

Please provide your views below:

No

a fixed fee set by the regulator (operating as a cap on the maximum payable), or

Please provide your views below:

I think that there should be a limit on the amount payable if this ground is introduced but that this payment is not mandatory, and can be agreed
between IPs and surrogates

88  Consultation Question 80: We invite consultees' views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay compensation to the
surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for
the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

This is currently provided with SUK through a life assurance policy

89  Consultation Question 81:

Please provide your views below:

Yes, gifts can be agreed between IPs and surrogates

90  Consultation Question 82:

It should not be possible for the intended parents to agree to pay a woman for the service of undertaking a surrogacy.

Please provide your views below:

This would create a commercialised system and many surrogates are opposed to this and would not participate in these circumstances

a fixed fee set by the regulator.

Please provide your views below:

no other payments;

Please provide any views below:

To keep the costs of surrogacy realistic and to ensure that there is not a significant profit for surrogates.

91  Consultation Question 83:

Please provide views below:

Yes agreed

to any miscarriage or termination; or

Please provide your views below:

92  Consultation Question 84: We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to surrogates should be the
same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. Do consultees
agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:



93  Consultation Question 85: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have not discussed which
they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

No

94  Consultation Question 86: We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that intended parents should
be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

None

95  Consultation Question 87:

Please provide your views below:

No

96  Consultation Question 88:

No

Please provide your views below:

It concerns me that the payment terms could be enforceable but the surrogate can object to the parental order, without reasonable grounds, or refuse to
pass the child to the IPs.

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 16: International Surrogacy Arrangements

97  Consultation Question 89: We invite overseas surrogates (or bodies representing or advocating for surrogates) to share with us their
experiences of international surrogacy arrangements.

Please provide your views below:

N/a

98  Consultation Question 90: We invite organisations focused on children’s rights and welfare in the international context to share with us
their views on our proposed reforms and consultation questions in this chapter.

Please provide your views below:

N/a

99  Consultation Question 91: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of their experience of applying to register a child born through
an international surrogacy arrangement as a British citizen and obtaining a passport for the child. In particular, we would be interested to hear
how long the application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have about causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

N/a

100  Consultation Question 92: We provisionally propose that it should be possible for a file to be opened, and the application process for
obtaining registration of a child born from an international surrogacy arrangement and obtaining a passport to begin, prior to the birth of the
child.Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

101  Consultation Question 93: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of applying for a visa for a
child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In particular, we would be interested to hear how long the application took after
the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:



N/a

102  Consultation Question 94:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Yes agreed

103  Consultation Question 95:We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process for applying for a EU
Uniform Format Form in respect of a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement, before the child is born. The application will
need to be completed after the birth of the child.Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

104  Consultation Question 96: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of applying for a EU Uniform
Format Form for a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In particular we would be interested to hear how long the
application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

N/a

105  Consultation Question 97: We provisionally propose that the UK Government should provide a single, comprehensive guide for intended
parents explaining the nationality and immigration consequences of having a child through an international surrogacy arrangement. Do
consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

106  Consultation Question 98: We provisionally propose that international surrogacy arrangements should not be eligible for the new
pathway to parenthood.Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

107  Consultation Question 99:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

108  Consultation Question 100:

Please provide your views below:

N/a

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 17: Miscellaneous Issues



109  Consultation Question 101: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current application of the law on statutory paternity leave, and
statutory paternity pay, to the situation of the surrogate’s spouse, civil partner or partner requires reform.

Please provide your views below:

No

110  Consultation Question 102: We provisionally propose that provision for maternity allowance should be made in respect of intended
parents, and that any such provision should be limited so that only one intended parent qualifies. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

111  Consultation Question 103:

Please provide your views below:

Yes IPs should have the same rights as a birth parents to attend these appointments.

112  Consultation Question 104: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the duty of employers to provide suitable facilities for any person at
work who is a pregnant woman or nursing mother to rest under Regulation 25 of the Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations 1992
is sufficient to include intended parents in a surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

Yes

113  Consultation Question 105: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are further issues in relation to employment rights and
surrogacy arrangements and, if so, any suggestions for reform.

Please provude your views below:

None

114  Consultation Question 106: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they believe any reforms in relation to surrogacy and succession
law are required.

Please provide your views below:

The surrogate child should be included under the definition of issue and a child under both the intestacy rules and the Will, once the parental order is
issued.

115  Consultation Question 107:

Please provide your views below:

It's important for all services to fully recognise the impact of the surrogacy agreement and to include or address all parties accordingly

Please provide your views below:

No

Please provide your views below:

Midwives should be fully aware of the terms of a surrogacy arrangement but ps should not be subject to any further checks or scrutiny than a usual
parent.

116  Consultation Question 108: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other legal issues in relation to surrogacy, not
covered in this Consultation Paper, that merit examination.

Please provide your views below:

No

Chapter 18: Impact

117  Consultation Question 109:

Please insert the year of birth here:



Not Answered

If international, in which country did the arrangement take place?:

Not Answered

Not Answered

118  Consultation Question 110:

Not Answered

Not Answered

Not Answered

Please provide the cost of any legal advice or representation below:

119  Consultation Question 111: We invite consultees’ views as to the impact (social, emotional, financial or otherwise) of the current law
where the intended parents are not the legal parents from birth of the child born of the surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

120  Consultation Question 112:

Please provide your views below:

£500 usually for each party for bloods and health screening. Screening is sometimes required several times during cycles not just as a one off test

Please provide your views below:

121  Consultation Question 113:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

122  Consultation Question 114:

Please provide your views below:

123  Consultation Question 115:

Please provide your views below:

Counselling and legal advice will add costs to the arrangement and can restrict accessibility if IPs are unable to afford these costs. IPs will need to fund
counselling for each of them and for the surrogates and legal advice for all parties

Please provide your views below:

124  Consultation Question 116:

domestic; or

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

About £20 on two IVF cycles through a private clinic, ancillary health screening, joining surrogacy organisations, surrogate's health screening and clinic
costs and two failed embryo transfers

Please provide your views below:

Savings and employment income.

125  Consultation Question 117: We invite consultees’ views as to the specific impact of our proposals in Northern Ireland.

Please provide your views below:

None



126  Consultation Question 118: We invite consultees’ views as to any other impact that we have not specifically addressed in this chapter, or
the preceding chapters, of this Consultation Paper.

Please provide your views below:

None
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Surrogacy Consultation Questions
Email the completed document to surrogacy@lawcommission.gov.uk before the deadline
of 11 October 2019.
About You
1. What is your name?

2. If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a
university), what is the name of your organisation?
n/a

3. Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your
organisation?
(Required – Choose one response)
This is a personal response

4. If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best
describes you?
(Choose one response)
Other individual
5. What is your email address?
Email address: 

If you enter your email address then you will automatically receive an acknowledgement
email when you submit your response.
6. What is your telephone number?
Telephone number: 

7. If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be
treated as confidential, please explain to us why you regard the information as confidential.
As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your explanation but
cannot give an assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances.

Consultation Question 1.
We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in England and Wales: 
all international surrogacy arrangements should continue to be automatically allocated to a
judge of the High Court; and
YES

International surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale, abuse and trafficking
of children and the exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights issues of the
utmost seriousness and so the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and
experienced judge. For this reason these cases should continue to be heard by a judge of
the High Court. 

mailto:surrogacy@lawcommission.gov.uk


if international surrogacy arrangements are not automatically allocated to a judge of the
High Court, circuit judges should be ticketed to hear such cases.
Paragraph 6.42

Consultation Question 2.
We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in respect of England and Wales 
(1) domestic surrogacy cases which continue to require a post-birth parental order should
continue to be heard by lay justices, or whether they should be allocated to another level of
the judiciary; and
(2) If consultees consider that such cases should be allocated to another level of the
judiciary, which level of the judiciary would be appropriate.
All surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale and trafficking of children and
the exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights issues of the utmost seriousness
and so the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. For this
reason these cases should NOT be heard by a lay judge but rather by a senior judge, e.g.
ticketed to circuit judges or higher.
Paragraph 6.51

Consultation Question 3.
We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the
current allocation rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation
Questions 1 and 2.

Paragraph 6.53

Consultation Question 4.
We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, the court should be placed under a
duty to consider whether to make an order awarding the intended parents parental
responsibility at the first directions hearing in the proceedings.
Do consultees agree?
(Note that this provisional proposal would be necessary only if our provisional proposal in
Chapter 8 that all intended parents (whether in the new pathway or not) automatically
acquire parental responsibility if the child is living with or being cared for by them is not
supported by consultees).
NO

The UN Special Rapporteur recommends* that all decisions involving legal parenthood
and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other
competent authority AFTER the birth and that the child’s best interests are the paramount
consideration. Nothing about the transfer of parental responsibility should be automatic
and all options should be open.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx
Paragraph 6.58

Consultation Question 5.
We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the FPR
2010 should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the
proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise. 
Do consultees agree?
YES
Paragraph 6.72

https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx


Consultation Question 6.
We invite consultees’ views as to whether they are of the view that, in Scotland: 
there is a need for greater consistency and clarity in provisions relating to the expenses of
curators ad litem and reporting officers and, if so, how this should be addressed;  
it should be provided by statute that, at the initial hearing or any subsequent hearing for a
parental order, the court may make any such interim order or orders for parental
responsibilities and parental rights as it sees fit; and/or
further procedural reform is needed and, if so, what that reform should be.

Paragraph 6.110

Consultation Question 7.
In respect of a domestic surrogacy arrangement, we provisionally propose that, before the
child is conceived, where the intended parents and surrogate have:
entered into an agreement including the prescribed information, which will include a
statement as to legal parenthood on birth,
complied with procedural safeguards for the agreement, and
met eligibility requirements,
on the birth of the child the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child,
subject to the surrogate’s right to object.
Do consultees agree?
NO

I vehemently disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s key
recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the Protection of Children and
Cooperation in respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. These require the birth mother to
have legal parenthood and parental responsibility when the child is born and that her
consent to giving up the child must be freely given AFTER the child's birth. I believe that
this important safeguard against the sale of children and the exploitation of birth mothers
should apply equally to surrogacy arrangements, in both an international and a domestic
context.

This proposal would set a very dangerous precedent for all women, all mothers, all
children and all of the implications need to be fully understood. There is no evidence in the
consultation paper that the law commissioners have considered these more general
implications fully, if at all.

I understand that the proposal to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ legal
parenthood at birth is based on (or justified by) in part at least the wishes expressed by
some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the consultation. I do not agree that these claimed wishes
alone justify measures that contravene the recommendations of the UN Special Rapporteur
and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to reduce the risk of the sale
and trafficking of children and to protect birth mothers.

Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to encourage or
condone a system that would require women to deliberately conceive and subsequently
give birth with the expectation that they would have little or no legal responsibility for the
child. The rights of the child must be prioritised regardless whether that is what some
‘surrogate’ mothers say they want or not.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx
Paragraph 8.13

Consultation Question 8.

https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx


We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations and licensed clinics
should be under a duty to keep a record of surrogacy arrangements under the new pathway
to which they are a party, with such records being retained for a specified minimum
period.
Do consultees agree?
OTHER

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy
organisations.

We invite consultees’ views as to what the length of that period should be: whether 100
years or another period.
Paragraph 8.14

Consultation Question 9.
We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes
should apply to traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated surrogacy
organisation is involved.
Do consultees agree?
OTHER

I profoundly disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations, because
they would inevitably lead to a normalising of surrogacy and an increase in its prevalence.
Paragraph 8.21

Consultation Question 10.
We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a
traditional, domestic surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from entering
into the new pathway.
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway.’ 
Paragraph 8.22

Consultation Question 11.
We provisionally propose that:
the surrogate should have the right to object to the acquisition of legal parenthood by the
intended parents, for a fixed period after the birth of the child; 
this right to object should operate by the surrogate making her objection in writing within a
defined period, with the objection being sent to both the intended parents and the body
responsible for the regulation of surrogacy; and
the defined period should be the applicable period for birth registration less one week.
Do consultees agree?
NO

I profoundly disagree with the proposal that the ‘intended parents’ should automatically
acquire legal parenthood at birth and that the birth mother has only a limited time to object.
This contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations,* including that the birth
mother is the legal parent at birth and that all decisions involving legal parenthood and
parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements are taken by a court or other competent
authority AFTER the birth, with the child’s best interests being the paramount
consideration.

The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is
to give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are
recognised as the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that



takes place in healthy human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant
blood loss leading to anaemia. After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of
recovering from major abdominal surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth
mother to make a calm and considered decision of such huge and life-changing
significance at such a time – not to mention following through with the practical
requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before the expiry of the
deadline.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx
Paragraph 8.35

Consultation Question 12.
We provisionally propose that, where the surrogate objects to the intended parents
acquiring legal parenthood within the period fixed after birth, the surrogacy arrangement
should no longer be able to proceed in the new pathway, with the result that:
the surrogate will be the legal parent of the child; 
if one of the intended parents would, under the current law, be a legal parent of the child,
then he or she will continue to be a legal parent in these circumstances; and
the intended parents would be able to make an application for a parental order to obtain
legal parenthood.
Do consultees agree?
OTHER

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly with the
‘intended parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother
objects. 

The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or
civil partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent change of legal
parenthood and parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent
authority AFTER the birth and with the child’s best interest being the paramount
consideration, in accordance with the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.*

The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is
to give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are
recognised as the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that
takes place in healthy human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant
blood loss leading to anaemia. After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of
recovering from major abdominal surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth
mother to make a calm and considered decision of such huge and life-changing
significance at such a time – not to mention following through with the practical
requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before the expiry of the
deadline.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx
Paragraph 8.36

Consultation Question 13.
We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway:
the intended parents should be required to make a declaration on registering the birth of the
child that they have no reason to believe that the surrogate has lacked capacity at any time
during the period in which she had the right to object to the intended parents acquiring
legal parenthood;
if the intended parents cannot provide this declaration then, during the period in which she
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has the right to object to the intended parents acquiring legal parenthood, the surrogate
should be able to provide a positive consent to such acquisition; and
if the intended parents are unable to make this declaration and the surrogate is unable to
provide the positive consent within the relevant period, the surrogacy arrangement should
exit the new pathway and the intended parents should be able to make an application for a
parental order.
Do consultees agree?
NO

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended
parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects. 

The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or
civil partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent change of legal
parenthood and parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent
authority AFTER the birth and with the child’s best interest being the paramount
consideration, in accordance with the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.*

The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is
to give the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are
recognised as the most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that
takes place in healthy human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant
blood loss leading to anaemia. After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of
recovering from major abdominal surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth
mother to make a calm and considered decision of such huge and life-changing
significance at such a time – not to mention following through with the practical
requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before the expiry of the
deadline.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx
Paragraph 8.37

Consultation Question 14.
We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway, the welfare of the child to be born as a
result of the surrogacy arrangement:
should be assessed in the way set out in Chapter 8 of the current Code of Practice;
either the regulated surrogacy organisation or regulated clinic, as appropriate, should be
responsible for ensuring that this procedure is followed; and
there should be no requirement for any welfare assessment of the child after his or her
birth.
Do consultees agree?

NO

I profoundly disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s
recommendation* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility
in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER
the birth and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration. A welfare
assessment is an absolute requirement if an informed decision is to be made about the
child’s best interest. Therefore a welfare assessment MUST be made after the child’s birth.

The pre-conception assessment would typically have been carried out more than a year
before the birth of the child. Much can change in that time. 

https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx


The justification that a welfare assessment after the birth of the child is not necessary
because parents of children born through the normal process are not subject to such checks
does not hold. Pregnancy, birth and the post-partum changes are intense physical and
existential experiences that change you and prime you to love and be sensitive to the new-
born child and rise to the challenge of the enormous task of raising him or her to
adulthood. For obvious reasons ‘intended parents’ do not have this advantage. 

In addition, pregnancy and childbirth are a huge investment of the birth mother’s physical,
physiological and emotional resources, which means she has already made a huge and
unquantifiable, nearly year-long, commitment to the child. This means her practical and
emotional commitment to the child is already well-developed, giving her the best chance
of surmounting all the difficulties that will inevitably arise over the course of the child’s
childhood and adolescence. 

The ‘intended parents’ have had no similar experience. The investment of financial
resources does not in any way prepare you for the practical reality of caring for a new-born
child and the long road of nurturing and shepherding him or her to adulthood.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx
Paragraph 8.51

Consultation Question 15.
We provisionally propose that, for a child born as a result of a surrogacy arrangement
under the new pathway, where the surrogate has exercised her right to object to the
intended parents’ acquisition of legal parenthood at birth, the surrogate’s spouse or civil
partner, if any, should not be a legal parent of the child.
Do consultees agree?
NO

I profoundly disagree with the ‘new pathway.’ 

There is a very real risk that spouses and partners will coerce women into being a
‘surrogate’ for financial gain. This risk is likely to increase if he or she does not have legal
parenthood or parental responsibility for any children born of the arrangement. This is
enough reason to reject this proposal.

However, it also represents a significant change in legal parenthood rules and would
therefore have an implication for all children, all families because it would set a precedent.
It should not be introduced without a full assessment of all the implications, including on
the rights of mothers and children. There is no evidence that the law commissioners have
carried out any such assessment.

We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in the case of a surrogacy arrangement outside
the new pathway, the surrogate’s spouse or civil partner should continue to be a legal
parent of the child born as a result of the arrangement.
YES

The normal legal parenthood rules should apply. This will reduce the risk of spouses and
partners coercing women into surrogacy for financial gain.
Paragraph 8.57

Consultation Question 16.
We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway, where a child born of a surrogacy
arrangement is stillborn:
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the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child unless the surrogate exercises
her right to object; and
the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being registered as the
parents before the expiry of the period of the right to object.
Do consultees agree?
NO

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended
parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects.
The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should not
change if the child is stillborn.

We provisionally propose that, outside the new pathway, where a child born of a surrogacy
arrangement is stillborn, the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents
being registered as the parents before the expiry of the period allowed for the registration
of the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a declaration to the effect that
the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the
stillbirth.
Do consultees agree?
NO

I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the birth parents in
this situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and
this should not change if the child is stillborn and the registration should accurately reflect
this.
Paragraph 8.77

Consultation Question 17.
We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway,
where the child dies before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able
to consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents before the expiry of the
period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have
made a declaration to the effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order
are satisfied, on registration of the birth.
Do consultees agree?
NO

I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in
this situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and if
the child dies before the parental order, the registration of birth should accurately reflect
that the birth mother was the legal parent.
Paragraph 8.79

Consultation Question 18.
For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to
whether, where the surrogate dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during
which she can exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the new
pathway and the intended parents should be required to make an application for a parental
order.
OTHER

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.
Paragraph 8.80



Consultation Question 19.
We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, where
both intended parents die during the surrogate’s pregnancy, the intended parents should be
registered as the child’s parents on birth, subject to the surrogate not exercising her right to
object within the defined period.
Do consultees agree?
NO

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with the
deceased ‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in this situation. The birth
mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and the registration of birth
should accurately reflect this.

We invite consultees’ views as to whether, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new
pathway, where both intended parents die during the surrogate’s pregnancy or before a
parental order is made:
it should be competent for an application to be made, by a person who claims an interest
under section 11(3)(a) of the Children (Scotland) Act 1995, or who would be permitted to
apply for an order under section 8 of the Children Act 1989:
for an order for appointment as guardian of the child, and
for a parental order in the name of the intended parents, subject to the surrogate’s consent;
or
the surrogate should be registered as the child’s mother and it should not be possible for
the intended parents to be registered as the child’s parents, but that there should be a
procedure for the surrogate to provide details of the intended parents, and, if relevant,
gamete donors, for entry onto the register of surrogacy arrangements.
The intended parents should NOT be registered as the child’s parents if they are already
deceased – so option (2) is preferable.
Paragraph 8.81

Consultation Question 20.
We provisionally propose that, where an application is made for a parental order by a sole
applicant under section 54A:
the applicant should have to make a declaration that it was always intended that there
would only be a single applicant for a parental order in respect of the child concerned or to
supply the name and contact details of the other intended parent; 
if details of another intended parent are supplied, a provision should be made for notice to
be given to the potential second intended parent of the application and an opportunity
given to that party to provide notice of opposition within a brief period (of, say, 14 to 21
days); and
if the second intended parent gives notice of his or her intention to oppose, he or she
should be required to make his or her own application within a brief period (say 14 days),
otherwise the application of the first intended parent will be determined by the court.
Do consultees agree?
YES
Paragraph 8.86

Consultation Question 21.
We invite consultees’ views as to:
a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases; and
how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this model.
I profoundly oppose a three-parent model of legal parenthood, even if it is temporary. The
birth mother should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood
and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other



competent authority AFTER the birth of the child with the best interests of the child being
the paramount consideration, as recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.*

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx
Paragraph 8.91

Consultation Question 22.
We invite consultees’ views: 
as to whether there should be any additional oversight in the new pathway that we have
proposed, leading to the acquisition of legal parenthood by the intended parents at birth;
and
if so, as to whether should this oversight be:
administrative, or
judicial.
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should
be the legal parent and have parental responsibility at birth and all decisions involving
legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by
a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child based on the best
interests of the child, as recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.*

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx
Paragraph 8.93

Consultation Question 23.
In respect of England and Wales, we invite consultees’ views as to:
whether the welfare checklist, contained in section 1(3) of the Children Act 1989, should
be amended to provide for the court to have regard to additional specific factors in the
situation where it is considering the arrangements for a child in the context of a dispute
about a surrogacy arrangement; and
if so, as to what those additional factors should be.
The child’s best interests should drive all decisions about the child in the event of a dispute
about a surrogacy arrangement. The welfare checklist provides a comprehensive summary
of the issues to be considered and is adequate as it is, and conforms to the UN Special
Rapporteur’s recommendation* that the child’s best interest is the paramount
consideration. I therefore do not believe any other factors should be added.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 
Paragraph 8.120

Consultation Question 24.
In respect of England and Wales, we invite consultees’ views:
as to whether the checklist, contained in section 1(4) of the ACA 2002 (as applied and
modified by regulation 2 and paragraph 1 of Schedule 1 of the 2018 Regulations) should
be further amended to provide for the court to have regard to additional specific factors in
the situation where it is considering whether to make a parental order; and
what those additional factors should be.
The child’s best interests should drive all decisions when considering whether to make a
parental order. The welfare checklist provides a comprehensive summary of the issues to
be considered and is adequate as it is, and it conforms to UN Special Rapporteur’s
recommendation* that the child’s best interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore
do not believe any other factors should be added.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx
Paragraph 8.121
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Consultation Question 25.
We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be
amended to add the intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section 8
order without leave.
NO

There are real risks of the sale and trafficking of children and of exploitation of the birth
mother and her reproductive capacities in all surrogacy arrangements. The court should
therefore always have oversight of the arrangements. I am also concerned that there should
be no liberalisation of the law on surrogacy because of the potential human rights abuses
involved. I do not believe that ‘intended parents’ should be added to the list of those who
can apply for a section 8 order without leave.
Paragraph 8.123

Consultation Question 26.
We provisionally propose that, where a child is born as a result of a surrogacy arrangement
outside the new pathway, the intended parents should acquire parental responsibility
automatically where:
the child is living with them or being cared for by them; and 
they intend to apply for a parental order.
Do consultees agree?
NO

I profoundly disagree with this proposal. The birth mother should be the legal parent at
birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy
arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of
the child, as recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur* in order to reduce the risk of
the sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive
capacities.

I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental
responsibility is based on (or justified by) the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’
mothers prior to the consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify measures that
contravene recommendations of the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the
Hague Convention that are designed to reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of
children. 

Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a
system that would require women to give birth with the expectation that they would have
no legal responsibility for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights
of the child must be prioritised regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they
wish.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx
Paragraph 8.132

Consultation Question 27.
We provisionally propose that, where a child is born as a result of a surrogacy arrangement
in the new pathway:
the intended parents should acquire parental responsibility on the birth of the child; and
if the surrogate exercises her right to object, the intended parents should continue to have
parental responsibility for the child where the child is living with, or being cared for by,
them, and they intend to apply for a parental order. 

https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx


Do consultees agree?
NO

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the
‘intended parents’ should acquire parentage or parental responsibility automatically. The
birth mother should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood
and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other
competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, with the child’s best interest the
paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and
has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation
of women and their reproductive capacities.

I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental
responsibility is based on (or justified by) the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’
mothers prior to the consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify a measure that
contravenes recommendations of the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the
Hague Convention that are designed to reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of
children. 

Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a
system that would require women to give birth with the expectation that they would have
no responsibility for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the
child must be prioritised regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx
Paragraph 8.134

Consultation Question 28.
We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the
surrogate should retain parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the
arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right to
object, assuming that she does not exercise her right to object.
Do consultees agree?
OTHER

I agree that the birth mother should have parental responsibility for the child but NOT that
the ‘intended parents’ should get automatic legal parenthood and parental responsibility.

All decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy
arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of
the child, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the
recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the
sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their women’s
reproductive capacities.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx
Paragraph 8.139

Consultation Question 29.
For all surrogacy arrangements, we invite consultees’ views as to: 
whether there is a need for any restriction to be placed on the exercise of parental
responsibility by either the surrogate (or other legal parent), or the intended parents, during
the period in which parental responsibility is shared; and
whether it should operate to restrict the exercise of parental responsibility by the party not
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caring for the child or with whom the child is not living.
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should
have legal parenthood and parental responsibility at and after the birth and all subsequent
decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility should be taken by a court
or other competent authority, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration.
This is the recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing
the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their
reproductive capacities.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx
Paragraph 8.140

Consultation Question 30.
We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the
scope of the new pathway.
Do consultees agree?
OTHER

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.
Paragraph 9.29

Consultation Question 31.
We invite the views of independent surrogates, and intended parents who have used
independent surrogacy arrangements, to tell us about their experience. In particular, we
would be interested to hear about any health screening, counselling and legal advice that
took place.
N/A
Paragraph 9.35

Consultation Question 32.
We invite consultees’ views as to whether independent surrogacy arrangements should be
brought within the scope of the new pathway.
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and
contradicts binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first optional protocol.

We invite consultees’ views as to how independent surrogacy arrangements might be
brought within the scope of the new pathway.
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and
contradicts binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first optional protocol.
Paragraph 9.36

Consultation Question 33.
We provisionally propose that:
there should be regulated surrogacy organisations; 
NO

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider
surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

there should be no requirement for a regulated surrogacy organisation to take a particular
form; and
OTHER

https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx


I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider
surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

each surrogacy organisation should be required to appoint an individual responsible for
ensuring that the organisation complies with regulation.
Do consultees agree? 
OTHER

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider
surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.
Paragraph 9.61

Consultation Question 34.
We provisionally propose that the person responsible must be responsible for:
representing the organisation to, and liaising with, the regulator;
managing the regulated surrogacy organisation with sufficient care, competence and skill;
ensuring the compliance of the organisation with relevant law and regulation, including the
creation, maintenance and operation of necessary policies and procedures;
training any staff, including that of the person responsible; and
providing data to the regulator and to such other person as required by law.
Do consultees agree?
LEAVE ALL CHECK BOXES BLANK (i.e. none of the above)

I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider
surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

We invite consultees to identify any other responsibilities which a responsible individual
should have.
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider
surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.

We invite consultees’ views as to what experience, skills and qualifications a person
responsible for a surrogacy organisation should have.
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider
surrogacy to be a violation of the human rights of both women and children.
Paragraph 9.62

Consultation Question 35.
We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit
making bodies.
Do consultees agree?
OTHER

I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would
sanction surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and
children, and would drive an increase in surrogacy. Even if surrogacy organisations are
non-profit making, they will inevitably be driven by commercial imperatives (for example,
to cover costs, salaries, etc.) and will need to continuously seek new business and to
convince or coerce more women to act as ‘surrogates.’



Deriving income from surrogacy is abhorrent and, given the parallels between surrogacy
and prostitution, is a potential violation of Article 6 of CEDAW, which prohibits third-
parties profiting or otherwise benefiting from the prostitution of women.
Paragraph 9.84

Consultation Question 36.
We invite consultees’ views as to what should be included in the definition of matching
and facilitation services.
I disagree with organisations being able to provide matching and facilitation services,
because that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I consider a violation
of the human rights of both women and children.
Paragraph 9.94

Consultation Question 37.
We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to
offer matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new
pathway.
Do consultees agree?
OTHER

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated
surrogacy organisations or any other organisations being able to provide matching and
facilitation services for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an
increase in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and
children.
 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should
be able to offer matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements
outside the new pathway.
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated
surrogacy organisations or any other organisations being able to provide matching and
facilitation services for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an
increase in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and
children.
Paragraph 9.95

Consultation Question 38.
We invite consultees’ views as to the sanctions that should be available against
organisations that offer matching and facilitation services without being regulated to do so,
and whether these should be criminal, civil or regulatory.
I do not accept that matching and facilitation services should be allowed – regardless who
they are provided by – because they would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy,
which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. Offering
such services should be a criminal offence.
Paragraph 9.97

Consultation Question 39.
We provisionally propose that the remit of the Human Fertilisation and Embryology
Authority be expanded to include the regulation of regulated surrogacy organisations, and
oversight of compliance with the proposed legal requirements for the new pathway to legal
parenthood.
Do consultees agree?
OTHER



I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would
sanction surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and
children, and would drive an increase in surrogacy. 

If consultees agree, we invite their views as to how the Authority’s Code of Practice
should apply to regulated surrogacy organisations, including which additional or new areas
of regulation should be applied.
Paragraph 9.117

Consultation Question 40.
We provisionally propose that surrogacy agreements should remain unenforceable (subject
to the exception we provisionally propose in Consultation Question 88 in relation to
financial terms). 
Do consultees agree?
YES
Paragraph 9.129

Consultation Question 41.
We provisionally propose that there should be no prohibition against charging for
negotiating, facilitating and advising on surrogacy arrangements.
Do consultees agree?
NO

I VEHEMENTLY disagree with this proposal and the opening up of surrogacy in this
country, because I consider it a violation of the human rights of both women and the child.
The idea of organisations charging to facilitate it is utterly abhorrent and violates the spirit,
if not the letter, of Article 6 of CEDAW, given the parallels between surrogacy and
prostitution. Article 6 prohibits the exploitation of the prostitution of women – which
includes deriving any form of benefit from women’s prostitution.
Paragraph 9.135

Consultation Question 42.
We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy
should be removed, with the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything
that can lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements.
Do consultees agree?
NO

I VEHEMENTLY disagree with removing the current ban on advertising in respect of
surrogacy. Surrogacy is a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and
enabling advertising sites (and other ‘service’ organisations) to financially benefit from it
is abhorrent.

At this time of increasing poverty and inequality, it would be unethical to promote the idea
that being a ‘surrogate’ mother would be a solution to an impoverished woman’s financial
problems. If this proposal is implemented, Facebook and Google are likely present
surrogacy ads to female students and young women suggesting that becoming a ‘surrogate’
would provide the solution to their financial worries. The most disadvantaged young
women would be the most vulnerable to this idea and it is doubtful it would ever truly be
in her best interest.

Just as we protect disadvantaged people from the temptation of selling their kidneys for
money, we need to protect disadvantaged women from the temptation of renting their



wombs. This means that advertising of surrogacy MUST remain banned.
Paragraph 9.145

Consultation Question 43.
We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, where the making of a parental
order in respect of a child born of a surrogacy arrangement has been recorded in the
Parental Order Register, the child should be able to access his or her original birth
certificate at the age of 18.
Do consultees agree?
YES
Paragraph 10.80

Consultation Question 44.
We provisionally propose that where children are born of surrogacy arrangements that
result in the intended parents being recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full
form of that certificate should make clear that the birth was the result of a surrogacy
arrangement.
Do consultees agree?
OTHER

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the
‘intended parents’ should be recorded as parents on the original birth certificate. The birth
mother should be recorded as the birth mother on the birth certificate and all decisions
involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility should be taken after the birth by a
court or other competent authority, with the child’s best interest the paramount
consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim
of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women
and their reproductive capacities.

However, if the ‘intended parents’ are recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full
form of the certificate should make clear that the birth was the result of a surrogacy
arrangement.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx
Paragraph 10.85

Consultation Question 45.
We invite consultees’ views as to whether the birth registration system in England and
Wales requires reform and, if so, which reforms they would like to see.
I do not consider the birth registration system to be in need for reform. I am particularly
opposed to changes to allow for the registration of three parents or for anyone other than
the birth mother to be recorded as the mother on the original birth certificate. Such
proposals could lead to the facilitation of the sale of children and an erosion of mothers’
rights and a diluting of the understanding that the relationship between the birth mother
and the child is unique.
Paragraph 10.87

Consultation Question 46.
We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has
been the subject of a parental order should be able to access all the documents contained in
the court’s file for those parental order proceedings.
Do consultees agree?
YES
Paragraph 10.89

https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx


Consultation Question 47.
We provisionally propose that a national register of surrogacy arrangements should be
created to record the identity of the intended parents, the surrogate and the gamete donors.
Do consultees agree?
YES

We provisionally propose that:
the register should be maintained by the Authority;
the register should record information for all surrogacy arrangements, whether in or
outside the new pathway, provided that the information about who has contributed gametes
for the conception of the child has been medically verified, and that the information should
include:
identifying information about all the parties to the surrogacy arrangement, and
non-identifying information about those who have contributed gametes to the conception
of the child; and
to facilitate the record of this information, the application form/petition for a parental order
should record full information about a child’s genetic heritage where available and
established by DNA or medical evidence, recording the use of an anonymous gamete
donor if that applies.
Do consultees agree?
OTHER

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy
organisations. However, should surrogacy take place, it is important that the children have
access to information about their origins and these proposals seem generally sound, except
that the information held on gamete donors should also include identifying information –
because otherwise it trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the right to know
her or his genetic parentage.
Paragraph 10.102

Consultation Question 48.
We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate
and the intended parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy
arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy arrangement.
I agree but with the proviso that all the information should be identifying – because
otherwise it trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the right to know her or
his genetic parentage.
Paragraph 10.104

Consultation Question 49.
We provisionally propose that a child born of a surrogacy arrangement should be able to
access the information recorded in the register from the age of 18 for identifying
information, and 16 for non-identifying information (if such information is included on the
register), provided that he or she has been given a suitable opportunity to receive
counselling about the implications of compliance with this request.
Do consultees agree?
YES

We invite consultees’ views as to whether a child under the age of 18 or 16 (depending on
whether the information is identifying or non-identifying respectively) should be able to
access the information in the register and, if so, in which circumstances:
where his or her legal parents have consented;
if he or she has received counselling and the counsellor judges that he or she is sufficiently



mature to receive this information; and/or
in any other circumstances.
I agree with (1) and (2) and believe there might be other circumstances where this is
reasonable.
Paragraph 10.110

Consultation Question 50.
We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any provision for those born of a
surrogacy arrangement to make a request for information to disclose whether a person
whom he or she is intending to marry, or with whom he or she intends to enter into a civil
partnership or intimate physical relationship, was carried by the same surrogate.
YES, this should be possible.
Paragraph 10.114

Consultation Question 51.
We provisionally propose that where two people are born to, and genetically related
through, the same surrogate, they should be able to access the register to identify each
other, if they both wish to do so.
Do consultees agree?
YES

We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be provision to allow people born
to the same surrogate – but who are not genetically related – to access the register to
identify each other, if they both wish to do so.
YES, I agree.
Paragraph 10.121

Consultation Question 52.
We invite consultees’ views as to whether provision should be made to allow a person
carried by a surrogate, and the surrogate’s own child, to access the register to identify each
other, if they both wish to do so:
if they are genetically related through the surrogate; and/or
if they are not genetically related through the surrogate.
YES to both (1) and (2)
Paragraph 10.123

Consultation Question 53.
For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to
whether details of an intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental
order should be recorded in the register.
The intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be
recorded in the register.
Paragraph 10.128

Consultation Question 54.
We provisionally propose that the six month time limits in sections 54 and 54A of the
HFEA 2008 for making a parental order application should be abolished.
Do consultees agree?
NO

The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain
circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child.
Paragraph 11.20



Consultation Question 55.
We provisionally propose that:
the current circumstances in which the consent of the surrogate (and any other legal parent)
is not required, namely where a person cannot be found or is incapable of giving
agreement, should continue to be available;
NO 

I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk
of child trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s wombs. An adoption order
can be considered as an option when a parental order is not possible.

the court should have the power to dispense with the consent of the surrogate, and any
other legal parent of the child, in the following circumstances:
where the child is living with the intended parents, with the consent of the surrogate and
any other legal parent, or
following a determination by the court that the child should live with the intended parents;
and
the court’s power to dispense with consent should be subject to the paramount
consideration of the child’s welfare throughout his or her life guided by the factors set out
in section 1 of the Adoption and Children Act 2002 and, in Scotland, in line with the
section 14(3) of the Adoption and Children (Scotland) Act 2007.
Do consultees agree?
NO

I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk
of child trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s wombs. An adoption order
can be considered as an option when a parental order is not possible.
Paragraph 11.58

Consultation Question 56.
We provisionally propose that, both for a parental order and in the new pathway, the
intended parents or one of the intended parents must be domiciled or habitually resident in
the UK, Channel Islands or Isle of Man.
Do consultees agree? 
NO

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The ‘intended parents’
should be domiciled (and not simply habitually resident) in the UK in order to avoid
surrogacy tourism.

We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any additional conditions
imposed on the test of habitual residence, for example, a qualifying period of habitual
residence required to satisfy the test.
I profoundly disagree with opening up parental orders to ‘intended parents’ who are
habitual residents but not domiciled in the UK – because of the risk of surrogacy tourism.
Paragraph 12.15

Consultation Question 57.
We invite consultees’ views on whether:
the qualifying categories of relationship in section 54(2) of the HFEA 2008 should be
reformed and, if so, how; or
the requirement should be removed, subject to two persons who are within the prohibited
degrees of relationship being prevented from applying.
The qualifying categories of relationship should not be reformed or removed.



Paragraph 12.29

Consultation Question 58.
We provisionally propose that to use the new pathway, intended parents should be required
to make a declaration in the surrogacy agreement that they intend for the child’s home to
be with them.
Do consultees agree?
OTHER

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
Paragraph 12.34

Consultation Question 59.
We provisionally propose that the new pathway – 
should not impose a requirement that the intended parent, or one of the intended parents,
provide gametes for the conception of the child, so that double donation of gametes is
permitted, but
that double donation should only be permitted in cases of medical necessity, meaning that
there is not an intended parent who is able to provide a gamete due to infertility.
Do consultees agree?
NO

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic link
should be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’

We invite consultees’ views as to whether double donation should be permitted under the
parental order pathway (to the same extent that it may be permitted in the new pathway) in
domestic surrogacy arrangements. 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and all other proposals that
are likely to result in an increase in surrogacy. I therefore do not believe that double
donation should be permitted under the parental order pathway in domestic surrogacy
arrangements. 

We provisionally propose that the requirement that the intended parent or one of the
intended parents contribute gametes to the conception of the child in the parental order
pathway should be retained in international surrogacy arrangements.
Do consultees agree?
YES
Paragraph 12.64

Consultation Question 60.
We provisionally propose that if the requirement for a genetic link is retained for domestic
cases outside the new pathway, the requirement should not apply, subject to medical
necessity, if the court determines that the intended parents in good faith began the
surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway but were required to apply for a parental order.
Do consultees agree?
NO

I fundamentally disagree with proposals to introduce the ‘new pathway’ and believe the
genetic link should be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’
Paragraph 12.71

Consultation Question 61.
We provisionally propose that if double donation is permitted only in cases of medical



necessity, an exception should be made to allow a parental order to be granted to a single
parent without a genetic link where the intended parent’s former partner provides gametes
but the intended parents’ relationship breaks down before the grant of a parental order.
Do consultees agree?
NO

I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’
Paragraph 12.76

Consultation Question 62.
We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that a surrogacy
arrangement has been used because of medical necessity:
for cases under the new pathway to parenthood; and/or
for cases where a post-birth parental order application is made.
I oppose surrogacy and believe that it is a fundamental violation of women’s and
children’s rights and that it should therefore be banned. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a
‘medical necessity.’ 

We invite consultees’ views as to how a test of medical necessity for surrogacy, if it is
introduced, should be defined and assessed.
I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’
Paragraph 12.94

Consultation Question 63.
We provisionally propose that in order to use the new pathway to parenthood, information
identifying the child’s genetic parents and the surrogate must be provided for entry on the
national register of surrogacy agreements prior to registration of the child’s birth.
Do consultees agree? 
OTHER

I profoundly oppose the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. However, I support the
requirement in any surrogacy arrangements for the recording of the identity of all genetic
parents and the birth mother.

We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be a condition for an application for a
parental order that:
those who contributed gametes are entered on the national register of surrogacy
agreements; and/or
if it remains a requirement that one of the intended parents provided gametes in the
conception of the child, that the genetic link is demonstrated to the court with medical or
DNA evidence.
While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, I support this condition for a parental
order in the circumstances described in both (1) and (2).

We provisionally propose that it should be a condition for the application of a parental
order that the identity of the surrogate is entered on the national register of surrogacy
agreements.
Do consultees agree?
YES

While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, if it happens, I support this provision.
Paragraph 12.115

Consultation Question 64.



We provisionally propose that there should be no maximum age limit for the grant of a
parental order. The age of the intended parents should continue to be taken into account in
the assessment of the welfare of the child in applications to grant a parental order. 
Do consultees agree?
NO

I am opposed to surrogacy and would like to see it banned, because it is a violation of both
women’s and children’s human rights. 

Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and
society and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good health until the child
reaches adulthood. Surrogacy is therefore particularly unethical when the ‘intended
parents’ are old. If surrogacy is to be opened up, a maximum age limit for ‘intended
parents’ is imperative. This will make it clear that society does not condone older people
entering a surrogacy arrangement and will make it less likely that older people will go
ahead with such an arrangement and present the court with a fait accompli.

Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be
understood as society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement up to that age but not
beyond. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully.

We invite consultees’ views as to whether under the new pathway there should be a
maximum age limit for intended parents, and if so, what it should be.
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is
to be allowed, there should be a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ and it should be
45.

Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and
society and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good health until the child
reaches adulthood. I am opposed to surrogacy per se, because it is a violation of both
women’s and children’s human rights. However, it is particularly unethical when the
‘intended parents’ are old. I therefore consider that a maximum age limit for ‘intended
parents’ is important. This will make it clear that society does not consider it acceptable for
older people to enter into a surrogacy arrangement and will make it less likely that they
will.

Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be
understood as society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement up to that age. It is
therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 

We provisionally propose that intended parents should be required to be at least 18 years
old at the time that they enter into a surrogacy agreement under the new pathway.
Do consultees agree?
OTHER

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is
to be allowed, there should be a minimum age for ‘intended parents’ and it should be much
older than 18. I suggest that 25 would be more appropriate.

Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be
understood as society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement at that age. It is
therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. What kind of society would want
18-year olds to believe that it would be reasonable for them to become ‘parents’ through a
surrogacy arrangement – before they have taken even their first steps into independence



and adulthood?
Paragraph 12.133

Consultation Question 65.
We provisionally propose that surrogates should be required to be at least 18 years of age
(at the time of conception), in order for the court to have the power to make a parental
order.
Do consultees agree?
OTHER

I am opposed to surrogacy per se and would like to see it banned, because I consider it a
violation of both women’s and children’s human rights. 

At 18 a woman is barely out of childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish
herself as an adult. This means that she is particularly vulnerable to coercion and
manipulation. There should be a significantly older minimum age for entering into a
surrogacy arrangement and I suggest that 25 years would be more appropriate.

Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society
sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very
carefully. What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a
surrogacy arrangement is a reasonable thing for them to be doing before they have taken
even their first steps into independence and adulthood? 

We provisionally propose that surrogates should be required to be at least 18 years old at
the time of entering into the surrogacy agreement within the new pathway.
Do consultees agree?
OTHER

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for a ‘new pathway’. At 18 a woman is barely out
of childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish herself as an adult. This means
that she is particularly vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There should be a
significantly older minimum age for entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I suggest
that 25 years would be more appropriate.

Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society
sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very
carefully. What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a
surrogacy arrangement is a reasonable thing for them to be doing before they have taken
even their first steps into independence and adulthood? 
Paragraph 12.144

Consultation Question 66.
We provisionally propose that medical testing of the surrogate, any partner of the
surrogate, and any intended parent providing gametes should be required for the new
pathway.
Do consultees agree?
OTHER

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

We invite consultees’ views as to whether the types of testing set out in the Code of
Practice are feasible for traditional surrogacy arrangements outside a licensed clinic, and if
not, which types of testing should be required for such arrangements.



Paragraph 13.16

Consultation Question 67.
We provisionally propose that, as a condition of being eligible for entry into the new
pathway:
the surrogate, her spouse, civil partner or partner (if any) and the intended parents
intending to enter into a surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway should be required to
attend counselling with regard to the implications of entering into that arrangement; and
the implications counselling should be provided by a counsellor who meets the
requirements set out in the Code of Practice at paragraphs 2.14 to 2.15.
Do consultees agree?
OTHER

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.
Paragraph 13.44

Consultation Question 68.
We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that the
surrogate and the intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect of the
law and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is signed.
Do consultees agree?
OTHER

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.
Paragraph 13.65

Consultation Question 69.
We provisionally propose that, as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway:
(1) an enhanced criminal record certificate should be obtained for intended parents,
surrogates and any spouses, civil partners or partners of surrogates; 
(2) the body overseeing the surrogate arrangement should not enable a surrogate
arrangement to be proceed under the new pathway where a person screened is unsuitable
for having being convicted of, or received a police caution for, any offence appearing on a
prescribed list of offences; and 
(3) the body overseeing the surrogacy arrangement may also determine that a person is
unsuitable based on the information provided in the enhanced record certificate. 
Do consultees agree?
OTHER

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

We invite consultees’ views as to whether the list of offences that applies in the case of
adoption is appropriate in the case of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway.
OTHER

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.
Paragraph 13.73

Consultation Question 70.
We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the surrogate
has previously given birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.
OTHER



I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’.

Society should not condone women who have never had a child of their own entering an
arrangement to undergo pregnancy and childbirth for someone else. It is impossible to
understand what pregnancy and childbirth are like and how they will change you until or
unless you have had that experience yourself.
Paragraph 13.95

Consultation Question 71.
We provisionally propose that there should not be a maximum number of surrogate
pregnancies that a woman can undertake as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.
Do consultees agree?
NO

I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’.

Society should not condone women undergoing multiple ‘surrogate’ pregnancies and
childbirths. Even the Kennel Club recognises that female dogs should not be allowed to
undertake more than four pregnancies. It is abhorrent that female dogs have better
protections than women would have under this proposal.
Paragraph 13.99

Consultation Question 72.
We invite consultees’ views as to whether payment of costs by the intended parents to the
surrogate should be able to be:
based on an allowance; 
based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, but without the need for production of
receipts; or
based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, and only on production of receipts.
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive
functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an
international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both
women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the
most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in
surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual
essential costs, backed up by receipts.
Paragraph 15.16

Consultation Question 73.
We invite consultees’ views as to:
whether intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate essential costs relating to the
pregnancy; and
the types of expenditure which should be considered “essential”.  
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive
functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an
international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both
women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the



most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in
surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above the
actual essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and
vitamins, and travel to medical appointments – backed up by receipts.
Paragraph 15.22

Consultation Question 74.
We invite consultees’ views as to:
whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate additional
costs relating to the pregnancy; and
the types of expenditure which should be considered additional, rather than essential.  
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive
functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an
international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both
women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the
most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in
surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above the
actual essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and
vitamins, and travel to medical appointments – backed up by receipts.
Paragraph 15.26

Consultation Question 75.
We invite consultees’ views as to: 
whether intended parents should be permitted to pay all costs that arise from entering into
a surrogacy arrangement, and those unique to a surrogate pregnancy; and
the types of cost which should be included within this category.
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive
functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an
international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both
women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the
most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in
surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual
essential costs, backed up by receipts.
Paragraph 15.29

Consultation Question 76.
We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be
able to pay their surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or
self-employed).
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive
functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an



international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both
women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the
most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in
surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual
essential costs, backed up by receipts.

I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost
earnings.
Paragraph 15.37

Consultation Question 77.
We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be
able to pay their surrogate either or both of the following lost potential earnings:
her lost employment-related potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 15.35 above);
and/or
other lost potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 15.36 above).
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive
functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an
international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both
women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the
most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in
surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual
essential costs, backed up by receipts.

I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost
earnings.
Paragraph 15.38

Consultation Question 78.
We invite consultees to share their experiences: 
of the impact that payments received by a surrogate from the intended parents has had on
the surrogate’s entitlement to means-tested social welfare benefits; and
where a surrogacy arrangement has had an impact on the surrogate’s entitlement to means-
tested social welfare benefits, how that has been addressed in their surrogacy arrangement.
N/A
Paragraph 15.47

Consultation Question 79.
We invite consultees’ views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay
compensation to the surrogate for the following:
pain and inconvenience arising from the pregnancy and childbirth;
medical treatments relating to the surrogacy, including payments for each insemination or
embryo transfer; and/or
 specified complications, including hyperemesis gravidarum, pre-eclampsia, an ectopic



pregnancy, miscarriage, termination, caesarean birth, excessive haemorrhaging, perineal
tearing, removal of fallopian tubes or ovaries or a hysterectomy.
It is absurd to propose that one could place a monetary value on the pain of adverse
pregnancy outcomes. In putting a price tag on perineal tear for example, some mothers
report little pain or symptoms, others have profound ongoing fear of vaginal penetration,
which can result in very significant emotional and relationship difficulties. Infection may
complicate healing, and some women report long term sequelae from this, such as
impaired wound healing. 

Haematology conditions should also be considered. Blood loss, for example due to
placental haemorrhage can be very significant, and potentially result in emergency
hysterectomy and blood transfusion to save the life of the mother. It is a fact that although
blood is thoroughly screened in the UK there still remains the potential for blood borne
illnesses to be transmitted, and the fact that some of these may not have been identified yet
by researchers is also a real risk to a mother receiving transfusion. Persons who have had a
blood transfusion are currently unable to donate blood themselves in the UK, due to the
risk of (vCJD) transmission. This is an indication of the gravity of receiving blood
products. 

No medical intervention is EVER risk free. Receiving multiple blood products in the
context of Massive Transfusion Protocol (eg platelets, Fresh Frozen Plasma,
cryoprecipitate) only heighten those risks. 

Conditions such as HELLP (Haemolysis, Elevated Liver enzymes, Low Platelets) can be
fatal, and although the maternal mortality rate is low, it can have significant sequelae,
including renal failure potentially requiring dialysis, placental abruption (potentially fatal
for mother and baby) permanent liver damage and retinal detachment resulting in visual
impairment. 

Each of these conditions have long term consequences for a woman, psychologically,
physically and emotionally, and may also affect her ability to return to work or care for
other children. 

Also, the late complications of childbirth have been disregarded. Late consequences of
childbirth can include vaginal or rectal prolapse, urinary and faecal incontinence. Women
who have had a C section may experience ongoing pain around the scar. Some sources
quote this as affecting between 6 and 18 percent of women. These symptoms can be
profoundly distressing, and may take years to present (conversely, may present
immediately).

How could we ensure that women suffering these complications are compensated? They
are multifactorial, and risk increases with instrumented delivery and parity. How would it
be proposed to unpick the role of a surrogate pregnancy in causing these symptoms in
relation to other risk factors, for example parity, smoking history, personal medical
history?

Psychiatric conditions are also absent from this list. Complications including depression
and anxiety may be worsened by pregnancy. Other mental health conditions such as post
natal depression and post partum psychosis can be fatal, and impact on a woman’s health
for many years to come. I’m quite shocked that none of these conditions have been
explicitly mentioned and it does make me wonder how the list of complications was
created. I’d also like to know what level of haemorrhage would be considered “excessive”.

The wording of the question “should” be able to pay compensation is not the same as being



mandated to do so. This potentially creates a situation where some “luckier” women would
receive compensation others would not.

All of the above illustrates the risks of surrogacy and confirms my support for a total ban
on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other matters in respect of which
intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate compensation.
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive
functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an
international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both
women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the
most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in
surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether the level of compensation payable should be:
a fixed fee set by the regulator (operating as a cap on the maximum payable), or 
left to the parties to negotiate.  
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive
functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an
international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both
women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the
most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in
surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.
Paragraph 15.53

Consultation Question 80.
We invite consultees views’ as to whether intended parents should be able to pay
compensation to the surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the
surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for the surrogate.
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive
functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an
international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both
women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the
most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in
surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual
essential costs, backed up by receipts.

This question illustrates the risks of surrogacy and why I oppose it. 
Paragraph 15.56



Consultation Question 81.
We invite consultees’ views as to whether: 
intended parents should be able to buy gifts for the surrogate; and
if so, specific provision should be made for these gifts to be modest or reasonable in
nature.
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive
functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an
international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both
women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the
most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in
surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual
essential costs, backed up by receipts.

I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to give the birth mother gifts.
Paragraph 15.60

Consultation Question 82.
We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be possible for the intended parents to
agree to pay a woman for the service of undertaking a surrogacy.
It should not be possible for the intended parents to agree to pay a woman for the service
of undertaking a surrogacy. (check box)

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive
functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an
international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both
women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the
most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in
surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual
essential costs, backed up by receipts.

I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her
‘services’.

We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay
a woman for the service of undertaking surrogacy, whether that the fee should be:
any sum agreed between the parties to the surrogacy; or
a fixed fee set by the regulator.
Leave both check boxes blank.

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive
functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an
international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both
women and children.



There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the
most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in
surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual
essential costs, backed up by receipts.

I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her
‘services’.

We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay
a woman a fixed fee for the service of undertaking surrogacy, what, if any, other payments
the law should permit, in addition to that fixed fee:
no other payments;
essential costs relating to the pregnancy;
additional costs relating to the pregnancy;
lost earnings;
compensation for pain and inconvenience, medical treatment and complications, and the
death of the surrogate; and/or
gifts.
Leave all check boxes blank.

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive
functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an
international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both
women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the
most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in
surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual
essential costs, backed up by receipts.

I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to make any type of fee or
payment to the birth mother for her ‘services’.
Paragraph 15.69

Consultation Question 83.
We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be possible for any payment the law
permits the intended parents to pay the surrogate for her services to be reduced in the event
of a miscarriage or termination of the pregnancy.
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive
functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an
international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both
women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the
most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in
surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is



accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual
essential costs, backed up by receipts.

This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for
their ‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of surrogacy.

We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if the law permits a fee payable to the surrogate
to be able to be reduced in the event of a miscarriage or termination, whether such
provision should apply:
in the first trimester of pregnancy only;
to any miscarriage or termination; or
some other period of time (please specify).  
Leave all check boxes blank.

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive
functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an
international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both
women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the
most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in
surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual
essential costs, backed up by receipts.

This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for
their ‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of surrogacy.
Paragraph 15.72

Consultation Question 84.
We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to
surrogates should be the same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to
parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order.
Do consultees agree?
OTHER

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive
functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an
international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both
women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the
most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in
surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I am opposed to the ‘new pathway’ but consider that regardless of the surrogacy
arrangement being used, the only payments that should ever be made are essential and
basic expenses for which receipts are provided.
Paragraph 15.74

Consultation Question 85.
We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have not



discussed which they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive
functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an
international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both
women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the
most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in
surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual
essential costs, backed up by receipts.
Paragraph 15.75

Consultation Question 86.
We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that
intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive
functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an
international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both
women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the
most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in
surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual
essential costs, backed up by receipts.
Paragraph 15.76

Consultation Question 87.
We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are specific methods of enforcing
limitations that are placed on payments to surrogates that we should consider as part of our
review:
for cases within the new pathway to parenthood; and 
for cases where a parental order is made after the birth of the baby.
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive
functions, commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an
international prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both
women and children.

There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the
most essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in
surrogacy when it is not in their best interests.

The only payments that should be made are essential and basic expenses and for which
receipts are provided. The judge or other competent authority should closely monitor all
financial aspects of the arrangement (in line with the UN Special Rapporteur’s
recommendations*) and refuse the parental order when payments have exceeded basic
expenses. If it is not a judge overseeing the arrangements, the competent authority should
be totally independent and not, for example, an agency (or ‘regulated surrogacy
organisation’) that has been involved in the arrangements in any way.



* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx
Paragraph 15.89

Consultation Question 88.
We provisionally propose that financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into under
the new pathway to parenthood should be enforceable by the surrogate.
Do consultees agree?
OTHER

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.

We provisionally propose that if the financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into
under the new pathway become enforceable, the ability to do so should not be dependent
on the surrogate complying with any terms of the agreement relating to her lifestyle.
Do consultees agree?
OTHER

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The idea that a ‘surrogacy
agreement’ could place restrictions on the birth mother’s lifestyle is utterly abhorrent.
Paragraph 15.99

Consultation Question 89.
We invite overseas surrogates (or bodies representing or advocating for surrogates) to
share with us their experiences f international surrogacy arrangements.
N/A
Paragraph 16.10

Consultation Question 90.
We invite organisations focused on children’s rights and welfare in the international
context to share with us their views on our proposed reforms and consultation questions in
this chapter.
N/A
Paragraph 16.12

Consultation Question 91.
We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of their experience of applying to register
a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement as a British citizen and
obtaining a passport for the child. In particular, we would be interested to hear how long
the application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have about
causes of delays in the process.
N/A
Paragraph 16.52

Consultation Question 92.
We provisionally propose that it should be possible for a file to be opened, and the
application process for obtaining registration of a child born from an international
surrogacy arrangement and obtaining a passport to begin, prior to the birth of the child.
Do consultees agree?
NO

Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and
a passport in international surrogacy arrangements appears to contradict the UN Special
Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling and

https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx


trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore
strongly disagree with this proposal.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx
Paragraph 16.53

Consultation Question 93.
We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of
applying for a visa for a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In
particular, we would be interested to hear how long the application took after the birth of
the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process.
N/A
Paragraph 16.68

Consultation Question 94.
We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process
for applying for a visa in respect of a child born through an international surrogacy
arrangement, before the child is born. The application will need to be completed after the
birth of the child, and the issue of a passport in the child’s country of birth.
Do consultees agree?
NO

Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and
a passport before the child is born in international surrogacy arrangements appears to
contradict the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect
against the selling and trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth
mother. I therefore strongly disagree with this proposal.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

We provisionally propose that the current provision made for the grant of a visa outside of
the Immigration Rules where the intended parents are not the legal parents of the child
under nationality law should be brought within the Rules.
Do consultees agree?
NO

We provisionally propose that: 
(1) the grant of a visa should not be dependent on the child breaking links with the
surrogate; or 
(2) that this condition should be clarified to ensure that it does not prevent the child having
contact, and an on-going relationship, with the surrogate.
Do consultees agree?
YES

We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current requirement for the grant of a visa
outside the Rules that the intended parents must apply for a parental order within six
months of the child’s birth should be removed (regardless of whether the availability of the
visa is brought within the Rules), if our provisional proposal to remove the time limit on
applications for parental orders is accepted.
NO

The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain
circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child.
Paragraph 16.69

https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx
https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx


Consultation Question 95.
We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process
for applying for a EU Uniform Format Form in respect of a child born through an
international surrogacy arrangement, before the child is born. The application will need to
be completed after the birth of the child.
Do consultees agree?
NO

Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for an EU Uniform Format
Form for the child before she or he is born in international surrogacy arrangements appears
to contradict the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect
against the selling and trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth
mother. I therefore strongly disagree with this proposal.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx
Paragraph 16.76

Consultation Question 96.
We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of
applying for a EU Uniform Format Form for a child born through an international
surrogacy arrangement. In particular we would be interested to hear how long the
application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes
of delays in the process.
N/A
Paragraph 16.77

Consultation Question 97.
We provisionally propose that the UK Government should provide a single,
comprehensive guide for intended parents explaining the nationality and immigration
consequences of having a child through an international surrogacy arrangement. 
Do consultees agree?
OTHER

I agree with such a guide, but would like to see it explaining the reasons why surrogacy is
a violation of the human rights of women and children and all the other ways in which it is
possible for people to enjoy children in their lives.
Paragraph 16.82

Consultation Question 98.
We provisionally propose that international surrogacy arrangements should not be eligible
for the new pathway to parenthood.
Do consultees agree?
OTHER

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.
Paragraph 16.93

Consultation Question 99.
We provisionally propose that: 
the Secretary of State should have the power to provide that the intended parents of
children born through international surrogacy arrangements, who are recognised as the
legal parents of the child in the country of the child’s birth, should also be recognised as
the child’s legal parents in the UK, without it being necessary for the intended parents to

https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx


apply for a parental order, but
before exercising the power, the Secretary of State should be required to be satisfied that
the domestic law and practice in the country in question provides protection against the
exploitation of surrogates, and for the welfare of the child, that is at least equivalent to that
provided in UK law.
Do consultees agree?
NO

I do not see how this proposal for such a blanket power would align with the UN Special
Rapporteur’s key recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the Protection of
Children and Cooperation in respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. The latter requires
the birth mother to have legal parenthood and parental responsibility when the child is born
and that her consent to giving up the child must be given AFTER the child's birth and that
the transfer of ‘parenthood’ should be overseen by the courts or a competent authority on
an individual case by case basis, with the best interests of the child being the paramount
consideration. This is an important safeguard against the sale of children and for the
protection of the birth mother and I believe it should apply equally to international
surrogacy arrangements. I therefore strongly disagree with this proposal.

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx
Paragraph 16.94

Consultation Question 100.
We invite consultees to tell us of their experience of surrogacy arrangements in the UK
involving foreign intended parents.
N/A

We invite consultees’ views as to whether:
any restriction is necessary on the removal of a child from the UK for the purpose of the
child becoming the subject of a parental order, or its equivalent, in another jurisdiction;
and
if such a restriction is necessary, there should be a process allowing foreign intended
parents to remove the child from the jurisdiction of the UK for this purpose and with the
approval of the court and, if so, what form should that process take.
Restrictions and checks MUST be in place to protect the child and the birth mother from
trafficking and exploitation. The process should include the same checks as would be used
in an international adoption.
Paragraph 16.120

Consultation Question 101.
We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current application of the law on statutory
paternity leave, and statutory paternity pay, to the situation of the surrogate’s spouse, civil
partner or partner requires reform.
I do not believe this needs changing.
Paragraph 17.18

Consultation Question 102.
We provisionally propose that provision for maternity allowance should be made in respect
of intended parents, and that any such provision should be limited so that only one
intended parent qualifies. 
Do consultees agree?
NO
Paragraph 17.32

https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx


Consultation Question 103.
We invite consultees’ views as to:
whether there is a need for reform in respect of the right of intended parents to take time
off work before the birth of the child, whether for the purpose of induced lactation, ante-
natal appointments or any other reason; and 
if reform is needed, suggestions on reform.
I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which
is a human rights abuse of both women and children. 
Paragraph 17.36

Consultation Question 104.
We invite consultees’ views as to whether the duty of employers to provide suitable
facilities for any person at work who is a pregnant woman or nursing mother to rest under
Regulation 25 of the Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations 1992 is
sufficient to include intended parents in a surrogacy arrangement.
I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which
is a human rights abuse of both women and children.
Paragraph 17.40

Consultation Question 105.
We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are further issues in relation to
employment rights and surrogacy arrangements and, if so, any suggestions for reform.
I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which
is a human rights abuse of both women and children
Paragraph 17.43

Consultation Question 106.
We invite consultees’ views as to whether they believe any reforms in relation to surrogacy
and succession law are required.
I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which
is a human rights abuse of both women and children
Paragraph 17.56

Consultation Question 107.
We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any issues in how surrogacy
arrangements are dealt with by the health services, and whether there are reforms to law or
practice that consultees would like to see in this area.
It is important that all health and care professionals are aware that surrogacy agreements
are not legally binding and that ‘intended parents’ have no legal right to override the birth
mother’s wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or medical and health care,
including during pregnancy, labour and childbirth. Even if she has previously agreed to
them sharing decisions and being informed on these matters, she can withdraw her consent
at any time for any or no reason. All professionals involved in her care are duty-bound to
comply with her wishes.

All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being
coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or more persons, including her
spouse or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can
still be present in so-called altruistic surrogacy arrangements.

Surrogacy arrangements place additional and complicated pressures on healthcare staff and
this could reduce the standard of impartial care given to birth mothers and new-borns –
especially when the ‘intended parents’ are entitled, rich or of high status. This itself is a
valid reason to be extremely cautious about making changes that will increase the numbers



of surrogacy births.

It is generally recognised that egg donation and IVF pregnancies carry additional health
risks. As most surrogacy pregnancies involve IVF, any increase in surrogacy is likely to
lead to additional pressure on the NHS. 

Adoption research suggests that the separation of the new-born and the birth mother has
long-term negative effects on the well-being of both of them. This is likely to be the same
for birth mothers and babies in surrogacy arrangements and so can be expected to place
additional long-term pressures on the NHS and society as a whole. This has not been
considered and there are no questions about this.

An increase in surrogacy will require an increase in egg donation, which is a risky
procedure that can have a long-term negative impact on the woman’s health, including
premature death. Ethical issues abound. Young women might be coerced by financial
pressures to donate eggs when this isn’t in their best interests and there are worries about
eugenics – where egg donors are selected on the basis of blonde hair, blue eyes and
stereotypical measures of ‘attractiveness’ for example.

The law commissioners do not appear to have considered the likely impact of any of these
issues. There is no question about people’s thoughts about the NHS picking up the tab for
the extra costs involved in surrogacy and whether this affects their opinions on surrogacy
itself. There appears to have been no evaluation of the size of the additional costs to the
NHS and society.

At a time when the NHS is under severe strain, and life changing therapies (for cancer,
cystic fibrosis etc) are not funded due to financial constraints it is a slap in the face to
provide money for prospective parents to indulge their parenting fantasies while denying
patients access to drugs which are standard of care in other counties.

We invite consultees’ views as to any additions or revisions that they would like to see
made to the guidance published by the Department for Health and Social Care for England
and Wales.
The guidance should be revised to clarify that surrogacy agreements are not legally
binding and that the birth mother has the right to change her mind at any time, for any or
no reason. Healthcare professionals must accept that her wishes are paramount and that the
‘intended parents’ have no legal right to override her wishes or decisions in regards to her
lifestyle or medical and health care, including during pregnancy, labour, childbirth and the
postpartum period.

All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being
coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or more persons, including her
spouse or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can
still be present in so-called altruistic surrogacy arrangements.

The guidance should make it clear that healthcare professionals should be even more alert
than normal to the possibility that she is being coerced and to ensure that they can speak to
her alone, including during labour, and that if she changes her mind about who is present
in consultations, and the labour ward/delivery suite, they must respect her wishes.

We invite consultees’ views as to how midwifery practice may better accommodate
surrogacy arrangements, in particular with regard to safeguarding issues.
It is important that midwifery practice always prioritises the wishes of the birth mother and
the wellbeing of herself and the child.



Paragraph 17.76

Consultation Question 108.
We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other legal issues in relation to
surrogacy, not covered in this Consultation Paper, that merit examination.
It is of considerable concern that the law commissioners appear to have given no
consideration to the significant risk that women will be coerced into agreeing to participate
in surrogacy arrangements for someone else’s benefit. This can be true in ‘altruistic’
surrogacy but is even more likely if substantial payments are involved.

It is well-known that women and girls are groomed and/or coerced into prostitution by
partners and ‘boyfriends’ who act as their pimp and take all or much of their earnings. This
is a major route by which many women enter prostitution and is a major factor in
preventing their exit. There is no reason to expect that the same dynamics will not occur in
relation to surrogacy if it is opened up and provides opportunities to make significant
amounts of money.

If the law commissioners’ proposals are enacted, there must therefore also be legislation
that prohibits coercing a woman into a surrogacy arrangement. This should be a criminal
offence and carry a hefty penalty – in recognition that it is a human rights violation and so
that it acts as a deterrent. That such a law would be difficult to enforce just adds to the
arguments for why paid surrogacy is a bad idea – and especially for women.

It would be far better to simply ban all surrogacy arrangements – or at the very least any
payments beyond basic and essential expenses backed by receipts and overseen by a judge.
Paragraph 17.80

Consultation Question 109.
We invite consultees who are intended parents, live in the UK, and have entered into a
surrogacy arrangement that led to the birth of a child to tell us:
when the child was born;
whether the arrangement was domestic or international and, if international, in which
country the arrangement took place;
whether the arrangement led to the making of a parental order in the UK; and
whether they are a:
opposite-sex couple;
male same-sex couple;
female same-sex couple;
single woman; or
single man.
N/A
Paragraph 18.2

Consultation Question 110.
We invite consultees who have experience of applying for a parental order in the UK to tell
us:
whether the surrogacy arrangement was domestic or international;
whether they had legal advice before the making of the parental order;
whether they were represented by a lawyer in court; and
the cost of any legal advice or representation.
N/A
Paragraph 18.4

Consultation Question 111.



We invite consultees’ views as to the impact (social, emotional, financial or otherwise) of
the current law where the intended parents are not the legal parents from birth of the child
born of the surrogacy arrangement.
Paragraph 18.6

Consultation Question 112.
We invite consultees to tell us what they have paid for, or to provide evidence about the
cost of:
medical screening; and
implications counselling
(where possible separating out the cost of such screening, tests or implications counselling
from any other costs involved with fertility treatment).
N/A

We invite legal consultees, who advise on surrogacy and parental order proceedings, to
provide evidence of what they would charge:
to provide advice sufficient to meet the proposed requirement for independent legal advice
discussed in Chapter 13; and
to draft, advise on and negotiate the written surrogacy agreement required for the new
pathway.
N/A
Paragraph 18.8

Consultation Question 113.
We invite consultees to tell us of the impact of:
the current requirement of a genetic link; and
any removal of this requirement in cases of medical necessity:
in the new pathway;
in the parental order route for domestic surrogacy arrangements; or
in both situations.

Paragraph 18.11

Consultation Question 114.
We invite consultees who consider that they might be able to fulfil the role of the
independent professional discussed in Chapter 9 to tell us:
their profession; and 
what they would charge to provide such a service.
N/A
Paragraph 18.13

Consultation Question 115.
We invite consultees who are intended parents to give us their views on the impact of our
proposals for reform on their ability to enter into surrogacy arrangements and, in
particular:
if particular proposals will increase accessibility, and why; and
if particular proposals will restrict accessibility, and why.
N/A
We invite consultees who are surrogates to give us their views on the impact of our
proposals for reform on their ability to enter into surrogacy arrangements and, in
particular:
if particular proposals will increase accessibility, and why; and
if particular proposals will restrict accessibility, and why.
N/A



Paragraph 18.15

Consultation Question 116.
We ask consultees who are intended parents to tell us:
whether the surrogacy arrangement was domestic or international;
what they spent, in total, on the surrogacy arrangement(s) that led to the birth of their
child(ren), including the cost of fertility treatment, payments to the surrogate and payments
to any surrogacy agency or organisation;
how they raised the funds for the surrogacy arrangement(s);
what they spent on any fertility treatment prior to entering into a surrogacy arrangement
(where that treatment did not lead to the birth of a child); and
how they raised the funds for the fertility treatment.
N/A
Paragraph 18.18

Consultation Question 117.
We invite consultees’ views as to the specific impact of our proposals in Northern Ireland.

Paragraph 18.20

Consultation Question 118.
We invite consultees’ views as to any other impact that we have not specifically addressed
in this chapter, or the preceding chapters, of this paper.
It seems that before the law commissioners designed this consultation, they had already
decided that surrogacy is a positive thing and so legislation should enable it. This may be
explained by a limited ‘pre-consultation’ mainly focusing on people who already had a
vested interest in surrogacy – ‘intended parents,’ women who claim to have had a positive
experience of surrogacy, and lawyers and other organisations who stand to make money
from commercial surrogacy if it is given the green light.

It seems that the law commissioners did not consider women as a group to be key
stakeholders in this endeavour. This is a major error, because just as all women are
affected by the institution of prostitution, so all women will be affected by any opening up
of commercial surrogacy in this country.

It could even be argued that one of the key drivers of commercial surrogacy is a desire by
men to break the legal and cultural recognition of the unique bond between birth mother
and child – and indeed the proposals to make the ‘intended parents’ the legal parents from
the moment of birth are a major step in this direction, and are likely to have a significant
impact down the line – potentially affecting the status of all women. 

Paid surrogacy opens up enormous potential for abuse and risks spouses, partners and
other family members coercing a woman into engaging in commercial surrogacy for their
(and not her) financial benefit. This will be a potential risk for thousands of women, which
appears to have been completely overlooked by the law commissioners.

UK and Scottish Law Commissions are obliged to comply with the Public Sector Equality
Duty (PSED) when carrying out public functions, such as this consultation. There doesn’t
appear to be any evidence they have done so, because they have not provided their equality
considerations and impact assessments. As surrogacy has a very different impact on
women and children than on adult males, we believe the law commissioners are in breach
of equality legislation.

The Equality and Human Rights Commission describes the obligations under the PSED to



have due regard to the need to:

Eliminate unlawful discrimination, harassment and victimisation and other conduct
prohibited by the Act.
Advance equality of opportunity between people who share a protected characteristic and
those who do not.
Foster good relations between people who share a protected characteristic and those who
do not.

There are many ways in which opening up surrogacy in the UK is likely to worsen
women’s position relative to men’s, and the relationship between the sexes. Any loosening
of the laws around surrogacy could therefore be considered discriminatory. Surrogacy is
also likely to have an impact on the relations between the different generations. Imagine
the rage that young people may feel when they discover that their ‘parents’ not only
bought them but took advantage of their birth mothers.

It is of major concern that the law commissioners’ ethical arguments hinge on ideas that
are not based on any recognised human rights instruments – such as the idea that
‘procreative liberty’ confers some kind of human right to surrogacy and the idea that a
woman has a human right to be a ‘surrogate.’ These arguments do not hold up to scrutiny
and have been clearly rejected by the UN Special Rapporteur.*

It is shocking that the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ violate many of the
recommendations of the UN Special Rapporteur that are designed to guard against the sale
of children and the exploitation of birth mothers, including:

The birth mother must be accorded the status of legal mother at birth, and must be under
no contractual or legal obligation to participate in the legal or physical transfer of the child.
All payments to the birth mother must be made before the legal and physical transfer of the
child and must be non-reimbursable – even if she decides not to relinquish the child.
The birth mother’s choice to transfer the child “must be a gratuitous act, based on her own
post-birth intentions, rather than on any legal or contractual obligation.”
Pre-conception checks, while encouraged, cannot take the place of appropriate welfare
checks after the birth of the child.
Decisions about parentage and parental responsibility must be made by a court or other
competent authority on an individual basis after the birth with the best interests of the child
being paramount.

The consultation is confusing and it does not conform to the government’s consultation
guidelines. There are too many questions, they are too detailed and do not ask the
important high-level questions – such as whether you think surrogacy can ever be ethical,
etc. 

For all these reasons, the law commissioners should go back to the drawing board and start
again from the position of women’s and children’s human rights. If it is found that there is
no way to liberalise surrogacy law that is compliant with obligations under international
treaties such as CEDAW and the UNCRC and its first optional protocol, then the law must
not be liberalised. 

* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx

Paragraph 18.22

https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx
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Response ID ANON-2V7F-Y8VD-G

Submitted to The Law Commissions' Consultation on Surrogacy
Submitted on 2019-10-08 21:40:36

About you

1  What is your name?

Name:

2  If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a university), what is the name of your organisation?

Enter the name of your organisation:

Surrogacy UK

3  Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your organisation?

This is a personal response

If other, please provide details:

4  If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best describes you?

Surrogate

5  What is your email address?

Email address:

6  What is your telephone number?

Telephone number:

7  If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be treated as confidential, please explain to us why you
regard the information as confidential. As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your explanation but cannot give an
assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances.

Please explain why you wish the information that you will provide to us to be treated as confidential:

Chapter 6: The parental order procedure

8  Consultation Question 1:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

9  Consultation Question 2:

Please provide your views below:

10  Consultation Question 3: We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the current allocation
rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation Questions 1 and 2.

Please provide your views below:

11  Consultation Question 4:

Yes

Please provide your views below:



12  Consultation Question 5: We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the Family Procedure Rules 2010
should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise.
Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

13  Consultation Question 6:

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 8: Legal Parenthood: Proposals for Reform - A New Pathway

14  Consultation Question 7:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

15  Consultation Question 8:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

100 years; or

Please provide your views below:

16  Consultation Question 9: We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes should apply to
traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated surrogacy organisation is involved.Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

17  Consultation Question 10: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a traditional, domestic
surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from entering into the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

18  Consultation Question 11:

Other

Please provide your views below:

Grounds for objection should be confined to concerns as to the well-being and best interests of the child rather than the wishes of the surrogate

19  Consultation Question 12:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

20  Consultation Question 13:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

21  Consultation Question 14:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

22  Consultation Question 15:

Yes



Please provide your views below:

No

Please share your views below:

My husband is the legal parent currently of the surrogate child I gave birth to 6 weeks ago. He is not nor never will be this child’s father and it is not
appropriate that he is responsible for the child in any way.

23  Consultation Question 16:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

24  Consultation Question 17: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, where the child dies
before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents
before the expiry of the period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a declaration to the
effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the birth.Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

25  Consultation Question 18: For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether, where the surrogate
dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during which she can exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the
new pathway and the intended parents should be required to make an application for a parental order.

Please provide your views below:

My view is that the new pathway should apply

26  Consultation Question 19:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

27  Consultation Question 20:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

28  Consultation Question 21: We invite consultees’ views as to: (1) a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases;
and (2) how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this model.

Please provide your views below:

29  Consultation Question 22:

Please provide your views below:

30  Consultation Question 23:

Please provide your views below:

31  Consultation Question 24:

Please provide your views below:

32  Consultation Question 25: We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be amended to add the
intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section 8 order without leave.

Please provide your views below:



33  Consultation Question 26:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

34  Consultation Question 27:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

35  Consultation Question 28: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the surrogate should retain
parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right
to object, assuming that she does not exercise her right to object.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

I am a surrogate and do not want to bear any responsibility for the child after they are born.

36  Consultation Question 29:

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 9: The Regulation of Surrogacy Arrangements

37  Consultation Question 30: We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the scope of the new
pathway.Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

38  Consultation Question 31: We invite the views of independent surrogates, and intended parents who have used independent surrogacy
arrangements, to tell us about their experience. In particular, we would be interested to hear about any health screening, counselling and
legal advice that took place.

Please provide your views below:

39  Consultation Question 32:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

40  Consultation Question 33:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Other

Please provide your views below:

Whilst a particular form should not be mandated, I believe a not for profit principle should be enforced (although the form - CiC, QUANGO, charity etc) is
less important

Yes

Please provide your views below:

41  Consultation Question 34:

representing the organisation to, and liaising with, the regulator;, managing the regulated surrogacy organisation with sufficient care, competence and
skill;, ensuring the compliance of the organisation with relevant law and regulation, including the creation, maintenance and operation of necessary
policies and procedures;, training any staff, including that of the person responsible; and, providing data to the regulator and to such other person as
required by law.



Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

42  Consultation Question 35: We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit making bodies. Do
consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

43  Consultation Question 36: We invite consultees’ views as to what should be included in the definition of matching and facilitation services.

Please provide your views below:

44  Consultation Question 37: We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer matching and
facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

45  Consultation Question 37: We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer
matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

Yes - to safeguard all parties eg by ensuring appropriate legal advice and counselling is offered and to protect vulnerable parties from given the nature of
the arrangement gives rise to vulnerabilities on both sides

46  Consultation Question 38: We invite consultees’ views as to the sanctions that should be available against organisations that offer
matching and facilitation services without being regulated to do so, and whether these should be criminal, civil or regulatory.

Please provide your views below:

Criminal sanctions would be the most effective deterrent to stop unregulated agencies from operating

47  Consultation Question 39: We provisionally propose that the remit of the Human Fertilisation and Embryology Authority be expanded to
include the regulation of regulated surrogacy organisations, and oversight of compliance with the proposed legal requirements for the new
pathway to legal parenthood. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

48  Consultation Question 40: We provisionally propose that surrogacy agreements should remain unenforceable (subject to the exception we
provisionally propose in Consultation Question 88 in relation to financial terms). Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

49  Consultation Question 41: We provisionally propose that there should be no prohibition against charging for negotiating, facilitating and
advising on surrogacy arrangements. Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

50  Consultation Question 42: We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy should be removed, with
the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything that can lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. Do
consultees agree?

Other

Please provide your views below:



Whilst the ban should be removed, the regulator should ensure advertising meets appropriate standards/principles eg is not targeted at vulnerable
groups

Chapter 10: Children's Access to Information About Surrogacy Arrangements

51  Consultation Question 43: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, where the making of a parental order in respect of a child
born of a surrogacy arrangement has been recorded in the Parental Order Register, the child should be able to access his or her original birth
certificate at the age of 18. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

52  Consultation Question 44: We provisionally propose that where children are born of surrogacy arrangements that result in the intended
parents being recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of that certificate should make clear that the birth was the result of a
surrogacy arrangement. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

53  Consultation Question 45: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the birth registration system in England and Wales requires reform
and, if so, which reforms they would like to see.

Please provide your views below:

54  Consultation Question 46: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has been the subject of a
parental order should be able to access all the documents contained in the court’s file for those parental order proceedings.Do consultees
agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

55  Consultation Question 47:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

56  Consultation Question 48: We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate and the intended
parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy
arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

57  Consultation Question 49:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

58  Consultation Question 50: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any provision for those born of a surrogacy
arrangement to make a request for information to disclose whether a person whom he or she is intending to marry, or with whom he or she
intends to enter into a civil partnership or intimate physical relationship, was carried by the same surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

59  Consultation Question 51:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:



60  Consultation Question 52:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

61  Consultation Question 53: For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether details of an
intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded in the register.

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 11: Eligibility Criteria for a Parental Order

62  Consultation Question 54: We provisionally propose that the six month time limits in sections 54 and 54A of the HFEA 2008 for making a
parental order application should be abolished. Do consultees agree?

Please provide your views below:

63  Consultation Question 55:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 12: Eligibility Criteria for Both a Parental Order and for the New Pathway

64  Consultation Question 56:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

65  Consultation Question 57:

Please provide your views below:

66  Consultation Question 58: We provisionally propose that to use the new pathway, intended parents should be required to make a
declaration in the surrogacy agreement that they intend for the child’s home to be with them. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide views below:

67  Consultation Question 59:

Not Answered

Please provide views below:

Please provide views below:

Not Answered

Please provide views below:

68  Consultation Question 60: We provisionally propose that if the requirement for a genetic link is retained for domestic cases outside the
new pathway, the requirement should not apply, subject to medical necessity, if the court determines that the intended parents in good faith
began the surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway but were required to apply for a parental order. Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

69  Consultation Question 61: We provisionally propose that if double donation is permitted only in cases of medical necessity, an exception 
should be made to allow a parental order to be granted to a single parent without a genetic link where the intended parent’s former partner



provides gametes but the intended parents’ relationship breaks down before the grant of a parental order. Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide views below:

70  Consultation Question 62:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

71  Consultation Question 63:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

72  Consultation Question 64:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

73  Consultation Question 65:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 13: Eligibility Criteria for the New Pathway

74  Consultation Question 66:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

75  Consultation Question 67:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

76  Consultation Question 68: We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that the surrogate and the
intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect of the law and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is
signed. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

A number of approved legal advice providers overseen by the regulator might be a good way to ensure advice is up to date, comprehensive and provided
for a fixed and reasonable fee



77  Consultation Question 69:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

78  Consultation Question 70: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the surrogate has previously given
birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

This should not be a requirement. Physical risks and emotional considerations can be appropriately explored though counselling.

79  Consultation Question 71: We provisionally propose that there should not be a maximum number of surrogate pregnancies that a woman
can undertake as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 15: Payments to the Surrogate: Options for Reform

80  Consultation Question 72:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

81  Consultation Question 73:

Please provide your views below:

Essential costs include maternity clothing, toiletries, lost income whilst attending appointments or on maternity leave, transport costs to medical
appointments. These should be covered by IPs

82  Consultation Question 74:

Please provide your views below:

Additional rather than essential costs eg paying for a cleaner should be covered if discussed and agreed by all parties upfront

83  Consultation Question 75:

Please provide your views below:

84  Consultation Question 76: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay their
surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or self-employed).

Please provide your views below:

Yes the surrogate should not be out of pocket. Others eg lawyers actively profit from surrogacy. The surrogate should not be worse off while others profit
from the arrangement.

85  Consultation Question 77:

Please provide your views below:

86  Consultation Question 78:

Please provide your views below:

87  Consultation Question 79:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

a fixed fee set by the regulator (operating as a cap on the maximum payable), or

Please provide your views below:



I don’t believe that there should be compensation but if so this should definitely be set by the regulator as otherwise we move very quickly into a heavily
commercial market which I believe is unethical

88  Consultation Question 80: We invite consultees' views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay compensation to the
surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for
the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

Yes but via life insurance to a fixed sum not through a direct lump sum. Life insurance to commence prior to trying to conceive and terminate 6 months
post birth

89  Consultation Question 81:

Please provide your views below:

Yes but we need to define modest and reasonable probably in monetary terms to prevent any “gifts” from really being a form of compensation.

90  Consultation Question 82:

It should not be possible for the intended parents to agree to pay a woman for the service of undertaking a surrogacy.

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide any views below:

91  Consultation Question 83:

Please provide views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

92  Consultation Question 84: We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to surrogates should be the
same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. Do consultees
agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

93  Consultation Question 85: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have not discussed which
they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

94  Consultation Question 86: We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that intended parents should
be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

95  Consultation Question 87:

Please provide your views below:

96  Consultation Question 88:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 17: Miscellaneous Issues



109  Consultation Question 101: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current application of the law on statutory paternity leave, and
statutory paternity pay, to the situation of the surrogate’s spouse, civil partner or partner requires reform.

Please provide your views below:

110  Consultation Question 102: We provisionally propose that provision for maternity allowance should be made in respect of intended
parents, and that any such provision should be limited so that only one intended parent qualifies. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

111  Consultation Question 103:

Please provide your views below:

Yes IPs should be able to commence maternity leave prior to birth to enable them to prepare for the baby’s arrival and be close to the surrogate in order
to be present at the birth

112  Consultation Question 104: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the duty of employers to provide suitable facilities for any person at
work who is a pregnant woman or nursing mother to rest under Regulation 25 of the Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations 1992
is sufficient to include intended parents in a surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

113  Consultation Question 105: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are further issues in relation to employment rights and
surrogacy arrangements and, if so, any suggestions for reform.

Please provude your views below:

114  Consultation Question 106: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they believe any reforms in relation to surrogacy and succession
law are required.

Please provide your views below:

115  Consultation Question 107:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

116  Consultation Question 108: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other legal issues in relation to surrogacy, not
covered in this Consultation Paper, that merit examination.

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 18: Impact

117  Consultation Question 109:

Please insert the year of birth here:

Not Answered

If international, in which country did the arrangement take place?:

Not Answered

Not Answered

118  Consultation Question 110:

Not Answered

Not Answered

Not Answered

Please provide the cost of any legal advice or representation below:



119  Consultation Question 111: We invite consultees’ views as to the impact (social, emotional, financial or otherwise) of the current law
where the intended parents are not the legal parents from birth of the child born of the surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

120  Consultation Question 112:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

121  Consultation Question 113:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

122  Consultation Question 114:

Please provide your views below:

123  Consultation Question 115:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

124  Consultation Question 116:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

125  Consultation Question 117: We invite consultees’ views as to the specific impact of our proposals in Northern Ireland.

Please provide your views below:

126  Consultation Question 118: We invite consultees’ views as to any other impact that we have not specifically addressed in this chapter, or
the preceding chapters, of this Consultation Paper.

Please provide your views below:



1 

Surrogacy Consultation Questions 
Email the completed document to surrogacy@lawcommission.gov.uk before the 
deadline of 11 October 2019. 

ABOUT YOU 
1. What is your name? 

 
 
 
2. If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or 
a university), what is the name of your organisation? 
[Name of organisation if relevant.] 
 
3. Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of 
your organisation? 
(Required – Choose one response) 

• This is a personal response 
 

 
 
4. If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best 
describes you? 
 

• Other individual 
5. What is your email address? 
Email address: 

 
 
 
If you enter your email address then you will automatically receive an acknowledgement 
email when you submit your response. 
6. What is your telephone number? 
Telephone number: 

 
 
7. If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to 
be treated as confidential, please explain to us why you regard the information as 
confidential. As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your 
explanation but cannot give an assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in 
all circumstances. 
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Consultation Question 1. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in England and Wales: 

1. all international surrogacy arrangements should continue to be automatically 
allocated to a judge of the High Court; and 

YES 
 
International surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale, abuse and trafficking of 
children and the exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights issues of the utmost 
seriousness and so the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. For 
this reason these cases should continue to be heard by a judge of the High Court. 

 
2. if international surrogacy arrangements are not automatically allocated to a 

judge of the High Court, circuit judges should be ticketed to hear such 
cases. 

Paragraph 6.42 

 
Consultation Question 2. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in respect of England and Wales 

(1) domestic surrogacy cases which continue to require a post-birth parental 
order should continue to be heard by lay justices, or whether they should be 
allocated to another level of the judiciary; and 
(2) If consultees consider that such cases should be allocated to another level 
of the judiciary, which level of the judiciary would be appropriate. 

All surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale and trafficking of children and the 
exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights issues of the utmost seriousness and so the 
arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. For this reason these 
cases should NOT be heard by a lay judge but rather by a senior judge, e.g. ticketed to circuit 
judges or higher. 

Paragraph 6.51 

 
Consultation Question 3. 
We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the 
current allocation rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation 
Questions 1 and 2. 
 

Paragraph 6.53 

 
Consultation Question 4. 
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We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, the court should be placed under a 
duty to consider whether to make an order awarding the intended parents parental 
responsibility at the first directions hearing in the proceedings. 

Do consultees agree? 
(Note that this provisional proposal would be necessary only if our provisional 
proposal in Chapter 8 that all intended parents (whether in the new pathway or not) 
automatically acquire parental responsibility if the child is living with or being cared 
for by them is not supported by consultees). 

NO 
 
The UN Special Rapporteur recommends* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent 
authority AFTER the birth and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration. 
Nothing about the transfer of parental responsibility should be automatic and all options should be 
open. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 6.58 

 
Consultation Question 5. 
We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the FPR 
2010 should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the 
proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise. 

Do consultees agree? 
YES 

Paragraph 6.72 

 
Consultation Question 6. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether they are of the view that, in Scotland: 

3. there is a need for greater consistency and clarity in provisions relating to 
the expenses of curators ad litem and reporting officers and, if so, how this 
should be addressed;   

4. it should be provided by statute that, at the initial hearing or any subsequent 
hearing for a parental order, the court may make any such interim order or 
orders for parental responsibilities and parental rights as it sees fit; and/or 

5. further procedural reform is needed and, if so, what that reform should be. 
 

Paragraph 6.110 

 
Consultation Question 7. 
In respect of a domestic surrogacy arrangement, we provisionally propose that, before the 
child is conceived, where the intended parents and surrogate have: 

6. entered into an agreement including the prescribed information, which will 
include a statement as to legal parenthood on birth, 
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7. complied with procedural safeguards for the agreement, and 
8. met eligibility requirements, 

on the birth of the child the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child, 
subject to the surrogate’s right to object. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I vehemently disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s key 
recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the Protection of Children and Cooperation in 
respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. These require the birth mother to have legal parenthood 
and parental responsibility when the child is born and that her consent to giving up the child must 
be freely given AFTER the childs birth. I believe that this important safeguard against the sale of 
children and the exploitation of birth mothers should apply equally to surrogacy arrangements, in 
both an international and a domestic context. 
 
This proposal would set a very dangerous precedent for all women, all mothers, all children and all 
of the implications need to be fully understood. There is no evidence in the consultation paper that 
the law commissioners have considered these more general implications fully, if at all. 
 
I understand that the proposal to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ legal parenthood at 
birth is based on (or justified by) in part at least the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ 
mothers prior to the consultation. I do not agree that these claimed wishes alone justify measures 
that contravene the recommendations of the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the 
Hague Convention that are designed to reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and 
to protect birth mothers. 
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to encourage or condone 
a system that would require women to deliberately conceive and subsequently give birth with the 
expectation that they would have little or no legal responsibility for the child. The rights of the child 
must be prioritised regardless whether that is what some ‘surrogate’ mothers say they want or not. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.13 

 
Consultation Question 8. 
We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations and licensed clinics 
should be under a duty to keep a record of surrogacy arrangements under the new 
pathway to which they are a party, with such records being retained for a specified 
minimum period. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy 
organisations. 
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We invite consultees’ views as to what the length of that period should be: whether 100 
years or another period. 

Paragraph 8.14 

 
Consultation Question 9. 
We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated 
gametes should apply to traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated 
surrogacy organisation is involved. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations, because they would 
inevitably lead to a normalising of surrogacy and an increase in its prevalence. 

Paragraph 8.21 

 
Consultation Question 10. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a 
traditional, domestic surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from 
entering into the new pathway. 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway.’ 

Paragraph 8.22 

 
Consultation Question 11. 
We provisionally propose that: 

9. the surrogate should have the right to object to the acquisition of legal 
parenthood by the intended parents, for a fixed period after the birth of the 
child; 

10. this right to object should operate by the surrogate making her objection in 
writing within a defined period, with the objection being sent to both the 
intended parents and the body responsible for the regulation of surrogacy; 
and 

11. the defined period should be the applicable period for birth registration less 
one week. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposal that the ‘intended parents’ should automatically acquire 
legal parenthood at birth and that the birth mother has only a limited time to object. This 
contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations,* including that the birth mother is the 
legal parent at birth and that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in 
surrogacy arrangements are taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth, with 
the child’s best interests being the paramount consideration. 
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The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to give 
the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as the 
most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before the 
expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.35 

 
Consultation Question 12. 
We provisionally propose that, where the surrogate objects to the intended parents 
acquiring legal parenthood within the period fixed after birth, the surrogacy arrangement 
should no longer be able to proceed in the new pathway, with the result that: 

12. the surrogate will be the legal parent of the child; 
13. if one of the intended parents would, under the current law, be a legal parent 

of the child, then he or she will continue to be a legal parent in these 
circumstances; and 

14. the intended parents would be able to make an application for a parental 
order to obtain legal parenthood. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly with the ‘intended 
parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects. 
 
The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil 
partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent change of legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth and 
with the child’s best interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN 
Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.* 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to give 
the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as the 
most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before the 
expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 
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Paragraph 8.36 

 
Consultation Question 13. 
We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway: 

15. the intended parents should be required to make a declaration on registering 
the birth of the child that they have no reason to believe that the surrogate 
has lacked capacity at any time during the period in which she had the right 
to object to the intended parents acquiring legal parenthood; 

16. if the intended parents cannot provide this declaration then, during the 
period in which she has the right to object to the intended parents acquiring 
legal parenthood, the surrogate should be able to provide a positive consent 
to such acquisition; and 

17. if the intended parents are unable to make this declaration and the surrogate 
is unable to provide the positive consent within the relevant period, the 
surrogacy arrangement should exit the new pathway and the intended 
parents should be able to make an application for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended parents’ 
acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects. 
 
The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil 
partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent change of legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth and 
with the child’s best interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN 
Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.* 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to give 
the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as the 
most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before the 
expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.37 

 
Consultation Question 14. 
1.15 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway, the welfare of the child to be 

born as a result of the surrogacy arrangement: 
(1.15.1) should be assessed in the way set out in Chapter 8 of the current 
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Code of Practice; 
(1.15.2) either the regulated surrogacy organisation or regulated clinic, as 

appropriate, should be responsible for ensuring that this procedure is 
followed; and 

(1.15.3) there should be no requirement for any welfare assessment of the 
child after his or her birth. 

Do consultees agree? 
 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s 
recommendation* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in 
surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth 
and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration. A welfare assessment is an 
absolute requirement if an informed decision is to be made about the child’s best interest. 
Therefore a welfare assessment MUST be made after the child’s birth. 
 
The pre-conception assessment would typically have been carried out more than a year before 
the birth of the child. Much can change in that time. 
 
The justification that a welfare assessment after the birth of the child is not necessary because 
parents of children born through the normal process are not subject to such checks does not hold. 
Pregnancy, birth and the post-partum changes are intense physical and existential experiences 
that change you and prime you to love and be sensitive to the new-born child and rise to the 
challenge of the enormous task of raising him or her to adulthood. For obvious reasons ‘intended 
parents’ do not have this advantage. 
 
In addition, pregnancy and childbirth are a huge investment of the birth mother’s physical, 
physiological and emotional resources, which means she has already made a huge and 
unquantifiable, nearly year-long, commitment to the child. This means her practical and emotional 
commitment to the child is already well-developed, giving her the best chance of surmounting all 
the difficulties that will inevitably arise over the course of the child’s childhood and adolescence. 
 
The ‘intended parents’ have had no similar experience. The investment of financial resources 
does not in any way prepare you for the practical reality of caring for a new-born child and the long 
road of nurturing and shepherding him or her to adulthood. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.51 

 
Consultation Question 15. 
1.1 We provisionally propose that, for a child born as a result of a surrogacy 

arrangement under the new pathway, where the surrogate has exercised her right to 
object to the intended parents’ acquisition of legal parenthood at birth, the 
surrogate’s spouse or civil partner, if any, should not be a legal parent of the child. 
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Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘new pathway.’ 
 
There is a very real risk that spouses and partners will coerce women into being a ‘surrogate’ for 
financial gain. This risk is likely to increase if he or she does not have legal parenthood or parental 
responsibility for any children born of the arrangement. This is enough reason to reject this 
proposal. 
 
However, it also represents a significant change in legal parenthood rules and would therefore 
have an implication for all children, all families because it would set a precedent. It should not be 
introduced without a full assessment of all the implications, including on the rights of mothers and 
children. There is no evidence that the law commissioners have carried out any such assessment. 
 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in the case of a surrogacy arrangement outside 
the new pathway, the surrogate’s spouse or civil partner should continue to be a legal 
parent of the child born as a result of the arrangement. 
YES 
 
The normal legal parenthood rules should apply. This will reduce the risk of spouses and partners 
coercing women into surrogacy for financial gain. 

Paragraph 8.57 

 
Consultation Question 16. 
We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway, where a child born of a surrogacy 
arrangement is stillborn: 

18. the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child unless the 
surrogate exercises her right to object; and 

19. the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being 
registered as the parents before the expiry of the period of the right to 
object. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended parents’ 
acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects. The birth mother 
should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should not change if the child is 
stillborn. 
 
We provisionally propose that, outside the new pathway, where a child born of a 
surrogacy arrangement is stillborn, the surrogate should be able to consent to the 
intended parents being registered as the parents before the expiry of the period allowed 
for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a 
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declaration to the effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are 
satisfied, on registration of the stillbirth. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the birth parents in this 
situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should 
not change if the child is stillborn and the registration should accurately reflect this. 

Paragraph 8.77 

 
Consultation Question 17. 
We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, 
where the child dies before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able 
to consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents before the expiry of the 
period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have 
made a declaration to the effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order 
are satisfied, on registration of the birth. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in this 
situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and if the child 
dies before the parental order, the registration of birth should accurately reflect that the birth 
mother was the legal parent. 

Paragraph 8.79 

 
Consultation Question 18. 
For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to 
whether, where the surrogate dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during 
which she can exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the new 
pathway and the intended parents should be required to make an application for a 
parental order. 
OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 8.80 
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Consultation Question 19. 
We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, where 
both intended parents die during the surrogate’s pregnancy, the intended parents should 
be registered as the child’s parents on birth, subject to the surrogate not exercising her 
right to object within the defined period. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with the deceased 
‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in this situation. The birth mother should 
always be the legal parent of the child at birth and the registration of birth should accurately reflect 
this. 
 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new 
pathway, where both intended parents die during the surrogate’s pregnancy or before a 
parental order is made: 

20. it should be competent for an application to be made, by a person who 
claims an interest under section 11(3)(a) of the Children (Scotland) Act 
1995, or who would be permitted to apply for an order under section 8 of the 
Children Act 1989: 
1. for an order for appointment as guardian of the child, and 
2. for a parental order in the name of the intended parents, subject to the 

surrogate’s consent; or 
21. the surrogate should be registered as the child’s mother and it should not be 

possible for the intended parents to be registered as the child’s parents, but 
that there should be a procedure for the surrogate to provide details of the 
intended parents, and, if relevant, gamete donors, for entry onto the register 
of surrogacy arrangements. 

The intended parents should NOT be registered as the child’s parents if they are already 
deceased – so option (2) is preferable. 

Paragraph 8.81 

 
Consultation Question 20. 
We provisionally propose that, where an application is made for a parental order by a sole 
applicant under section 54A: 

22. the applicant should have to make a declaration that it was always intended 
that there would only be a single applicant for a parental order in respect of 
the child concerned or to supply the name and contact details of the other 
intended parent; 

23. if details of another intended parent are supplied, a provision should be 
made for notice to be given to the potential second intended parent of the 
application and an opportunity given to that party to provide notice of 
opposition within a brief period (of, say, 14 to 21 days); and 

24. if the second intended parent gives notice of his or her intention to oppose, 
he or she should be required to make his or her own application within a 
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brief period (say 14 days), otherwise the application of the first intended 
parent will be determined by the court. 

Do consultees agree? 
YES 

Paragraph 8.86 

 
Consultation Question 21. 
We invite consultees’ views as to: 

25. a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases; and 
26. how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this 

model. 
I profoundly oppose a three-parent model of legal parenthood, even if it is temporary. The birth 
mother should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent 
authority AFTER the birth of the child with the best interests of the child being the paramount 
consideration, as recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.91 

 
Consultation Question 22. 
We invite consultees’ views: 

27. as to whether there should be any additional oversight in the new pathway 
that we have proposed, leading to the acquisition of legal parenthood by the 
intended parents at birth; and 

28. if so, as to whether should this oversight be: 
1. administrative, or 
2. judicial. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should be the 
legal parent and have parental responsibility at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood 
and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other 
competent authority AFTER the birth of the child based on the best interests of the child, as 
recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.93 
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Consultation Question 23. 
In respect of England and Wales, we invite consultees’ views as to: 

29. whether the welfare checklist, contained in section 1(3) of the Children Act 
1989, should be amended to provide for the court to have regard to 
additional specific factors in the situation where it is considering the 
arrangements for a child in the context of a dispute about a surrogacy 
arrangement; and 

30. if so, as to what those additional factors should be. 
The child’s best interests should drive all decisions about the child in the event of a dispute about 
a surrogacy arrangement. The welfare checklist provides a comprehensive summary of the issues 
to be considered and is adequate as it is, and conforms to the UN Special Rapporteur’s 
recommendation* that the child’s best interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not 
believe any other factors should be added. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.120 

 
Consultation Question 24. 
In respect of England and Wales, we invite consultees’ views: 

31. as to whether the checklist, contained in section 1(4) of the ACA 2002 (as 
applied and modified by regulation 2 and paragraph 1 of Schedule 1 of the 
2018 Regulations) should be further amended to provide for the court to 
have regard to additional specific factors in the situation where it is 
considering whether to make a parental order; and 

32. what those additional factors should be. 
The child’s best interests should drive all decisions when considering whether to make a parental 
order. The welfare checklist provides a comprehensive summary of the issues to be considered 
and is adequate as it is, and it conforms to UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendation* that the 
child’s best interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not believe any other factors 
should be added. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.121 
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Consultation Question 25. 
We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be 
amended to add the intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section 
8 order without leave. 
NO 
 
There are real risks of the sale and trafficking of children and of exploitation of the birth mother 
and her reproductive capacities in all surrogacy arrangements. The court should therefore always 
have oversight of the arrangements. I am also concerned that there should be no liberalisation of 
the law on surrogacy because of the potential human rights abuses involved. I do not believe that 
‘intended parents’ should be added to the list of those who can apply for a section 8 order without 
leave. 

Paragraph 8.123 

 
Consultation Question 26. 
We provisionally propose that, where a child is born as a result of a surrogacy 
arrangement outside the new pathway, the intended parents should acquire parental 
responsibility automatically where: 

33. the child is living with them or being cared for by them; and 
34. they intend to apply for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with this proposal. The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth and 
all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements 
should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, as 
recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur* in order to reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking 
of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility 
is based on (or justified by) the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the 
consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify measures that contravene recommendations of the 
UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to reduce 
the risk of the sale and trafficking of children. 
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system 
that would require women to give birth with the expectation that they would have no legal 
responsibility for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must be 
prioritised regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.132 
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Consultation Question 27. 
We provisionally propose that, where a child is born as a result of a surrogacy 
arrangement in the new pathway: 

35. the intended parents should acquire parental responsibility on the birth of 
the child; and 

36. if the surrogate exercises her right to object, the intended parents should 
continue to have parental responsibility for the child where the child is living 
with, or being cared for by, them, and they intend to apply for a parental 
order. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended 
parents’ should acquire parentage or parental responsibility automatically. The birth mother should 
be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility 
in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the 
birth of the child, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the 
recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale 
and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility 
is based on (or justified by) the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the 
consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify a measure that contravenes recommendations of 
the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to 
reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children. 
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system 
that would require women to give birth with the expectation that they would have no responsibility 
for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must be prioritised 
regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.134 
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Consultation Question 28. 
We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the 
surrogate should retain parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the 
arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right to 
object, assuming that she does not exercise her right to object. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I agree that the birth mother should have parental responsibility for the child but NOT that the 
‘intended parents’ should get automatic legal parenthood and parental responsibility. 
 
All decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements 
should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, with the 
child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN Special 
Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the 
exploitation of women and their women’s reproductive capacities. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.139 

 
Consultation Question 29. 
For all surrogacy arrangements, we invite consultees’ views as to: 

37. whether there is a need for any restriction to be placed on the exercise of 
parental responsibility by either the surrogate (or other legal parent), or the 
intended parents, during the period in which parental responsibility is 
shared; and 

38. whether it should operate to restrict the exercise of parental responsibility by 
the party not caring for the child or with whom the child is not living. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should have legal 
parenthood and parental responsibility at and after the birth and all subsequent decisions involving 
legal parenthood and parental responsibility should be taken by a court or other competent 
authority, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of 
the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of 
children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.140 
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Consultation Question 30. 
We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the 
scope of the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 9.29 

 
Consultation Question 31. 
We invite the views of independent surrogates, and intended parents who have used 
independent surrogacy arrangements, to tell us about their experience. In particular, we 
would be interested to hear about any health screening, counselling and legal advice that 
took place. 
N/A 

Paragraph 9.35 

 
Consultation Question 32. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether independent surrogacy arrangements should 
be brought within the scope of the new pathway. 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts 
binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first optional protocol. 
 
We invite consultees’ views as to how independent surrogacy arrangements might be 
brought within the scope of the new pathway. 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts 
binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first optional protocol. 

Paragraph 9.36 

 
Consultation Question 33. 
We provisionally propose that: 

39. there should be regulated surrogacy organisations; 
NO 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 

40. there should be no requirement for a regulated surrogacy organisation to 
take a particular form; and 

OTHER 
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I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 

41. each surrogacy organisation should be required to appoint an individual 
responsible for ensuring that the organisation complies with regulation. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.61 
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Consultation Question 34. 
We provisionally propose that the person responsible must be responsible for: 

42. representing the organisation to, and liaising with, the regulator; 
43. managing the regulated surrogacy organisation with sufficient care, 

competence and skill; 
44. ensuring the compliance of the organisation with relevant law and 

regulation, including the creation, maintenance and operation of necessary 
policies and procedures; 

45. training any staff, including that of the person responsible; and 
46. providing data to the regulator and to such other person as required by law. 

Do consultees agree? 
LEAVE ALL CHECK BOXES BLANK (i.e. none of the above) 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
We invite consultees to identify any other responsibilities which a responsible individual 
should have. 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
We invite consultees’ views as to what experience, skills and qualifications a person 
responsible for a surrogacy organisation should have. 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.62 
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Consultation Question 35. 
We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit 
making bodies. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction 
surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and would 
drive an increase in surrogacy. Even if surrogacy organisations are non-profit making, they will 
inevitably be driven by commercial imperatives (for example, to cover costs, salaries, etc.) and will 
need to continuously seek new business and to convince or coerce more women to act as 
‘surrogates.’ 
 
Deriving income from surrogacy is abhorrent and, given the parallels between surrogacy and 
prostitution, is a potential violation of Article 6 of CEDAW, which prohibits third-parties profiting or 
otherwise benefiting from the prostitution of women. 

Paragraph 9.84 

 
Consultation Question 36. 
We invite consultees’ views as to what should be included in the definition of matching 
and facilitation services. 
I disagree with organisations being able to provide matching and facilitation services, because that 
would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights 
of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.94 

 
Consultation Question 37. 
We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to 
offer matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new 
pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated surrogacy 
organisations or any other organisations being able to provide matching and facilitation services 
for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I 
consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
  
We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should 
be able to offer matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements 
outside the new pathway. 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated surrogacy 
organisations or any other organisations being able to provide matching and facilitation services 
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for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I 
consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.95 

 
Consultation Question 38. 
We invite consultees’ views as to the sanctions that should be available against 
organisations that offer matching and facilitation services without being regulated to do so, 
and whether these should be criminal, civil or regulatory. 
I do not accept that matching and facilitation services should be allowed – regardless who they 
are provided by – because they would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I consider 
a violation of the human rights of both women and children. Offering such services should be a 
criminal offence. 

Paragraph 9.97 

 
Consultation Question 39. 
We provisionally propose that the remit of the Human Fertilisation and Embryology 
Authority be expanded to include the regulation of regulated surrogacy organisations, and 
oversight of compliance with the proposed legal requirements for the new pathway to 
legal parenthood. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction 
surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and would 
drive an increase in surrogacy. 
 
If consultees agree, we invite their views as to how the Authority’s Code of Practice 
should apply to regulated surrogacy organisations, including which additional or new 
areas of regulation should be applied. 

Paragraph 9.117 

 
Consultation Question 40. 
We provisionally propose that surrogacy agreements should remain unenforceable 
(subject to the exception we provisionally propose in Consultation Question 88 in relation 
to financial terms). 

Do consultees agree? 
YES 

Paragraph 9.129 
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Consultation Question 41. 
We provisionally propose that there should be no prohibition against charging for 
negotiating, facilitating and advising on surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I VEHEMENTLY disagree with this proposal and the opening up of surrogacy in this country, 
because I consider it a violation of the human rights of both women and the child. The idea of 
organisations charging to facilitate it is utterly abhorrent and violates the spirit, if not the letter, of 
Article 6 of CEDAW, given the parallels between surrogacy and prostitution. Article 6 prohibits the 
exploitation of the prostitution of women – which includes deriving any form of benefit from 
women’s prostitution. 

Paragraph 9.135 

 
Consultation Question 42. 
We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy 
should be removed, with the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything 
that can lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I VEHEMENTLY disagree with removing the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy. 
Surrogacy is a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and enabling advertising 
sites (and other ‘service’ organisations) to financially benefit from it is abhorrent. 
 
At this time of increasing poverty and inequality, it would be unethical to promote the idea that 
being a ‘surrogate’ mother would be a solution to an impoverished woman’s financial problems. If 
this proposal is implemented, Facebook and Google are likely present surrogacy ads to female 
students and young women suggesting that becoming a ‘surrogate’ would provide the solution to 
their financial worries. The most disadvantaged young women would be the most vulnerable to 
this idea and it is doubtful it would ever truly be in her best interest. 
 
Just as we protect disadvantaged people from the temptation of selling their kidneys for money, 
we need to protect disadvantaged women from the temptation of renting their wombs. This means 
that advertising of surrogacy MUST remain banned. 

Paragraph 9.145 

 



23 

Consultation Question 43. 
We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, where the making of a parental 
order in respect of a child born of a surrogacy arrangement has been recorded in the 
Parental Order Register, the child should be able to access his or her original birth 
certificate at the age of 18. 

Do consultees agree? 
YES 

Paragraph 10.80 

 
Consultation Question 44. 
We provisionally propose that where children are born of surrogacy arrangements that 
result in the intended parents being recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full 
form of that certificate should make clear that the birth was the result of a surrogacy 
arrangement. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended 
parents’ should be recorded as parents on the original birth certificate. The birth mother should be 
recorded as the birth mother on the birth certificate and all decisions involving legal parenthood 
and parental responsibility should be taken after the birth by a court or other competent authority, 
with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN 
Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and 
the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
However, if the ‘intended parents’ are recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of 
the certificate should make clear that the birth was the result of a surrogacy arrangement. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 10.85 

 
Consultation Question 45. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether the birth registration system in England and 
Wales requires reform and, if so, which reforms they would like to see. 
I do not consider the birth registration system to be in need for reform. I am particularly opposed to 
changes to allow for the registration of three parents or for anyone other than the birth mother to 
be recorded as the mother on the original birth certificate. Such proposals could lead to the 
facilitation of the sale of children and an erosion of mothers’ rights and a diluting of the 
understanding that the relationship between the birth mother and the child is unique. 

Paragraph 10.87 
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Consultation Question 46. 
We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has 
been the subject of a parental order should be able to access all the documents contained 
in the court’s file for those parental order proceedings. 

Do consultees agree? 
YES 

Paragraph 10.89 

 
Consultation Question 47. 
We provisionally propose that a national register of surrogacy arrangements should be 
created to record the identity of the intended parents, the surrogate and the gamete 
donors. 

Do consultees agree? 
YES 
 
We provisionally propose that: 

47. the register should be maintained by the Authority; 
48. the register should record information for all surrogacy arrangements, 

whether in or outside the new pathway, provided that the information about 
who has contributed gametes for the conception of the child has been 
medically verified, and that the information should include: 
1. identifying information about all the parties to the surrogacy 

arrangement, and 
2. non-identifying information about those who have contributed gametes to 

the conception of the child; and 
49. to facilitate the record of this information, the application form/petition for a 

parental order should record full information about a child’s genetic heritage 
where available and established by DNA or medical evidence, recording the 
use of an anonymous gamete donor if that applies. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy 
organisations. However, should surrogacy take place, it is important that the children have access 
to information about their origins and these proposals seem generally sound, except that the 
information held on gamete donors should also include identifying information – because 
otherwise it trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the right to know her or his 
genetic parentage. 

Paragraph 10.102 
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Consultation Question 48. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate 
and the intended parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy 
arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy arrangement. 
I agree but with the proviso that all the information should be identifying – because otherwise it 
trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the right to know her or his genetic 
parentage. 

Paragraph 10.104 

 
Consultation Question 49. 
We provisionally propose that a child born of a surrogacy arrangement should be able to 
access the information recorded in the register from the age of 18 for identifying 
information, and 16 for non-identifying information (if such information is included on the 
register), provided that he or she has been given a suitable opportunity to receive 
counselling about the implications of compliance with this request. 

Do consultees agree? 
YES 
 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether a child under the age of 18 or 16 (depending on 
whether the information is identifying or non-identifying respectively) should be able to 
access the information in the register and, if so, in which circumstances: 

50. where his or her legal parents have consented; 
51. if he or she has received counselling and the counsellor judges that he or 

she is sufficiently mature to receive this information; and/or 
52. in any other circumstances. 

I agree with (1) and (2) and believe there might be other circumstances where this is reasonable. 
Paragraph 10.110 

 
Consultation Question 50. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any provision for those born of 
a surrogacy arrangement to make a request for information to disclose whether a person 
whom he or she is intending to marry, or with whom he or she intends to enter into a civil 
partnership or intimate physical relationship, was carried by the same surrogate. 
YES, this should be possible. 

Paragraph 10.114 

 
Consultation Question 51. 
We provisionally propose that where two people are born to, and genetically related 
through, the same surrogate, they should be able to access the register to identify each 
other, if they both wish to do so. 

Do consultees agree? 
YES 
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We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be provision to allow people born 
to the same surrogate – but who are not genetically related – to access the register to 
identify each other, if they both wish to do so. 
YES, I agree. 

Paragraph 10.121 

 
Consultation Question 52. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether provision should be made to allow a person 
carried by a surrogate, and the surrogate’s own child, to access the register to identify 
each other, if they both wish to do so: 

53. if they are genetically related through the surrogate; and/or 
54. if they are not genetically related through the surrogate. 

YES to both (1) and (2) 
Paragraph 10.123 

 
Consultation Question 53. 
For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to 
whether details of an intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental 
order should be recorded in the register. 
The intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded 
in the register. 

Paragraph 10.128 

 
Consultation Question 54. 
We provisionally propose that the six month time limits in sections 54 and 54A of the 
HFEA 2008 for making a parental order application should be abolished. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain 
circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child. 

Paragraph 11.20 

 
Consultation Question 55. 
We provisionally propose that: 

55. the current circumstances in which the consent of the surrogate (and any 
other legal parent) is not required, namely where a person cannot be found 
or is incapable of giving agreement, should continue to be available; 

NO 
 



27 

I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child 
trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s wombs. An adoption order can be considered 
as an option when a parental order is not possible. 
 

56. the court should have the power to dispense with the consent of the 
surrogate, and any other legal parent of the child, in the following 
circumstances: 
1. where the child is living with the intended parents, with the consent of the 

surrogate and any other legal parent, or 
2. following a determination by the court that the child should live with the 

intended parents; and 
57. the court’s power to dispense with consent should be subject to the 

paramount consideration of the child’s welfare throughout his or her life 
guided by the factors set out in section 1 of the Adoption and Children Act 
2002 and, in Scotland, in line with the section 14(3) of the Adoption and 
Children (Scotland) Act 2007. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child 
trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s wombs. An adoption order can be considered 
as an option when a parental order is not possible. 

Paragraph 11.58 

 
Consultation Question 56. 
We provisionally propose that, both for a parental order and in the new pathway, the 
intended parents or one of the intended parents must be domiciled or habitually resident 
in the UK, Channel Islands or Isle of Man. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The ‘intended parents’ should be 
domiciled (and not simply habitually resident) in the UK in order to avoid surrogacy tourism. 
 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any additional conditions 
imposed on the test of habitual residence, for example, a qualifying period of habitual 
residence required to satisfy the test. 
I profoundly disagree with opening up parental orders to ‘intended parents’ who are habitual 
residents but not domiciled in the UK – because of the risk of surrogacy tourism. 

Paragraph 12.15 
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Consultation Question 57. 
We invite consultees’ views on whether: 

58. the qualifying categories of relationship in section 54(2) of the HFEA 2008 
should be reformed and, if so, how; or 

59. the requirement should be removed, subject to two persons who are within 
the prohibited degrees of relationship being prevented from applying. 

The qualifying categories of relationship should not be reformed or removed. 
Paragraph 12.29 

 
Consultation Question 58. 
We provisionally propose that to use the new pathway, intended parents should be 
required to make a declaration in the surrogacy agreement that they intend for the child’s 
home to be with them. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 12.34 

 
Consultation Question 59. 
We provisionally propose that the new pathway – 

60. should not impose a requirement that the intended parent, or one of the 
intended parents, provide gametes for the conception of the child, so that 
double donation of gametes is permitted, but 

61. that double donation should only be permitted in cases of medical necessity, 
meaning that there is not an intended parent who is able to provide a 
gamete due to infertility. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic link should 
be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 
 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether double donation should be permitted under the 
parental order pathway (to the same extent that it may be permitted in the new pathway) 
in domestic surrogacy arrangements. 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and all other proposals that are 
likely to result in an increase in surrogacy. I therefore do not believe that double donation should 
be permitted under the parental order pathway in domestic surrogacy arrangements. 
 
We provisionally propose that the requirement that the intended parent or one of the 
intended parents contribute gametes to the conception of the child in the parental order 
pathway should be retained in international surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 
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YES 
Paragraph 12.64 

 
Consultation Question 60. 
We provisionally propose that if the requirement for a genetic link is retained for domestic 
cases outside the new pathway, the requirement should not apply, subject to medical 
necessity, if the court determines that the intended parents in good faith began the 
surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway but were required to apply for a parental 
order. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I fundamentally disagree with proposals to introduce the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic 
link should be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 

Paragraph 12.71 

 
Consultation Question 61. 
We provisionally propose that if double donation is permitted only in cases of medical 
necessity, an exception should be made to allow a parental order to be granted to a single 
parent without a genetic link where the intended parent’s former partner provides gametes 
but the intended parents’ relationship breaks down before the grant of a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 

Paragraph 12.76 

 
Consultation Question 62. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that a surrogacy 
arrangement has been used because of medical necessity: 

62. for cases under the new pathway to parenthood; and/or 
63. for cases where a post-birth parental order application is made. 

I oppose surrogacy and believe that it is a fundamental violation of women’s and children’s rights 
and that it should therefore be banned. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 
 
We invite consultees’ views as to how a test of medical necessity for surrogacy, if it is 
introduced, should be defined and assessed. 
I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 

Paragraph 12.94 

 
Consultation Question 63. 
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We provisionally propose that in order to use the new pathway to parenthood, information 
identifying the child’s genetic parents and the surrogate must be provided for entry on the 
national register of surrogacy agreements prior to registration of the child’s birth. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I profoundly oppose the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. However, I support the requirement in 
any surrogacy arrangements for the recording of the identity of all genetic parents and the birth 
mother. 
 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be a condition for an application for a 
parental order that: 

64. those who contributed gametes are entered on the national register of 
surrogacy agreements; and/or 

65. if it remains a requirement that one of the intended parents provided 
gametes in the conception of the child, that the genetic link is demonstrated 
to the court with medical or DNA evidence. 

While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, I support this condition for a parental order in 
the circumstances described in both (1) and (2). 
 
We provisionally propose that it should be a condition for the application of a parental 
order that the identity of the surrogate is entered on the national register of surrogacy 
agreements. 

Do consultees agree? 
YES 
 
While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, if it happens, I support this provision. 

Paragraph 12.115 

 
Consultation Question 64. 
We provisionally propose that there should be no maximum age limit for the grant of a 
parental order. The age of the intended parents should continue to be taken into account 
in the assessment of the welfare of the child in applications to grant a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I am opposed to surrogacy and would like to see it banned, because it is a violation of both 
women’s and children’s human rights. 
 
Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society 
and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good health until the child reaches adulthood. 
Surrogacy is therefore particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. If surrogacy is to 
be opened up, a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is imperative. This will make it clear that 
society does not condone older people entering a surrogacy arrangement and will make it less 
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likely that older people will go ahead with such an arrangement and present the court with a fait 
accompli. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement up to that age but not beyond. It is therefore 
imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether under the new pathway there should be a 
maximum age limit for intended parents, and if so, what it should be. 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be 
allowed, there should be a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ and it should be 45. 
 
Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society 
and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good health until the child reaches adulthood. I 
am opposed to surrogacy per se, because it is a violation of both women’s and children’s human 
rights. However, it is particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. I therefore consider 
that a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is important. This will make it clear that society 
does not consider it acceptable for older people to enter into a surrogacy arrangement and will 
make it less likely that they will. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement up to that age. It is therefore imperative that 
age limits are set very carefully. 
 
We provisionally propose that intended parents should be required to be at least 18 years 
old at the time that they enter into a surrogacy agreement under the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be 
allowed, there should be a minimum age for ‘intended parents’ and it should be much older than 
18. I suggest that 25 would be more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement at that age. It is therefore imperative that 
age limits are set very carefully. What kind of society would want 18-year olds to believe that it 
would be reasonable for them to become ‘parents’ through a surrogacy arrangement – before they 
have taken even their first steps into independence and adulthood? 

Paragraph 12.133 

 
Consultation Question 65. 
We provisionally propose that surrogates should be required to be at least 18 years of age 
(at the time of conception), in order for the court to have the power to make a parental 
order. 

Do consultees agree? 
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OTHER 
 
I am opposed to surrogacy per se and would like to see it banned, because I consider it a violation 
of both women’s and children’s human rights. 
 
At 18 a woman is barely out of childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish herself 
as an adult. This means that she is particularly vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There 
should be a significantly older minimum age for entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I 
suggest that 25 years would be more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society 
sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy arrangement 
is a reasonable thing for them to be doing before they have taken even their first steps into 
independence and adulthood? 
 
We provisionally propose that surrogates should be required to be at least 18 years old at 
the time of entering into the surrogacy agreement within the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for a ‘new pathway’. At 18 a woman is barely out of 
childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish herself as an adult. This means that she 
is particularly vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There should be a significantly older 
minimum age for entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I suggest that 25 years would be 
more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society 
sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy arrangement 
is a reasonable thing for them to be doing before they have taken even their first steps into 
independence and adulthood? 

Paragraph 12.144 

 
Consultation Question 66. 
We provisionally propose that medical testing of the surrogate, any partner of the 
surrogate, and any intended parent providing gametes should be required for the new 
pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
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We invite consultees’ views as to whether the types of testing set out in the Code of 
Practice are feasible for traditional surrogacy arrangements outside a licensed clinic, and 
if not, which types of testing should be required for such arrangements. 
 

Paragraph 13.16 

 
Consultation Question 67. 
We provisionally propose that, as a condition of being eligible for entry into the new 
pathway: 

66. the surrogate, her spouse, civil partner or partner (if any) and the intended 
parents intending to enter into a surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway 
should be required to attend counselling with regard to the implications of 
entering into that arrangement; and 

67. the implications counselling should be provided by a counsellor who meets 
the requirements set out in the Code of Practice at paragraphs 2.14 to 2.15. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.44 

 
Consultation Question 68. 
We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that 
the surrogate and the intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect 
of the law and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is signed. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.65 
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Consultation Question 69. 
We provisionally propose that, as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway: 

(1) an enhanced criminal record certificate should be obtained for intended 
parents, surrogates and any spouses, civil partners or partners of surrogates; 
(2) the body overseeing the surrogate arrangement should not enable a 
surrogate arrangement to be proceed under the new pathway where a person 
screened is unsuitable for having being convicted of, or received a police caution 
for, any offence appearing on a prescribed list of offences; and 
(3) the body overseeing the surrogacy arrangement may also determine that a 
person is unsuitable based on the information provided in the enhanced record 
certificate. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether the list of offences that applies in the case of 
adoption is appropriate in the case of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. 
OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.73 

 
Consultation Question 70. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the 
surrogate has previously given birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway. 
OTHER 
 
I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. 
 
Society should not condone women who have never had a child of their own entering an 
arrangement to undergo pregnancy and childbirth for someone else. It is impossible to understand 
what pregnancy and childbirth are like and how they will change you until or unless you have had 
that experience yourself. 

Paragraph 13.95 

 
Consultation Question 71. 
We provisionally propose that there should not be a maximum number of surrogate 
pregnancies that a woman can undertake as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
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I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. 
 
Society should not condone women undergoing multiple ‘surrogate’ pregnancies and childbirths. 
Even the Kennel Club recognises that female dogs should not be allowed to undertake more than 
four pregnancies. It is abhorrent that female dogs have better protections than women would have 
under this proposal. 

Paragraph 13.99 

 
Consultation Question 72. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether payment of costs by the intended parents to the 
surrogate should be able to be: 

68. based on an allowance; 
69. based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, but without the need for 

production of receipts; or 
70. based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, and only on production of 

receipts. 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.16 

 
Consultation Question 73. 
We invite consultees’ views as to: 

71. whether intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate essential 
costs relating to the pregnancy; and 

72. the types of expenditure which should be considered “essential”.   
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above the actual 
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essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, 
and travel to medical appointments – backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.22 

 
Consultation Question 74. 
We invite consultees’ views as to: 

73. whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay the 
surrogate additional costs relating to the pregnancy; and 

74. the types of expenditure which should be considered additional, rather than 
essential.   

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above the actual 
essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, 
and travel to medical appointments – backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.26 

 
Consultation Question 75. 
We invite consultees’ views as to: 

75. whether intended parents should be permitted to pay all costs that arise 
from entering into a surrogacy arrangement, and those unique to a 
surrogate pregnancy; and 

76. the types of cost which should be included within this category. 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.29 
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Consultation Question 76. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be 
able to pay their surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or 
self-employed). 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost earnings. 

Paragraph 15.37 

 
Consultation Question 77. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be 
able to pay their surrogate either or both of the following lost potential earnings: 

77. her lost employment-related potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 
15.35 above); and/or 

78. other lost potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 15.36 above). 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost earnings. 

Paragraph 15.38 
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Consultation Question 78. 
We invite consultees to share their experiences: 

79. of the impact that payments received by a surrogate from the intended 
parents has had on the surrogate’s entitlement to means-tested social 
welfare benefits; and 

80. where a surrogacy arrangement has had an impact on the surrogate’s 
entitlement to means-tested social welfare benefits, how that has been 
addressed in their surrogacy arrangement. 

N/A 
Paragraph 15.47 
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Consultation Question 79. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay 
compensation to the surrogate for the following: 

81. pain and inconvenience arising from the pregnancy and childbirth; 
82. medical treatments relating to the surrogacy, including payments for each 

insemination or embryo transfer; and/or 
83.  specified complications, including hyperemesis gravidarum, pre-eclampsia, 

an ectopic pregnancy, miscarriage, termination, caesarean birth, excessive 
haemorrhaging, perineal tearing, removal of fallopian tubes or ovaries or a 
hysterectomy. 

It is absurd to propose that one could place a monetary value on the pain of adverse pregnancy 
outcomes. In putting a price tag on perineal tear for example, some mothers report little pain or 
symptoms, others have profound ongoing fear of vaginal penetration, which can result in very 
significant emotional and relationship difficulties. Infection may complicate healing, and some 
women report long term sequelae from this, such as impaired wound healing. 
 
Haematology conditions should also be considered. Blood loss, for example due to placental 
haemorrhage can be very significant, and potentially result in emergency hysterectomy and blood 
transfusion to save the life of the mother. It is a fact that although blood is thoroughly screened in 
the UK there still remains the potential for blood borne illnesses to be transmitted, and the fact that 
some of these may not have been identified yet by researchers is also a real risk to a mother 
receiving transfusion. Persons who have had a blood transfusion are currently unable to donate 
blood themselves in the UK, due to the risk of (vCJD) transmission. This is an indication of the 
gravity of receiving blood products. 
 
No medical intervention is EVER risk free. Receiving multiple blood products in the context of 
Massive Transfusion Protocol (eg platelets, Fresh Frozen Plasma, cryoprecipitate) only heighten 
those risks. 
 
Conditions such as HELLP (Haemolysis, Elevated Liver enzymes, Low Platelets) can be fatal, and 
although the maternal mortality rate is low, it can have significant sequelae, including renal failure 
potentially requiring dialysis, placental abruption (potentially fatal for mother and baby) permanent 
liver damage and retinal detachment resulting in visual impairment. 
 
Each of these conditions have long term consequences for a woman, psychologically, physically 
and emotionally, and may also affect her ability to return to work or care for other children. 
 
Also, the late complications of childbirth have been disregarded. Late consequences of childbirth 
can include vaginal or rectal prolapse, urinary and faecal incontinence. Women who have had a C 
section may experience ongoing pain around the scar. Some sources quote this as affecting 
between 6 and 18 percent of women. These symptoms can be profoundly distressing, and may 
take years to present (conversely, may present immediately). 
 
How could we ensure that women suffering these complications are compensated? They are 
multifactorial, and risk increases with instrumented delivery and parity. How would it be proposed 
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to unpick the role of a surrogate pregnancy in causing these symptoms in relation to other risk 
factors, for example parity, smoking history, personal medical history? 
 
Psychiatric conditions are also absent from this list. Complications including depression and 
anxiety may be worsened by pregnancy. Other mental health conditions such as post natal 
depression and post partum psychosis can be fatal, and impact on a woman’s health for many 
years to come. I’m quite shocked that none of these conditions have been explicitly mentioned 
and it does make me wonder how the list of complications was created. I’d also like to know what 
level of haemorrhage would be considered “excessive”. 
 
The wording of the question “should” be able to pay compensation is not the same as being 
mandated to do so. This potentially creates a situation where some “luckier” women would receive 
compensation others would not. 
 
All of the above illustrates the risks of surrogacy and confirms my support for a total ban on 
surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. 
 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other matters in respect of which 
intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate compensation. 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. 
 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether the level of compensation payable should be: 

84. a fixed fee set by the regulator (operating as a cap on the maximum 
payable), or 

85. left to the parties to negotiate.   
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. 

Paragraph 15.53 
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Consultation Question 80. 
We invite consultees views’ as to whether intended parents should be able to pay 
compensation to the surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the 
surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for the 
surrogate. 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question illustrates the risks of surrogacy and why I oppose it. 

Paragraph 15.56 

 
Consultation Question 81. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether: 

86. intended parents should be able to buy gifts for the surrogate; and 
87. if so, specific provision should be made for these gifts to be modest or 

reasonable in nature. 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to give the birth mother gifts. 

Paragraph 15.60 

 
Consultation Question 82. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be possible for the intended parents to 
agree to pay a woman for the service of undertaking a surrogacy. 
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It should not be possible for the intended parents to agree to pay a woman for the service 
of undertaking a surrogacy. (check box) 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her ‘services’. 
 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay 
a woman for the service of undertaking surrogacy, whether that the fee should be: 

88. any sum agreed between the parties to the surrogacy; or 
89. a fixed fee set by the regulator. 

Leave both check boxes blank. 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her ‘services’. 
 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay 
a woman a fixed fee for the service of undertaking surrogacy, what, if any, other payments 
the law should permit, in addition to that fixed fee: 

90. no other payments; 
91. essential costs relating to the pregnancy; 
92. additional costs relating to the pregnancy; 
93. lost earnings; 
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94. compensation for pain and inconvenience, medical treatment and 
complications, and the death of the surrogate; and/or 

95. gifts. 
Leave all check boxes blank. 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to make any type of fee or payment to 
the birth mother for her ‘services’. 

Paragraph 15.69 

 
Consultation Question 83. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be possible for any payment the law 
permits the intended parents to pay the surrogate for her services to be reduced in the 
event of a miscarriage or termination of the pregnancy. 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their 
‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of surrogacy. 
 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if the law permits a fee payable to the 
surrogate to be able to be reduced in the event of a miscarriage or termination, whether 
such provision should apply: 

96. in the first trimester of pregnancy only; 
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97. to any miscarriage or termination; or 
98. some other period of time (please specify).   

Leave all check boxes blank. 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their 
‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of surrogacy. 

Paragraph 15.72 

 
Consultation Question 84. 
We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to 
surrogates should be the same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to 
parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I am opposed to the ‘new pathway’ but consider that regardless of the surrogacy arrangement 
being used, the only payments that should ever be made are essential and basic expenses for 
which receipts are provided. 

Paragraph 15.74 

 
Consultation Question 85. 
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We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have 
not discussed which they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the 
surrogate. 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.75 

 
Consultation Question 86. 
We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that 
intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate. 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.76 
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Consultation Question 87. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are specific methods of enforcing 
limitations that are placed on payments to surrogates that we should consider as part of 
our review: 

99. for cases within the new pathway to parenthood; and 
100. for cases where a parental order is made after the birth of the baby. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
The only payments that should be made are essential and basic expenses and for which receipts 
are provided. The judge or other competent authority should closely monitor all financial aspects 
of the arrangement (in line with the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations*) and refuse the 
parental order when payments have exceeded basic expenses. If it is not a judge overseeing the 
arrangements, the competent authority should be totally independent and not, for example, an 
agency (or ‘regulated surrogacy organisation’) that has been involved in the arrangements in any 
way. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 15.89 

 
Consultation Question 88. 
We provisionally propose that financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into 
under the new pathway to parenthood should be enforceable by the surrogate. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
 
We provisionally propose that if the financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into 
under the new pathway become enforceable, the ability to do so should not be dependent 
on the surrogate complying with any terms of the agreement relating to her lifestyle. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The idea that a ‘surrogacy 
agreement’ could place restrictions on the birth mother’s lifestyle is utterly abhorrent. 

Paragraph 15.99 
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Consultation Question 89. 
We invite overseas surrogates (or bodies representing or advocating for surrogates) to 
share with us their experiences f international surrogacy arrangements. 
N/A 

Paragraph 16.10 

 
Consultation Question 90. 
We invite organisations focused on children’s rights and welfare in the international 
context to share with us their views on our proposed reforms and consultation questions 
in this chapter. 
N/A 

Paragraph 16.12 

 
Consultation Question 91. 
We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of their experience of applying to register 
a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement as a British citizen and 
obtaining a passport for the child. In particular, we would be interested to hear how long 
the application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have about 
causes of delays in the process. 
N/A 

Paragraph 16.52 

 
Consultation Question 92. 
We provisionally propose that it should be possible for a file to be opened, and the 
application process for obtaining registration of a child born from an international 
surrogacy arrangement and obtaining a passport to begin, prior to the birth of the child. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a 
passport in international surrogacy arrangements appears to contradict the UN Special 
Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling and trafficking of 
children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly disagree with this 
proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.53 
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Consultation Question 93. 
We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of 
applying for a visa for a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In 
particular, we would be interested to hear how long the application took after the birth of 
the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process. 
N/A 

Paragraph 16.68 

 
Consultation Question 94. 
We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process 
for applying for a visa in respect of a child born through an international surrogacy 
arrangement, before the child is born. The application will need to be completed after the 
birth of the child, and the issue of a passport in the child’s country of birth. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a 
passport before the child is born in international surrogacy arrangements appears to contradict the 
UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling and 
trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly 
disagree with this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

 
We provisionally propose that the current provision made for the grant of a visa outside of 
the Immigration Rules where the intended parents are not the legal parents of the child 
under nationality law should be brought within the Rules. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the grant of a visa should not be dependent on the child breaking links with 
the surrogate; or 
(2) that this condition should be clarified to ensure that it does not prevent the 
child having contact, and an on-going relationship, with the surrogate. 
Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current requirement for the grant of a visa 
outside the Rules that the intended parents must apply for a parental order within six 
months of the child’s birth should be removed (regardless of whether the availability of the 
visa is brought within the Rules), if our provisional proposal to remove the time limit on 
applications for parental orders is accepted. 
NO 
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The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain 
circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child. 

Paragraph 16.69 

 
Consultation Question 95. 
We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process 
for applying for a EU Uniform Format Form in respect of a child born through an 
international surrogacy arrangement, before the child is born. The application will need to 
be completed after the birth of the child. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for an EU Uniform Format Form 
for the child before she or he is born in international surrogacy arrangements appears to 
contradict the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against 
the selling and trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I 
therefore strongly disagree with this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.76 

 
Consultation Question 96. 
We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of 
applying for a EU Uniform Format Form for a child born through an international 
surrogacy arrangement. In particular we would be interested to hear how long the 
application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of 
causes of delays in the process. 
N/A 

Paragraph 16.77 

 
Consultation Question 97. 
We provisionally propose that the UK Government should provide a single, 
comprehensive guide for intended parents explaining the nationality and immigration 
consequences of having a child through an international surrogacy arrangement. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I agree with such a guide, but would like to see it explaining the reasons why surrogacy is a 
violation of the human rights of women and children and all the other ways in which it is possible 
for people to enjoy children in their lives. 

Paragraph 16.82 
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Consultation Question 98. 
We provisionally propose that international surrogacy arrangements should not be 
eligible for the new pathway to parenthood. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 16.93 

 
Consultation Question 99. 
We provisionally propose that: 
the Secretary of State should have the power to provide that the intended parents of 
children born through international surrogacy arrangements, who are recognised as the 
legal parents of the child in the country of the child’s birth, should also be recognised as 
the child’s legal parents in the UK, without it being necessary for the intended parents to 
apply for a parental order, but 
before exercising the power, the Secretary of State should be required to be satisfied 
that the domestic law and practice in the country in question provides protection against 
the exploitation of surrogates, and for the welfare of the child, that is at least equivalent 
to that provided in UK law. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I do not see how this proposal for such a blanket power would align with the UN Special 
Rapporteur’s key recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the Protection of Children 
and Cooperation in respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. The latter requires the birth mother 
to have legal parenthood and parental responsibility when the child is born and that her consent 
to giving up the child must be given AFTER the childs birth and that the transfer of ‘parenthood’ 
should be overseen by the courts or a competent authority on an individual case by case basis, 
with the best interests of the child being the paramount consideration. This is an important 
safeguard against the sale of children and for the protection of the birth mother and I believe it 
should apply equally to international surrogacy arrangements. I therefore strongly disagree with 
this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.94 
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Consultation Question 100. 
We invite consultees to tell us of their experience of surrogacy arrangements in the UK 
involving foreign intended parents. 
N/A 
 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether: 

101. any restriction is necessary on the removal of a child from the UK for 
the purpose of the child becoming the subject of a parental order, or its 
equivalent, in another jurisdiction; and 

102. if such a restriction is necessary, there should be a process allowing 
foreign intended parents to remove the child from the jurisdiction of the UK 
for this purpose and with the approval of the court and, if so, what form 
should that process take. 

Restrictions and checks MUST be in place to protect the child and the birth mother from 
trafficking and exploitation. The process should include the same checks as would be used in an 
international adoption. 

Paragraph 16.120 

 
Consultation Question 101. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current application of the law on statutory 
paternity leave, and statutory paternity pay, to the situation of the surrogate’s spouse, 
civil partner or partner requires reform. 
I do not believe this needs changing. 

Paragraph 17.18 

 
Consultation Question 102. 
We provisionally propose that provision for maternity allowance should be made in 
respect of intended parents, and that any such provision should be limited so that only 
one intended parent qualifies. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 

Paragraph 17.32 
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Consultation Question 103. 
We invite consultees’ views as to: 

103. whether there is a need for reform in respect of the right of intended 
parents to take time off work before the birth of the child, whether for the 
purpose of induced lactation, ante-natal appointments or any other reason; 
and 

104. if reform is needed, suggestions on reform. 
I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children. 

Paragraph 17.36 

 
Consultation Question 104. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether the duty of employers to provide suitable 
facilities for any person at work who is a pregnant woman or nursing mother to rest 
under Regulation 25 of the Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations 1992 is 
sufficient to include intended parents in a surrogacy arrangement. 
I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children. 

Paragraph 17.40 

 
Consultation Question 105. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are further issues in relation to 
employment rights and surrogacy arrangements and, if so, any suggestions for reform. 
I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children 

Paragraph 17.43 

 
Consultation Question 106. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether they believe any reforms in relation to 
surrogacy and succession law are required. 
I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children 

Paragraph 17.56 

 
Consultation Question 107. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any issues in how surrogacy 
arrangements are dealt with by the health services, and whether there are reforms to law 
or practice that consultees would like to see in this area. 
It is important that all health and care professionals are aware that surrogacy agreements are not 
legally binding and that ‘intended parents’ have no legal right to override the birth mother’s 
wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or medical and health care, including during 
pregnancy, labour and childbirth. Even if she has previously agreed to them sharing decisions 
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and being informed on these matters, she can withdraw her consent at any time for any or no 
reason. All professionals involved in her care are duty-bound to comply with her wishes. 
 
All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being 
coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or more persons, including her spouse 
or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be 
present in so-called altruistic surrogacy arrangements. 
 
Surrogacy arrangements place additional and complicated pressures on healthcare staff and this 
could reduce the standard of impartial care given to birth mothers and new-borns – especially 
when the ‘intended parents’ are entitled, rich or of high status. This itself is a valid reason to be 
extremely cautious about making changes that will increase the numbers of surrogacy births. 
 
It is generally recognised that egg donation and IVF pregnancies carry additional health risks. As 
most surrogacy pregnancies involve IVF, any increase in surrogacy is likely to lead to additional 
pressure on the NHS. 
 
Adoption research suggests that the separation of the new-born and the birth mother has long-
term negative effects on the well-being of both of them. This is likely to be the same for birth 
mothers and babies in surrogacy arrangements and so can be expected to place additional long-
term pressures on the NHS and society as a whole. This has not been considered and there are 
no questions about this. 
 
An increase in surrogacy will require an increase in egg donation, which is a risky procedure that 
can have a long-term negative impact on the woman’s health, including premature death. Ethical 
issues abound. Young women might be coerced by financial pressures to donate eggs when this 
isn’t in their best interests and there are worries about eugenics – where egg donors are selected 
on the basis of blonde hair, blue eyes and stereotypical measures of ‘attractiveness’ for example. 
 
The law commissioners do not appear to have considered the likely impact of any of these 
issues. There is no question about people’s thoughts about the NHS picking up the tab for the 
extra costs involved in surrogacy and whether this affects their opinions on surrogacy itself. 
There appears to have been no evaluation of the size of the additional costs to the NHS and 
society. 
 
At a time when the NHS is under severe strain, and life changing therapies (for cancer, cystic 
fibrosis etc) are not funded due to financial constraints it is a slap in the face to provide money 
for prospective parents to indulge their parenting fantasies while denying patients access to 
drugs which are standard of care in other counties. 
 
We invite consultees’ views as to any additions or revisions that they would like to see 
made to the guidance published by the Department for Health and Social Care for 
England and Wales. 
The guidance should be revised to clarify that surrogacy agreements are not legally binding and 
that the birth mother has the right to change her mind at any time, for any or no reason. 
Healthcare professionals must accept that her wishes are paramount and that the ‘intended 
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parents’ have no legal right to override her wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or 
medical and health care, including during pregnancy, labour, childbirth and the postpartum 
period. 
 
All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being 
coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or more persons, including her spouse 
or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be 
present in so-called altruistic surrogacy arrangements. 
 
The guidance should make it clear that healthcare professionals should be even more alert than 
normal to the possibility that she is being coerced and to ensure that they can speak to her 
alone, including during labour, and that if she changes her mind about who is present in 
consultations, and the labour ward/delivery suite, they must respect her wishes. 
 
We invite consultees’ views as to how midwifery practice may better accommodate 
surrogacy arrangements, in particular with regard to safeguarding issues. 
It is important that midwifery practice always prioritises the wishes of the birth mother and the 
wellbeing of herself and the child. 

Paragraph 17.76 

 
Consultation Question 108. 
We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other legal issues in relation to 
surrogacy, not covered in this Consultation Paper, that merit examination. 
It is of considerable concern that the law commissioners appear to have given no consideration 
to the significant risk that women will be coerced into agreeing to participate in surrogacy 
arrangements for someone else’s benefit. This can be true in ‘altruistic’ surrogacy but is even 
more likely if substantial payments are involved. 
 
It is well-known that women and girls are groomed and/or coerced into prostitution by partners 
and ‘boyfriends’ who act as their pimp and take all or much of their earnings. This is a major 
route by which many women enter prostitution and is a major factor in preventing their exit. 
There is no reason to expect that the same dynamics will not occur in relation to surrogacy if it is 
opened up and provides opportunities to make significant amounts of money. 
 
If the law commissioners’ proposals are enacted, there must therefore also be legislation that 
prohibits coercing a woman into a surrogacy arrangement. This should be a criminal offence and 
carry a hefty penalty – in recognition that it is a human rights violation and so that it acts as a 
deterrent. That such a law would be difficult to enforce just adds to the arguments for why paid 
surrogacy is a bad idea – and especially for women. 
 
It would be far better to simply ban all surrogacy arrangements – or at the very least any 
payments beyond basic and essential expenses backed by receipts and overseen by a judge. 

Paragraph 17.80 
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Consultation Question 109. 
We invite consultees who are intended parents, live in the UK, and have entered into a 
surrogacy arrangement that led to the birth of a child to tell us: 

105. when the child was born; 
106. whether the arrangement was domestic or international and, if 

international, in which country the arrangement took place; 
107. whether the arrangement led to the making of a parental order in the 

UK; and 
108. whether they are a: 

1. opposite-sex couple; 
2. male same-sex couple; 
3. female same-sex couple; 
4. single woman; or 
5. single man. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.2 

 
Consultation Question 110. 
We invite consultees who have experience of applying for a parental order in the UK to 
tell us: 

109. whether the surrogacy arrangement was domestic or international; 
110. whether they had legal advice before the making of the parental 

order; 
111. whether they were represented by a lawyer in court; and 
112. the cost of any legal advice or representation. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.4 

 
Consultation Question 111. 

We invite consultees’ views as to the impact (social, emotional, financial or otherwise) of 
the current law where the intended parents are not the legal parents from birth of the 
child born of the surrogacy arrangement. 

Paragraph 18.6 

 
Consultation Question 112. 
We invite consultees to tell us what they have paid for, or to provide evidence about the 
cost of: 

113. medical screening; and 
114. implications counselling 

(where possible separating out the cost of such screening, tests or implications 
counselling from any other costs involved with fertility treatment). 

N/A 
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We invite legal consultees, who advise on surrogacy and parental order proceedings, to 
provide evidence of what they would charge: 

115. to provide advice sufficient to meet the proposed requirement for 
independent legal advice discussed in Chapter 13; and 

116. to draft, advise on and negotiate the written surrogacy agreement 
required for the new pathway. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.8 

 
Consultation Question 113. 
We invite consultees to tell us of the impact of: 

117. the current requirement of a genetic link; and 
118. any removal of this requirement in cases of medical necessity: 

1. in the new pathway; 
2. in the parental order route for domestic surrogacy arrangements; or 
3. in both situations. 

 
Paragraph 18.11 

 
Consultation Question 114. 
We invite consultees who consider that they might be able to fulfil the role of the 
independent professional discussed in Chapter 9 to tell us: 

119. their profession; and 
120. what they would charge to provide such a service. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.13 

 
Consultation Question 115. 
We invite consultees who are intended parents to give us their views on the impact of 
our proposals for reform on their ability to enter into surrogacy arrangements and, in 
particular: 

121. if particular proposals will increase accessibility, and why; and 
122. if particular proposals will restrict accessibility, and why. 

N/A 
We invite consultees who are surrogates to give us their views on the impact of our 
proposals for reform on their ability to enter into surrogacy arrangements and, in 
particular: 

123. if particular proposals will increase accessibility, and why; and 
124. if particular proposals will restrict accessibility, and why. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.15 
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Consultation Question 116. 
We ask consultees who are intended parents to tell us: 

125. whether the surrogacy arrangement was domestic or international; 
126. what they spent, in total, on the surrogacy arrangement(s) that led to 

the birth of their child(ren), including the cost of fertility treatment, 
payments to the surrogate and payments to any surrogacy agency or 
organisation; 

127. how they raised the funds for the surrogacy arrangement(s); 
128. what they spent on any fertility treatment prior to entering into a 

surrogacy arrangement (where that treatment did not lead to the birth of a 
child); and 

129. how they raised the funds for the fertility treatment. 
N/A 

Paragraph 18.18 

 
Consultation Question 117. 
We invite consultees’ views as to the specific impact of our proposals in Northern 
Ireland. 
 

Paragraph 18.20 
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Consultation Question 118. 
We invite consultees’ views as to any other impact that we have not specifically 
addressed in this chapter, or the preceding chapters, of this paper. 
It seems that before the law commissioners designed this consultation, they had already decided 
that surrogacy is a positive thing and so legislation should enable it. This may be explained by a 
limited ‘pre-consultation’ mainly focusing on people who already had a vested interest in 
surrogacy – ‘intended parents,’ women who claim to have had a positive experience of 
surrogacy, and lawyers and other organisations who stand to make money from commercial 
surrogacy if it is given the green light. 
 
It seems that the law commissioners did not consider women as a group to be key stakeholders 
in this endeavour. This is a major error, because just as all women are affected by the institution 
of prostitution, so all women will be affected by any opening up of commercial surrogacy in this 
country. 
 
It could even be argued that one of the key drivers of commercial surrogacy is a desire by men to 
break the legal and cultural recognition of the unique bond between birth mother and child – and 
indeed the proposals to make the ‘intended parents’ the legal parents from the moment of birth 
are a major step in this direction, and are likely to have a significant impact down the line – 
potentially affecting the status of all women. 
 
Paid surrogacy opens up enormous potential for abuse and risks spouses, partners and other 
family members coercing a woman into engaging in commercial surrogacy for their (and not her) 
financial benefit. This will be a potential risk for thousands of women, which appears to have 
been completely overlooked by the law commissioners. 
 
UK and Scottish Law Commissions are obliged to comply with the Public Sector Equality Duty 
(PSED) when carrying out public functions, such as this consultation. There doesn’t appear to be 
any evidence they have done so, because they have not provided their equality considerations 
and impact assessments. As surrogacy has a very different impact on women and children than 
on adult males, we believe the law commissioners are in breach of equality legislation. 
 
The Equality and Human Rights Commission describes the obligations under the PSED to have 
due regard to the need to: 
 

• Eliminate unlawful discrimination, harassment and victimisation and other conduct 
prohibited by the Act. 

• Advance equality of opportunity between people who share a protected characteristic and 
those who do not. 

• Foster good relations between people who share a protected characteristic and those 
who do not. 

 
There are many ways in which opening up surrogacy in the UK is likely to worsen women’s 
position relative to men’s, and the relationship between the sexes. Any loosening of the laws 
around surrogacy could therefore be considered discriminatory. Surrogacy is also likely to have 
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an impact on the relations between the different generations. Imagine the rage that young people 
may feel when they discover that their ‘parents’ not only bought them but took advantage of their 
birth mothers. 
 
It is of major concern that the law commissioners’ ethical arguments hinge on ideas that are not 
based on any recognised human rights instruments – such as the idea that ‘procreative liberty’ 
confers some kind of human right to surrogacy and the idea that a woman has a human right to 
be a ‘surrogate.’ These arguments do not hold up to scrutiny and have been clearly rejected by 
the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
It is shocking that the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ violate many of the recommendations of 
the UN Special Rapporteur that are designed to guard against the sale of children and the 
exploitation of birth mothers, including: 
 
 The birth mother must be accorded the status of legal mother at birth, and must be under no 

contractual or legal obligation to participate in the legal or physical transfer of the child. 
 All payments to the birth mother must be made before the legal and physical transfer of the 

child and must be non-reimbursable – even if she decides not to relinquish the child. 
 The birth mother’s choice to transfer the child “must be a gratuitous act, based on her own 

post-birth intentions, rather than on any legal or contractual obligation.” 
 Pre-conception checks, while encouraged, cannot take the place of appropriate welfare 

checks after the birth of the child. 
 Decisions about parentage and parental responsibility must be made by a court or other 

competent authority on an individual basis after the birth with the best interests of the child 
being paramount. 

 
The consultation is confusing and it does not conform to the government’s consultation 
guidelines. There are too many questions, they are too detailed and do not ask the important 
high-level questions – such as whether you think surrogacy can ever be ethical, etc. 
 
For all these reasons, the law commissioners should go back to the drawing board and start 
again from the position of women’s and children’s human rights. If it is found that there is no way 
to liberalise surrogacy law that is compliant with obligations under international treaties such as 
CEDAW and the UNCRC and its first optional protocol, then the law must not be liberalised. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 
 

Paragraph 18.22 

 



Response ID ANON-2V7F-Y8VP-V

Submitted to The Law Commissions' Consultation on Surrogacy
Submitted on 2019-10-08 21:55:15

About you

1  What is your name?

Name:

2  If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a university), what is the name of your organisation?

Enter the name of your organisation:

3  Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your organisation?

This is a personal response

If other, please provide details:

4  If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best describes you?

Other individual

5  What is your email address?

Email address:

6  What is your telephone number?

Telephone number:

7  If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be treated as confidential, please explain to us why you
regard the information as confidential. As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your explanation but cannot give an
assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances.

Please explain why you wish the information that you will provide to us to be treated as confidential:

Chapter 6: The parental order procedure

8  Consultation Question 1:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

All International surrogacy arrangements should definitely continue to be automatically allocated to a Judge of the High Court. There is a history of
International surrogacy abuse and exploitation and a high level of independent scrutiny should be required.

Please provide your views below:

9  Consultation Question 2:

Please provide your views below:

10  Consultation Question 3: We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the current allocation
rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation Questions 1 and 2.

Please provide your views below:

11  Consultation Question 4:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:



12  Consultation Question 5: We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the Family Procedure Rules 2010
should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise.
Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

a parental order should not be the default. The birth mother is the parent - that should be and remain the default

13  Consultation Question 6:

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 8: Legal Parenthood: Proposals for Reform - A New Pathway

14  Consultation Question 7:

No

Please provide your views below:

The Intended parents should not be documented as the legal parents at birth.
This would reduce the birth mother to a vessel, a container, such knowledge of which would be detrimental to the mental health of the child, and against
the healthy formation of their identity.
This proposal weakens the surrogate's right to change her mind.

15  Consultation Question 8:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

16  Consultation Question 9: We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes should apply to
traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated surrogacy organisation is involved.Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

The prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes should apply to traditional surrogacy arrangements, otherwise this limits the right of the
child to discover their genetic identity and may risk attraction to closely related persons.

17  Consultation Question 10: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a traditional, domestic
surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from entering into the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

18  Consultation Question 11:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

19  Consultation Question 12:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

20  Consultation Question 13:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

21  Consultation Question 14:



Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

22  Consultation Question 15:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please share your views below:

23  Consultation Question 16:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

24  Consultation Question 17: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, where the child dies
before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents
before the expiry of the period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a declaration to the
effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the birth.Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

25  Consultation Question 18: For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether, where the surrogate
dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during which she can exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the
new pathway and the intended parents should be required to make an application for a parental order.

Please provide your views below:

26  Consultation Question 19:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

27  Consultation Question 20:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

28  Consultation Question 21: We invite consultees’ views as to: (1) a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases;
and (2) how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this model.

Please provide your views below:

29  Consultation Question 22:

Please provide your views below:

The surrogacy business should be banned not made easier.
There is no evidence in the proposed changes that the surrogacy business, which benefits Agencies, lawyers and those commissioning a surrogate (who is
expected to carry a child as an altruistic act) to support that it should be made easier for those who profit.
The evidence points to banning or severely restricting surrogacy practices as has been done in European countries such as Switzerland, France, Germany
and Sweden and further afield in India and Thailand.
Surrogacy reduced women to mere commodities - it is unlikely that wealthy women would agreed to be a surrogate in a commercial transaction.

30  Consultation Question 23:

Please provide your views below:



31  Consultation Question 24:

Please provide your views below:

32  Consultation Question 25: We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be amended to add the
intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section 8 order without leave.

Please provide your views below:

33  Consultation Question 26:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

34  Consultation Question 27:

No

Please provide your views below:

I disagree with the provisional proposal that, where a child is born of a surrogacy arrangement, the Intended Parents should acquire parental
responsibility on the birth of the baby.
This pathway will take no account of, and fails to recognise, the bond which is formed between mother and baby during and after the gestational period
and the right of a child to know the identity of their birth mother.
This pathway will favour the Intended Parents and the removes the right of the child to have a biologically accurate birth record.

35  Consultation Question 28: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the surrogate should retain
parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right
to object, assuming that she does not exercise her right to object.Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

36  Consultation Question 29:

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 9: The Regulation of Surrogacy Arrangements

37  Consultation Question 30: We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the scope of the new
pathway.Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

38  Consultation Question 31: We invite the views of independent surrogates, and intended parents who have used independent surrogacy
arrangements, to tell us about their experience. In particular, we would be interested to hear about any health screening, counselling and
legal advice that took place.

Please provide your views below:

The views of independent surrogates are unlikely to be well represented, particularly overseas surrogates, mainly poor and uneducated and often
exploited.

39  Consultation Question 32:

Please provide your views below:

Consultation is built on a pro-surrogacy bias.
There is no hard evidence of the long term impact upon the child who is a surrogate or the mother who gave birth to them.
The entitlement to ‘found a family’ has been reinterpreted to ‘found a family=the right to have a child by surrogacy'.
The consultation seems to accept that breaching surrogate women’s human rights not to experience dehumanising practices is lost in the attempt to
covertly enable baby buyers to ‘found a family’.

Please provide your views below:

40  Consultation Question 33:



Other

Please provide your views below:

Surrogacy should be banned and made illegal, no-one has the right to buy a child and commoditise another human being's body

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

41  Consultation Question 34:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

42  Consultation Question 35: We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit making bodies. Do
consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

43  Consultation Question 36: We invite consultees’ views as to what should be included in the definition of matching and facilitation services.

Please provide your views below:

44  Consultation Question 37: We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer matching and
facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

Surrogacy should be banned outright.

45  Consultation Question 37: We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer
matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

Surrogacy should be banned, not restricted in this way to allow some organisations to prosper.
It dehumanises women - turns their bodies and babies into commodities.

46  Consultation Question 38: We invite consultees’ views as to the sanctions that should be available against organisations that offer
matching and facilitation services without being regulated to do so, and whether these should be criminal, civil or regulatory.

Please provide your views below:

This should be a criminal offence

47  Consultation Question 39: We provisionally propose that the remit of the Human Fertilisation and Embryology Authority be expanded to
include the regulation of regulated surrogacy organisations, and oversight of compliance with the proposed legal requirements for the new
pathway to legal parenthood. Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

48  Consultation Question 40: We provisionally propose that surrogacy agreements should remain unenforceable (subject to the exception we
provisionally propose in Consultation Question 88 in relation to financial terms). Do consultees agree?

Not Answered



Please provide your views below:

49  Consultation Question 41: We provisionally propose that there should be no prohibition against charging for negotiating, facilitating and
advising on surrogacy arrangements. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

This is a disgusting proposal - you are supporting the buying of human beings.
Surrogacy should be banned, not supported. And especially not supported by allowing individuals and organisations to profit from it

50  Consultation Question 42: We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy should be removed, with
the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything that can lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. Do
consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 10: Children's Access to Information About Surrogacy Arrangements

51  Consultation Question 43: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, where the making of a parental order in respect of a child
born of a surrogacy arrangement has been recorded in the Parental Order Register, the child should be able to access his or her original birth
certificate at the age of 18. Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

52  Consultation Question 44: We provisionally propose that where children are born of surrogacy arrangements that result in the intended
parents being recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of that certificate should make clear that the birth was the result of a
surrogacy arrangement. Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

53  Consultation Question 45: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the birth registration system in England and Wales requires reform
and, if so, which reforms they would like to see.

Please provide your views below:

54  Consultation Question 46: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has been the subject of a
parental order should be able to access all the documents contained in the court’s file for those parental order proceedings.Do consultees
agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

55  Consultation Question 47:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

56  Consultation Question 48: We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate and the intended
parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy
arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

57  Consultation Question 49:

Not Answered



Please provide your views below:

Children born of surrogacy arrangement, where there is or is not a genetic connection to the birth mother, should have access to all facts relating to their
birth heritage and origins. A practice adoption agencies now recognise as key elements for children’s rights, security and healthy maturity.
In fact, a birth mother should always be recorded on a child's birth certificate regardless of the circumstances. Children deserve to know the truth about
their heritage and background.
And they deserve to know that their 'parents' bought them and dehumanised their mother in the process.

Please provide your views below:

58  Consultation Question 50: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any provision for those born of a surrogacy
arrangement to make a request for information to disclose whether a person whom he or she is intending to marry, or with whom he or she
intends to enter into a civil partnership or intimate physical relationship, was carried by the same surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

Children born of surrogacy arrangement, where there is or is not a genetic connection to the birth mother, should have access to all facts relating to their
birth heritage and origins. A practice adoption agencies now recognise as key elements for children’s rights, security and healthy maturity.

59  Consultation Question 51:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Children have the right to be informed of their biological background and family.

Please provide your views below:

60  Consultation Question 52:

Please provide your views below:

Absolutely, surrogacy should be banned - no-one has the right to buy a child. But in historic cases of surrogacy, children born to the surrogate mother
have an inviolable right to be able to seek each other out and form a familial relationship.

Please provide your views below:

61  Consultation Question 53: For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether details of an
intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded in the register.

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 11: Eligibility Criteria for a Parental Order

62  Consultation Question 54: We provisionally propose that the six month time limits in sections 54 and 54A of the HFEA 2008 for making a
parental order application should be abolished. Do consultees agree?

Please provide your views below:

Absolutely not.
It is surrogacy that should be abolished.
A woman who has given birth has an absolute right to change her mind and she also has the right to be recorded as the mother rather than creating a
birth record that is untrue.

63  Consultation Question 55:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

No

Please provide your views below:

A biological mother's consent should always be required.
Women are not commodities to be dispensed with once they have produced a child to be bought.

Chapter 15: Payments to the Surrogate: Options for Reform

80  Consultation Question 72:



Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

81  Consultation Question 73:

Please provide your views below:

82  Consultation Question 74:

Please provide your views below:

83  Consultation Question 75:

Please provide your views below:

84  Consultation Question 76: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay their
surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or self-employed).

Please provide your views below:

85  Consultation Question 77:

Please provide your views below:

86  Consultation Question 78:

Please provide your views below:

87  Consultation Question 79:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

88  Consultation Question 80: We invite consultees' views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay compensation to the
surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for
the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

89  Consultation Question 81:

Please provide your views below:

90  Consultation Question 82:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide any views below:

91  Consultation Question 83:

Please provide views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

92  Consultation Question 84: We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to surrogates should be the
same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. Do consultees
agree?



Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

93  Consultation Question 85: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have not discussed which
they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

94  Consultation Question 86: We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that intended parents should
be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

95  Consultation Question 87:

Please provide your views below:

96  Consultation Question 88:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 17: Miscellaneous Issues

109  Consultation Question 101: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current application of the law on statutory paternity leave, and
statutory paternity pay, to the situation of the surrogate’s spouse, civil partner or partner requires reform.

Please provide your views below:

110  Consultation Question 102: We provisionally propose that provision for maternity allowance should be made in respect of intended
parents, and that any such provision should be limited so that only one intended parent qualifies. Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

111  Consultation Question 103:

Please provide your views below:

What on earth is induced lactation?
The right to time off work should be extended to biological parents only in surrogacy issues.
Who will be paying for a person who has bought a baby to take time off work?

112  Consultation Question 104: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the duty of employers to provide suitable facilities for any person at
work who is a pregnant woman or nursing mother to rest under Regulation 25 of the Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations 1992
is sufficient to include intended parents in a surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

No, 'intended' parents do not need time to rest - they are NOT pregnant!!!!

113  Consultation Question 105: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are further issues in relation to employment rights and
surrogacy arrangements and, if so, any suggestions for reform.

Please provude your views below:

114  Consultation Question 106: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they believe any reforms in relation to surrogacy and succession
law are required.

Please provide your views below:

115  Consultation Question 107:

Please provide your views below:



Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

A midwife should only be concerned with the woman who is giving birth - that is their priority. Not the sensibilities of someone who has bought a human
being.

116  Consultation Question 108: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other legal issues in relation to surrogacy, not
covered in this Consultation Paper, that merit examination.

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 18: Impact

117  Consultation Question 109:

Please insert the year of birth here:

Not Answered

If international, in which country did the arrangement take place?:

Not Answered

Not Answered

118  Consultation Question 110:

Not Answered

Not Answered

Not Answered

Please provide the cost of any legal advice or representation below:

119  Consultation Question 111: We invite consultees’ views as to the impact (social, emotional, financial or otherwise) of the current law
where the intended parents are not the legal parents from birth of the child born of the surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

120  Consultation Question 112:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

121  Consultation Question 113:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

122  Consultation Question 114:

Please provide your views below:

123  Consultation Question 115:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

124  Consultation Question 116:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:



Please provide your views below:

125  Consultation Question 117: We invite consultees’ views as to the specific impact of our proposals in Northern Ireland.

Please provide your views below:

126  Consultation Question 118: We invite consultees’ views as to any other impact that we have not specifically addressed in this chapter, or
the preceding chapters, of this Consultation Paper.

Please provide your views below:
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Surrogacy Consultation Questions 

Email the completed document to surrogacy@lawcommission.gov.uk before the deadline 
of 11 October 2019. 

ABOUT YOU 
1. What is your name? 
Name (Required) 

 
 
 
2. If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a 
university), what is the name of your organisation? 
 
3. Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your 
organisation? 
(Required – Choose one response) 

• This is a personal response 
 
 
4. If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best 
describes you? 

 
• Other individual 

5. What is your email address? 
Email address:  

 
 
If you enter your email address then you will automatically receive an acknowledgement email 
when you submit your response. 
6. What is your telephone number? 
Telephone number:  

 
 
 
7. If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be 
treated as confidential, please explain to us why you regard the information as confidential. 
As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your explanation but cannot 
give an assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances. 
 
 
 
 

 



2 
 

Consultation Question 1. 
1.1 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in England and Wales:  

(1) all international surrogacy arrangements should continue to be automatically 
allocated to a judge of the High Court; and 

YES 
 
International surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale, abuse and trafficking of 
children and the exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights issues of the utmost 
seriousness and so the arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. For 
this reason these cases should continue to be heard by a judge of the High Court.  

 
(2) if international surrogacy arrangements are not automatically allocated to a judge of 

the High Court, circuit judges should be ticketed to hear such cases. 
Paragraph 6.42 

 

Consultation Question 2. 
1.2 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in respect of England and Wales  

(1) domestic surrogacy cases which continue to require a post-birth parental order 
should continue to be heard by lay justices, or whether they should be allocated to another 
level of the judiciary; and 
(2) If consultees consider that such cases should be allocated to another level of the 
judiciary, which level of the judiciary would be appropriate. 

All surrogacy arrangements pose opportunities for the sale and trafficking of children and the 
exploitation of birth mothers. These are human rights issues of the utmost seriousness and so the 
arrangements should be overseen by a senior and experienced judge. For this reason these 
cases should NOT be heard by a lay judge but rather by a senior judge, e.g. ticketed to circuit 
judges or higher. 

Paragraph 6.51 
 

Consultation Question 3. 
1.3 We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the 

current allocation rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation 
Questions 1 and 2. 

 
Paragraph 6.53 

 

Consultation Question 4. 
1.4 We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, the court should be placed under a 

duty to consider whether to make an order awarding the intended parents parental 
responsibility at the first directions hearing in the proceedings. 
Do consultees agree? 
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(Note that this provisional proposal would be necessary only if our provisional proposal in 
Chapter 8 that all intended parents (whether in the new pathway or not) automatically 
acquire parental responsibility if the child is living with or being cared for by them is not 
supported by consultees). 

NO 
 
The UN Special Rapporteur recommends* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent 
authority AFTER the birth and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration. 
Nothing about the transfer of parental responsibility should be automatic and all options should be 
open. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 6.58 
 

Consultation Question 5. 
1.5 We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the FPR 2010 

should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the 
proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise.  
Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 6.72 

 

Consultation Question 6. 
1.6 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they are of the view that, in Scotland:  

(1) there is a need for greater consistency and clarity in provisions relating to the 
expenses of curators ad litem and reporting officers and, if so, how this should be 
addressed;   

(2) it should be provided by statute that, at the initial hearing or any subsequent hearing 
for a parental order, the court may make any such interim order or orders for parental 
responsibilities and parental rights as it sees fit; and/or 

(3) further procedural reform is needed and, if so, what that reform should be. 
 

Paragraph 6.110 
 

Consultation Question 7. 
1.7 In respect of a domestic surrogacy arrangement, we provisionally propose that, before the 

child is conceived, where the intended parents and surrogate have: 
(1) entered into an agreement including the prescribed information, which will include a 

statement as to legal parenthood on birth, 
(2) complied with procedural safeguards for the agreement, and 



4 
 

(3) met eligibility requirements, 
on the birth of the child the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child, subject 
to the surrogate’s right to object. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I vehemently disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s key 
recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the Protection of Children and Cooperation in 
respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. These require the birth mother to have legal parenthood 
and parental responsibility when the child is born and that her consent to giving up the child must 
be freely given AFTER the child's birth. I believe that this important safeguard against the sale of 
children and the exploitation of birth mothers should apply equally to surrogacy arrangements, in 
both an international and a domestic context. 
 
This proposal would set a very dangerous precedent for all women, all mothers, all children and all 
of the implications need to be fully understood. There is no evidence in the consultation paper that 
the law commissioners have considered these more general implications fully, if at all. 
 
I understand that the proposal to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ legal parenthood at 
birth is based on (or justif ied by) in part at least the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ 
mothers prior to the consultation. I do not agree that these claimed wishes alone justify measures 
that contravene the recommendations of the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the 
Hague Convention that are designed to reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and 
to protect birth mothers. 
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to encourage or condone 
a system that would require women to deliberately conceive and subsequently give birth with the 
expectation that they would have little or no legal responsibility for the child. The rights of the child 
must be prioritised regardless whether that is what some ‘surrogate’ mothers say they want or not. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.13 
 

Consultation Question 8. 
1.8 We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations and licensed clinics should 

be under a duty to keep a record of surrogacy arrangements under the new pathway to 
which they are a party, with such records being retained for a specified minimum period. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy 
organisations. 
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1.9 We invite consultees’ views as to what the length of that period should be: whether 100 
years or another period. 

Paragraph 8.14 
 

Consultation Question 9. 
1.10 We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes 

should apply to traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated surrogacy 
organisation is involved. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations, because they would 
inevitably lead to a normalising of surrogacy and an increase in its prevalence. 

Paragraph 8.21 
 

Consultation Question 10. 
1.11 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a 

traditional, domestic surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from entering 
into the new pathway. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway.’  
Paragraph 8.22 

 

Consultation Question 11. 
1.12 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the surrogate should have the right to object to the acquisition of legal parenthood by 
the intended parents, for a fixed period after the birth of the child;  

(2) this right to object should operate by the surrogate making her objection in writing 
within a defined period, with the objection being sent to both the intended parents 
and the body responsible for the regulation of surrogacy; and 

(3) the defined period should be the applicable period for birth registration less one 
week. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposal that the ‘intended parents’ should automatically acquire 
legal parenthood at birth and that the birth mother has only a limited time to object. This 
contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations,* including that the birth mother is the 
legal parent at birth and that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in 
surrogacy arrangements are taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth, with 
the child’s best interests being the paramount consideration. 
 



6 
 

The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to give 
the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as the 
most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before the 
expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.35 
 

Consultation Question 12. 
1.13 We provisionally propose that, where the surrogate objects to the intended parents 

acquiring legal parenthood within the period fixed after birth, the surrogacy arrangement 
should no longer be able to proceed in the new pathway, with the result that: 
(1) the surrogate will be the legal parent of the child;  
(2) if one of the intended parents would, under the current law, be a legal parent of the 

child, then he or she will continue to be a legal parent in these circumstances; and 
(3) the intended parents would be able to make an application for a parental order to 

obtain legal parenthood. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly with the ‘intended 
parents’ acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects.  
 
The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil 
partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent change of legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth and 
with the child’s best interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN 
Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.* 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to give 
the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as the 
most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before the 
expiry of the deadline. 
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* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 
Paragraph 8.36 

 

Consultation Question 13. 
1.14 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway: 

(1) the intended parents should be required to make a declaration on registering the birth 
of the child that they have no reason to believe that the surrogate has lacked capacity 
at any time during the period in which she had the right to object to the intended 
parents acquiring legal parenthood; 

(2) if the intended parents cannot provide this declaration then, during the period in 
which she has the right to object to the intended parents acquiring legal parenthood, 
the surrogate should be able to provide a positive consent to such acquisition; and 

(3) if the intended parents are unable to make this declaration and the surrogate is 
unable to provide the positive consent within the relevant period, the surrogacy 
arrangement should exit the new pathway and the intended parents should be able to 
make an application for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended parents’ 
acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects.  
 
The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth, along with her husband, spouse or civil 
partner if she has one – and decisions about any subsequent change of legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility must be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth and 
with the child’s best interest being the paramount consideration, in accordance with the UN 
Special Rapporteur’s recommendations.* 
 
The birth registration period is only 6 weeks and is shorter in Scotland – so the proposal is to give 
the birth mother less than 5 weeks to object. The 6 weeks after childbirth are recognised as the 
most rapid period of physical, physiological and emotional change that takes place in healthy 
human life. In a normal delivery there might have been significant blood loss leading to anaemia. 
After a Caesarean, to these changes is added all the stress of recovering from major abdominal 
surgery. It is totally inappropriate to expect the birth mother to make a calm and considered 
decision of such huge and life-changing significance at such a time – not to mention following 
through with the practical requirements of putting it in writing and ensuring it is received before the 
expiry of the deadline. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.37 
 

Consultation Question 14. 
1.15 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway, the welfare of the child to be born as a 



8 
 

result of the surrogacy arrangement: 

(1) should be assessed in the way set out in Chapter 8 of the current Code of Practice; 

(2) either the regulated surrogacy organisation or regulated clinic, as appropriate, should 
be responsible for ensuring that this procedure is followed; and 

(3) there should be no requirement for any welfare assessment of the child after his or 
her birth. 

Do consultees agree? 
 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with this proposal. It contradicts the UN Special Rapporteur’s 
recommendation* that all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in 
surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth 
and that the child’s best interests are the paramount consideration. A welfare assessment is an 
absolute requirement if an informed decision is to be made about the child’s best interest. 
Therefore a welfare assessment MUST be made after the child’s birth. 
 
The pre-conception assessment would typically have been carried out more than a year before 
the birth of the child. Much can change in that time.  
 
The justif ication that a welfare assessment after the birth of the child is not necessary because 
parents of children born through the normal process are not subject to such checks does not hold. 
Pregnancy, birth and the post-partum changes are intense physical and existential experiences 
that change you and prime you to love and be sensitive to the new-born child and rise to the 
challenge of the enormous task of raising him or her to adulthood. For obvious reasons ‘intended 
parents’ do not have this advantage.  
 
In addition, pregnancy and childbirth are a huge investment of the birth mother’s physical, 
physiological and emotional resources, which means she has already made a huge and 
unquantif iable, nearly year-long, commitment to the child. This means her practical and emotional 
commitment to the child is already well-developed, giving her the best chance of surmounting all 
the diff iculties that will inevitably arise over the course of the child’s childhood and adolescence.  
 
The ‘intended parents’ have had no similar experience. The investment of f inancial resources 
does not in any way prepare you for the practical reality of caring for a new-born child and the long 
road of nurturing and shepherding him or her to adulthood. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.51 

 

Consultation Question 15. 
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1.16 We provisionally propose that, for a child born as a result of a surrogacy arrangement under 
the new pathway, where the surrogate has exercised her right to object to the intended 
parents’ acquisition of legal parenthood at birth, the surrogate’s spouse or civil partner, if 
any, should not be a legal parent of the child. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘new pathway.’  
 
There is a very real risk that spouses and partners will coerce women into being a ‘surrogate’ for 
f inancial gain. This risk is likely to increase if he or she does not have legal parenthood or parental 
responsibility for any children born of the arrangement. This is enough reason to reject this 
proposal. 
 
However, it also represents a significant change in legal parenthood rules and would therefore 
have an implication for all children, all families because it would set a precedent. It should not be 
introduced without a full assessment of all the implications, including on the rights of mothers and 
children. There is no evidence that the law commissioners have carried out any such assessment. 
 
1.15 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in the case of a surrogacy arrangement outside 

the new pathway, the surrogate’s spouse or civil partner should continue to be a legal 
parent of the child born as a result of the arrangement. 

YES 
 
The normal legal parenthood rules should apply. This will reduce the risk of spouses and partners 
coercing women into surrogacy for financial gain. 

Paragraph 8.57 
 

Consultation Question 16. 
1.16 We provisionally propose that, in the new pathway, where a child born of a surrogacy 

arrangement is stillborn: 
(1) the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child unless the surrogate 

exercises her right to object; and 
(2) the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being registered as 

the parents before the expiry of the period of the right to object. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ – particularly the ‘intended parents’ 
acquiring legal parenthood automatically at birth unless the birth mother objects. The birth mother 
should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should not change if the child is 
stillborn. 
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1.17 We provisionally propose that, outside the new pathway, where a child born of a surrogacy 
arrangement is stillborn, the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents 
being registered as the parents before the expiry of the period allowed for the registration of 
the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a declaration to the effect that the 
relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the 
stillbirth. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the birth parents in this 
situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and this should 
not change if the child is stillborn and the registration should accurately reflect this. 

Paragraph 8.77 
 

Consultation Question 17. 
1.18 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, where 

the child dies before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able to 
consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents before the expiry of the 
period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have 
made a declaration to the effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order 
are satisfied, on registration of the birth. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the ‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in this 
situation. The birth mother should always be the legal parent of the child at birth and if the child 
dies before the parental order, the registration of birth should accurately reflect that the birth 
mother was the legal parent. 

Paragraph 8.79 
 

Consultation Question 18. 
1.19 For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether, 

where the surrogate dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during which she can 
exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the new pathway and 
the intended parents should be required to make an application for a parental order. 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 8.80 
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Consultation Question 19. 
1.20 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, where both 

intended parents die during the surrogate’s pregnancy, the intended parents should be 
registered as the child’s parents on birth, subject to the surrogate not exercising her right to 
object within the defined period. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with the deceased 
‘intended parents’ being registered as the legal parents in this situation. The birth mother should 
always be the legal parent of the child at birth and the registration of birth should accurately reflect 
this. 
 
1.21 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new 

pathway, where both intended parents die during the surrogate’s pregnancy or before a 
parental order is made: 
(1) it should be competent for an application to be made, by a person who claims an 

interest under section 11(3)(a) of the Children (Scotland) Act 1995, or who would be 
permitted to apply for an order under section 8 of the Children Act 1989: 
(a) for an order for appointment as guardian of the child, and 
(b) for a parental order in the name of the intended parents, subject to the 

surrogate’s consent; or 
(2) the surrogate should be registered as the child’s mother and it should not be possible 

for the intended parents to be registered as the child’s parents, but that there should 
be a procedure for the surrogate to provide details of the intended parents, and, if 
relevant, gamete donors, for entry onto the register of surrogacy arrangements. 

The intended parents should NOT be registered as the child’s parents if they are already 
deceased – so option (2) is preferable. 

Paragraph 8.81 
 

Consultation Question 20. 
1.22 We provisionally propose that, where an application is made for a parental order by a sole 

applicant under section 54A: 
(1) the applicant should have to make a declaration that it was always intended that 

there would only be a single applicant for a parental order in respect of the child 
concerned or to supply the name and contact details of the other intended parent;  

(2) if details of another intended parent are supplied, a provision should be made for 
notice to be given to the potential second intended parent of the application and an 
opportunity given to that party to provide notice of opposition within a brief period (of, 
say, 14 to 21 days); and 

(3) if the second intended parent gives notice of his or her intention to oppose, he or she 
should be required to make his or her own application within a brief period (say 14 
days), otherwise the application of the first intended parent will be determined by the 
court. 
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Do consultees agree? 
YES 

Paragraph 8.86 
 

Consultation Question 21. 
1.23 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases; and 
(2) how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this model. 

I profoundly oppose a three-parent model of legal parenthood, even if it is temporary. The birth 
mother should be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and 
parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent 
authority AFTER the birth of the child with the best interests of the child being the paramount 
consideration, as recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.91 
 

Consultation Question 22. 
1.24 We invite consultees’ views:  

(1) as to whether there should be any additional oversight in the new pathway that we 
have proposed, leading to the acquisition of legal parenthood by the intended parents 
at birth; and 

(2) if so, as to whether should this oversight be: 
(a) administrative, or 
(b) judicial. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should be the 
legal parent and have parental responsibility at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood 
and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other 
competent authority AFTER the birth of the child based on the best interests of the child, as 
recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.93 
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Consultation Question 23. 
1.25 In respect of England and Wales, we invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether the welfare checklist, contained in section 1(3) of the Children Act 1989, 
should be amended to provide for the court to have regard to additional specific 
factors in the situation where it is considering the arrangements for a child in the 
context of a dispute about a surrogacy arrangement; and 

(2) if so, as to what those additional factors should be. 
The child’s best interests should drive all decisions about the child in the event of a dispute about 
a surrogacy arrangement. The welfare checklist provides a comprehensive summary of the issues 
to be considered and is adequate as it is, and conforms to the UN Special Rapporteur’s 
recommendation* that the child’s best interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not 
believe any other factors should be added. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx  

Paragraph 8.120 
 

Consultation Question 24. 
1.26 In respect of England and Wales, we invite consultees’ views: 

(1) as to whether the checklist, contained in section 1(4) of the ACA 2002 (as applied 
and modified by regulation 2 and paragraph 1 of Schedule 1 of the 2018 Regulations) 
should be further amended to provide for the court to have regard to additional 
specific factors in the situation where it is considering whether to make a parental 
order; and 

(2) what those additional factors should be. 
The child’s best interests should drive all decisions when considering whether to make a parental 
order. The welfare checklist provides a comprehensive summary of the issues to be considered 
and is adequate as it is, and it conforms to UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendation* that the 
child’s best interest is the paramount consideration. I therefore do not believe any other factors 
should be added. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.121 
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Consultation Question 25. 
1.27 We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be 

amended to add the intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section 8 
order without leave. 

NO 
 
There are real risks of the sale and trafficking of children and of exploitation of the birth mother 
and her reproductive capacities in all surrogacy arrangements. The court should therefore always 
have oversight of the arrangements. I am also concerned that there should be no liberalisation of 
the law on surrogacy because of the potential human rights abuses involved. I do not believe that 
‘intended parents’ should be added to the list of those who can apply for a section 8 order without 
leave. 

Paragraph 8.123 
 

Consultation Question 26. 
1.28 We provisionally propose that, where a child is born as a result of a surrogacy arrangement 

outside the new pathway, the intended parents should acquire parental responsibility 
automatically where: 
(1) the child is living with them or being cared for by them; and  
(2) they intend to apply for a parental order. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with this proposal. The birth mother should be the legal parent at birth and 
all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements 
should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, as 
recommended by the UN Special Rapporteur* in order to reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking 
of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility 
is based on (or justif ied by) the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the 
consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify measures that contravene recommendations of the 
UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to reduce 
the risk of the sale and trafficking of children.  
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system 
that would require women to give birth with the expectation that they would have no legal 
responsibility for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must be 
prioritised regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.132 
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Consultation Question 27. 
1.29 We provisionally propose that, where a child is born as a result of a surrogacy arrangement 

in the new pathway: 
(1) the intended parents should acquire parental responsibility on the birth of the child; 

and 
(2) if the surrogate exercises her right to object, the intended parents should continue to 

have parental responsibility for the child where the child is living with, or being cared 
for by, them, and they intend to apply for a parental order.  

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended 
parents’ should acquire parentage or parental responsibility automatically. The birth mother should 
be the legal parent at birth and all decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility 
in surrogacy arrangements should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the 
birth of the child, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the 
recommendation of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale 
and trafficking of children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
I understand that the decision to automatically grant the ‘intended parents’ parental responsibility 
is based on (or justif ied by) the wishes expressed by some ‘surrogate’ mothers prior to the 
consultation. Their wishes alone do not justify a measure that contravenes recommendations of 
the UN Special Rapporteur and the provisions of the Hague Convention that are designed to 
reduce the risk of the sale and trafficking of children.  
 
Bringing a child into the world is a great responsibility and it is not ethical to condone a system 
that would require women to give birth with the expectation that they would have no responsibility 
for that child – other than a temporary right to ‘object’. The rights of the child must be prioritised 
regardless whether that is what some birth mothers say they wish. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.134 
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Consultation Question 28. 
1.30 We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the 

surrogate should retain parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the 
arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right to object, 
assuming that she does not exercise her right to object. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I agree that the birth mother should have parental responsibility for the child but NOT that the 
‘intended parents’ should get automatic legal parenthood and parental responsibility. 
 
All decisions involving legal parenthood and parental responsibility in surrogacy arrangements 
should be taken by a court or other competent authority AFTER the birth of the child, with the 
child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN Special 
Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and the 
exploitation of women and their women’s reproductive capacities. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.139 
 

Consultation Question 29. 
1.31 For all surrogacy arrangements, we invite consultees’ views as to:  

(1) whether there is a need for any restriction to be placed on the exercise of parental 
responsibility by either the surrogate (or other legal parent), or the intended parents, 
during the period in which parental responsibility is shared; and 

(2) whether it should operate to restrict the exercise of parental responsibility by the 
party not caring for the child or with whom the child is not living. 

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The birth mother should have legal 
parenthood and parental responsibility at and after the birth and all subsequent decisions involving 
legal parenthood and parental responsibility should be taken by a court or other competent 
authority, with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the recommendation 
of the UN Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of 
children and the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 8.140 
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Consultation Question 30. 
1.32 We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the 

scope of the new pathway. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 9.29 
 

Consultation Question 31. 
1.33 We invite the views of independent surrogates, and intended parents who have used 

independent surrogacy arrangements, to tell us about their experience. In particular, we 
would be interested to hear about any health screening, counselling and legal advice that 
took place. 

N/A 
Paragraph 9.35 

 

Consultation Question 32. 
1.34 We invite consultees’ views as to whether independent surrogacy arrangements should be 

brought within the scope of the new pathway. 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts 
binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first optional protocol. 
 
1.35 We invite consultees’ views as to how independent surrogacy arrangements might be 

brought within the scope of the new pathway. 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. It is inappropriate and contradicts 
binding obligations under the UNCRC and its first optional protocol. 

Paragraph 9.36 
 

Consultation Question 33. 
1.36 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) there should be regulated surrogacy organisations;  
NO 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 

(2) there should be no requirement for a regulated surrogacy organisation to take a 
particular form; and 
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OTHER 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 

(3) each surrogacy organisation should be required to appoint an individual responsible 
for ensuring that the organisation complies with regulation. 

Do consultees agree?  
OTHER 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.61 
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Consultation Question 34. 
1.37 We provisionally propose that the person responsible must be responsible for: 

(1) representing the organisation to, and liaising with, the regulator; 
(2) managing the regulated surrogacy organisation with sufficient care, competence and 

skill; 
(3) ensuring the compliance of the organisation with relevant law and regulation, 

including the creation, maintenance and operation of necessary policies and 
procedures; 

(4) training any staff, including that of the person responsible; and 
(5) providing data to the regulator and to such other person as required by law. 
Do consultees agree? 

LEAVE ALL CHECK BOXES BLANK (i.e. none of the above) 
 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
1.38 We invite consultees to identify any other responsibilities which a responsible individual 

should have. 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
1.39 We invite consultees’ views as to what experience, skills and qualif ications a person 

responsible for a surrogacy organisation should have. 
I disagree with this proposal because regulated surrogacy organisations would sanction and 
legitimise surrogacy and inevitably lead to an increase in its prevalence. I consider surrogacy to 
be a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.62 
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Consultation Question 35. 
1.40 We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit 

making bodies. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction 
surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and would 
drive an increase in surrogacy. Even if surrogacy organisations are non-profit making, they will 
inevitably be driven by commercial imperatives (for example, to cover costs, salaries, etc.) and will 
need to continuously seek new business and to convince or coerce more women to act as 
‘surrogates.’ 
 
Deriving income from surrogacy is abhorrent and, given the parallels between surrogacy and 
prostitution, is a potential violation of Article 6 of CEDAW, which prohibits third-parties profiting or 
otherwise benefiting from the prostitution of women. 

Paragraph 9.84 
 

Consultation Question 36. 
1.41 We invite consultees’ views as to what should be included in the definition of matching and 

facilitation services. 
I disagree with organisations being able to provide matching and facilitation services, because that 
would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights 
of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.94 
 

Consultation Question 37. 
1.42 We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to 

offer matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new 
pathway. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated surrogacy 
organisations or any other organisations being able to provide matching and facilitation services 
for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I 
consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
  
1.43 We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should be 

able to offer matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements outside 
the new pathway. 
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I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I disagree with regulated surrogacy 
organisations or any other organisations being able to provide matching and facilitation services 
for any type of surrogacy, because that would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I 
consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 

Paragraph 9.95 
 

Consultation Question 38. 
1.44 We invite consultees’ views as to the sanctions that should be available against 

organisations that offer matching and facilitation services without being regulated to do so, 
and whether these should be criminal, civil or regulatory. 

I do not accept that matching and facilitation services should be allowed – regardless who they 
are provided by – because they would inevitably lead to an increase in surrogacy, which I consider 
a violation of the human rights of both women and children. Offering such services should be a 
criminal offence. 

Paragraph 9.97 
 

Consultation Question 39. 
1.45 We provisionally propose that the remit of the Human Fertilisation and Embryology 

Authority be expanded to include the regulation of regulated surrogacy organisations, and 
oversight of compliance with the proposed legal requirements for the new pathway to legal 
parenthood. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I disagree with the proposal for regulated surrogacy organisations because they would sanction 
surrogacy, which I consider a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and would 
drive an increase in surrogacy.  
 
1.46 If consultees agree, we invite their views as to how the Authority’s Code of Practice should 

apply to regulated surrogacy organisations, including which additional or new areas of 
regulation should be applied. 

Paragraph 9.117 
 

Consultation Question 40. 
1.47 We provisionally propose that surrogacy agreements should remain unenforceable (subject 

to the exception we provisionally propose in Consultation Question 88 in relation to financial 
terms).  
Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 9.129 

 



22 
 

Consultation Question 41. 
1.48 We provisionally propose that there should be no prohibition against charging for 

negotiating, facilitating and advising on surrogacy arrangements. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I VEHEMENTLY disagree with this proposal and the opening up of surrogacy in this country, 
because I consider it a violation of the human rights of both women and the child. The idea of 
organisations charging to facilitate it is utterly abhorrent and violates the spirit, if not the letter, of 
Article 6 of CEDAW, given the parallels between surrogacy and prostitution. Article 6 prohibits the 
exploitation of the prostitution of women – which includes deriving any form of benefit from 
women’s prostitution. 

Paragraph 9.135 
 

Consultation Question 42. 
1.49 We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy should 

be removed, with the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything that can 
lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I VEHEMENTLY disagree with removing the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy. 
Surrogacy is a violation of the human rights of both women and children, and enabling advertising 
sites (and other ‘service’ organisations) to financially benefit from it is abhorrent. 
 
At this time of increasing poverty and inequality, it would be unethical to promote the idea that 
being a ‘surrogate’ mother would be a solution to an impoverished woman’s financial problems. If 
this proposal is implemented, Facebook and Google are likely present surrogacy ads to female 
students and young women suggesting that becoming a ‘surrogate’ would provide the solution to 
their f inancial worries. The most disadvantaged young women would be the most vulnerable to 
this idea and it is doubtful it would ever truly be in her best interest. 
 
Just as we protect disadvantaged people from the temptation of selling their kidneys for money, 
we need to protect disadvantaged women from the temptation of renting their wombs. This means 
that advertising of surrogacy MUST remain banned. 

Paragraph 9.145 
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Consultation Question 43. 
1.50 We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, where the making of a parental order 

in respect of a child born of a surrogacy arrangement has been recorded in the Parental 
Order Register, the child should be able to access his or her original birth certif icate at the 
age of 18. 
Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 10.80 

 
Consultation Question 44. 
1.51 We provisionally propose that where children are born of surrogacy arrangements that 

result in the intended parents being recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form 
of that certif icate should make clear that the birth was the result of a surrogacy 
arrangement. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. I do not agree that the ‘intended 
parents’ should be recorded as parents on the original birth certif icate. The birth mother should be 
recorded as the birth mother on the birth certificate and all decisions involving legal parenthood 
and parental responsibility should be taken after the birth by a court or other competent authority, 
with the child’s best interest the paramount consideration. This is the recommendation of the UN 
Special Rapporteur* and has the aim of reducing the risk of the sale and trafficking of children and 
the exploitation of women and their reproductive capacities. 
 
However, if the ‘intended parents’ are recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of 
the certif icate should make clear that the birth was the result of a surrogacy arrangement. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 10.85 
 

Consultation Question 45. 
1.52 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the birth registration system in England and 

Wales requires reform and, if so, which reforms they would like to see. 
I do not consider the birth registration system to be in need for reform. I am particularly opposed to 
changes to allow for the registration of three parents or for anyone other than the birth mother to 
be recorded as the mother on the original birth certif icate. Such proposals could lead to the 
facilitation of the sale of children and an erosion of mothers’ rights and a diluting of the 
understanding that the relationship between the birth mother and the child is unique. 

Paragraph 10.87 
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Consultation Question 46. 
1.53 We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has 

been the subject of a parental order should be able to access all the documents contained 
in the court’s file for those parental order proceedings. 
Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 10.89 

 
Consultation Question 47. 
1.54 We provisionally propose that a national register of surrogacy arrangements should be 

created to record the identity of the intended parents, the surrogate and the gamete donors. 
Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
1.55 We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the register should be maintained by the Authority; 
(2) the register should record information for all surrogacy arrangements, whether in or 

outside the new pathway, provided that the information about who has contributed 
gametes for the conception of the child has been medically verif ied, and that the 
information should include: 
(a) identifying information about all the parties to the surrogacy arrangement, and 
(b) non-identifying information about those who have contributed gametes to the 

conception of the child; and 
(3) to facilitate the record of this information, the application form/petition for a parental 

order should record full information about a child’s genetic heritage where available 
and established by DNA or medical evidence, recording the use of an anonymous 
gamete donor if that applies. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and regulated surrogacy 
organisations. However, should surrogacy take place, it is important that the children have access 
to information about their origins and these proposals seem generally sound, except that the 
information held on gamete donors should also include identifying information – because 
otherwise it trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the right to know her or his 
genetic parentage. 

Paragraph 10.102 
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Consultation Question 48. 
1.56 We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate 

and the intended parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy 
arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy arrangement. 

I agree but with the proviso that all the information should be identifying – because otherwise it 
trivialises the creation of a child and denies the child the right to know her or his genetic 
parentage. 

Paragraph 10.104 
 

Consultation Question 49. 
1.57 We provisionally propose that a child born of a surrogacy arrangement should be able to 

access the information recorded in the register from the age of 18 for identifying 
information, and 16 for non-identifying information (if such information is included on the 
register), provided that he or she has been given a suitable opportunity to receive 
counselling about the implications of compliance with this request. 
Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
1.58 We invite consultees’ views as to whether a child under the age of 18 or 16 (depending on 

whether the information is identifying or non-identifying respectively) should be able to 
access the information in the register and, if so, in which circumstances: 
(1) where his or her legal parents have consented; 
(2) if he or she has received counselling and the counsellor judges that he or she is 

sufficiently mature to receive this information; and/or 
(3) in any other circumstances. 

I agree with (1) and (2) and believe there might be other circumstances where this is reasonable. 
Paragraph 10.110 

 

Consultation Question 50. 
1.59 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any provision for those born of a 

surrogacy arrangement to make a request for information to disclose whether a person 
whom he or she is intending to marry, or with whom he or she intends to enter into a civil 
partnership or intimate physical relationship, was carried by the same surrogate. 

YES, this should be possible. 
Paragraph 10.114 

 

Consultation Question 51. 
1.60 We provisionally propose that where two people are born to, and genetically related 

through, the same surrogate, they should be able to access the register to identify each 
other, if they both wish to do so. 
Do consultees agree? 
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YES 
 
1.61 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be provision to allow people born to 

the same surrogate – but who are not genetically related – to access the register to identify 
each other, if they both wish to do so. 

YES, I agree. 
Paragraph 10.121 

 

Consultation Question 52. 
1.62 We invite consultees’ views as to whether provision should be made to allow a person 

carried by a surrogate, and the surrogate’s own child, to access the register to identify each 
other, if they both wish to do so: 
(1) if they are genetically related through the surrogate; and/or 
(2) if they are not genetically related through the surrogate. 

YES to both (1) and (2) 
Paragraph 10.123 

 

Consultation Question 53. 
1.63 For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to 

whether details of an intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental 
order should be recorded in the register. 

The intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded 
in the register. 

Paragraph 10.128 
 

Consultation Question 54. 
1.64 We provisionally propose that the six month time limits in sections 54 and 54A of the HFEA 

2008 for making a parental order application should be abolished. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain 
circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child. 

Paragraph 11.20 
 

Consultation Question 55. 
1.65 We provisionally propose that: 
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(1) the current circumstances in which the consent of the surrogate (and any other legal 
parent) is not required, namely where a person cannot be found or is incapable of 
giving agreement, should continue to be available; 

NO  
 
I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child 
trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s wombs. An adoption order can be considered 
as an option when a parental order is not possible. 
 

(2) the court should have the power to dispense with the consent of the surrogate, and 
any other legal parent of the child, in the following circumstances: 
(a) where the child is living with the intended parents, with the consent of the 

surrogate and any other legal parent, or 
(b) following a determination by the court that the child should live with the 

intended parents; and 
(3) the court’s power to dispense with consent should be subject to the paramount 

consideration of the child’s welfare throughout his or her life guided by the factors set 
out in section 1 of the Adoption and Children Act 2002 and, in Scotland, in line with 
the section 14(3) of the Adoption and Children (Scotland) Act 2007. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I disagree with this because it is a violation of women’s rights and would increase the risk of child 
trafficking and exploitation of the rental of women’s wombs. An adoption order can be considered 
as an option when a parental order is not possible. 

Paragraph 11.58 
 

Consultation Question 56. 
1.66 We provisionally propose that, both for a parental order and in the new pathway, the 

intended parents or one of the intended parents must be domiciled or habitually resident in 
the UK, Channel Islands or Isle of Man. 
Do consultees agree?  

NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The ‘intended parents’ should be 
domiciled (and not simply habitually resident) in the UK in order to avoid surrogacy tourism. 
 
1.67 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any additional conditions 

imposed on the test of habitual residence, for example, a qualifying period of habitual 
residence required to satisfy the test. 

I profoundly disagree with opening up parental orders to ‘intended parents’ who are habitual 
residents but not domiciled in the UK – because of the risk of surrogacy tourism. 

Paragraph 12.15 
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Consultation Question 57. 
1.68 We invite consultees’ views on whether: 

(1) the qualifying categories of relationship in section 54(2) of the HFEA 2008 should be 
reformed and, if so, how; or 

(2) the requirement should be removed, subject to two persons who are within the 
prohibited degrees of relationship being prevented from applying. 

The qualifying categories of relationship should not be reformed or removed. 
Paragraph 12.29 

 

Consultation Question 58. 
1.69 We provisionally propose that to use the new pathway, intended parents should be required 

to make a declaration in the surrogacy agreement that they intend for the child’s home to be 
with them. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’.  

Paragraph 12.34 
 

Consultation Question 59. 
1.70 We provisionally propose that the new pathway –  

(1) should not impose a requirement that the intended parent, or one of the intended 
parents, provide gametes for the conception of the child, so that double donation of 
gametes is permitted, but 

(2) that double donation should only be permitted in cases of medical necessity, 
meaning that there is not an intended parent who is able to provide a gamete due to 
infertility. 

Do consultees agree? 
NO 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic link should 
be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 
 
1.71 We invite consultees’ views as to whether double donation should be permitted under the 

parental order pathway (to the same extent that it may be permitted in the new pathway) in 
domestic surrogacy arrangements.  

I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ and all other proposals that are 
likely to result in an increase in surrogacy. I therefore do not believe that double donation should 
be permitted under the parental order pathway in domestic surrogacy arrangements.  
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1.72 We provisionally propose that the requirement that the intended parent or one of the 
intended parents contribute gametes to the conception of the child in the parental order 
pathway should be retained in international surrogacy arrangements. 
Do consultees agree? 

YES 
Paragraph 12.64 

 

Consultation Question 60. 
1.73 We provisionally propose that if the requirement for a genetic link is retained for domestic 

cases outside the new pathway, the requirement should not apply, subject to medical 
necessity, if the court determines that the intended parents in good faith began the 
surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway but were required to apply for a parental order. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I fundamentally disagree with proposals to introduce the ‘new pathway’ and believe the genetic 
link should be retained. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 

Paragraph 12.71 
 

Consultation Question 61. 
1.74 We provisionally propose that if double donation is permitted only in cases of medical 

necessity, an exception should be made to allow a parental order to be granted to a single 
parent without a genetic link where the intended parent’s former partner provides gametes 
but the intended parents’ relationship breaks down before the grant of a parental order. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 

Paragraph 12.76 
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Consultation Question 62. 
1.75 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that a surrogacy 

arrangement has been used because of medical necessity: 
(1) for cases under the new pathway to parenthood; and/or 
(2) for cases where a post-birth parental order application is made. 

I oppose surrogacy and believe that it is a fundamental violation of women’s and children’s rights 
and that it should therefore be banned. I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’  
 
1.76 We invite consultees’ views as to how a test of medical necessity for surrogacy, if it is 

introduced, should be defined and assessed. 
I dispute that surrogacy is ever a ‘medical necessity.’ 

Paragraph 12.94 
 

Consultation Question 63. 
1.77 We provisionally propose that in order to use the new pathway to parenthood, information 

identifying the child’s genetic parents and the surrogate must be provided for entry on the 
national register of surrogacy agreements prior to registration of the child’s birth. 
Do consultees agree?  

OTHER 
 
I profoundly oppose the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. However, I support the requirement in 
any surrogacy arrangements for the recording of the identity of all genetic parents and the birth 
mother. 
 
1.78 We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be a condition for an application for a 

parental order that: 
(1) those who contributed gametes are entered on the national register of surrogacy 

agreements; and/or 
(2) if it remains a requirement that one of the intended parents provided gametes in the 

conception of the child, that the genetic link is demonstrated to the court with medical 
or DNA evidence. 

While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, I support this condition for a parental order in 
the circumstances described in both (1) and (2). 
 
1.79 We provisionally propose that it should be a condition for the application of a parental order 

that the identity of the surrogate is entered on the national register of surrogacy 
agreements. 
Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
While I oppose surrogacy and want to see it banned, if it happens, I support this provision. 

Paragraph 12.115 
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Consultation Question 64. 
1.80 We provisionally propose that there should be no maximum age limit for the grant of a 

parental order. The age of the intended parents should continue to be taken into account in 
the assessment of the welfare of the child in applications to grant a parental order.  
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I am opposed to surrogacy and would like to see it banned, because it is a violation of both 
women’s and children’s human rights.  
 
Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society 
and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good health until the child reaches adulthood. 
Surrogacy is therefore particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. If surrogacy is to 
be opened up, a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is imperative. This will make it clear that 
society does not condone older people entering a surrogacy arrangement and will make it less 
likely that older people will go ahead with such an arrangement and present the court with a fait 
accompli. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement up to that age but not beyond. It is therefore 
imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
 
1.81 We invite consultees’ views as to whether under the new pathway there should be a 

maximum age limit for intended parents, and if so, what it should be. 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be 
allowed, there should be a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ and it should be 45. 
 
Raising children is demanding and requires vital parents who are engaged with life and society 
and who can reasonably be expected to survive in good health until the child reaches adulthood. I 
am opposed to surrogacy per se, because it is a violation of both women’s and children’s human 
rights. However, it is particularly unethical when the ‘intended parents’ are old. I therefore consider 
that a maximum age limit for ‘intended parents’ is important. This will make it clear that society 
does not consider it acceptable for older people to enter into a surrogacy arrangement and will 
make it less likely that they will. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement up to that age. It is therefore imperative that 
age limits are set very carefully.  
 
1.82 We provisionally propose that intended parents should be required to be at least 18 years 

old at the time that they enter into a surrogacy agreement under the new pathway. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
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I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. However, if surrogacy is to be 
allowed, there should be a minimum age for ‘intended parents’ and it should be much older than 
18. I suggest that 25 would be more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits in the legislation will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as 
society sanctioning entering a surrogacy arrangement at that age. It is therefore imperative that 
age limits are set very carefully. What kind of society would want 18-year olds to believe that it 
would be reasonable for them to become ‘parents’ through a surrogacy arrangement – before they 
have taken even their f irst steps into independence and adulthood? 

Paragraph 12.133 
 

Consultation Question 65. 
1.83 We provisionally propose that surrogates should be required to be at least 18 years of age 

(at the time of conception), in order for the court to have the power to make a parental 
order. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I am opposed to surrogacy per se and would like to see it banned, because I consider it a violation 
of both women’s and children’s human rights.  
 
At 18 a woman is barely out of childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish herself 
as an adult. This means that she is particularly vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There 
should be a significantly older minimum age for entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I 
suggest that 25 years would be more appropriate. 
 
Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society 
sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy arrangement 
is a reasonable thing for them to be doing before they have taken even their f irst steps into 
independence and adulthood?  
 
1.84 We provisionally propose that surrogates should be required to be at least 18 years old at 

the time of entering into the surrogacy agreement within the new pathway. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for a ‘new pathway’. At 18 a woman is barely out of 
childhood and has not yet had an opportunity to establish herself as an adult. This means that she 
is particularly vulnerable to coercion and manipulation. There should be a significantly older 
minimum age for entering into a surrogacy arrangement and I suggest that 25 years would be 
more appropriate. 
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Any age limits will have a normative effect – and will inevitably be understood as society 
sanctioning surrogacy at that age. It is therefore imperative that age limits are set very carefully. 
What kind of society would want 18-year old girls to believe that entering a surrogacy arrangement 
is a reasonable thing for them to be doing before they have taken even their f irst steps into 
independence and adulthood?  

Paragraph 12.144 
 

Consultation Question 66. 
1.85 We provisionally propose that medical testing of the surrogate, any partner of the surrogate, 

and any intended parent providing gametes should be required for the new pathway. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
 
1.86 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the types of testing set out in the Code of 

Practice are feasible for traditional surrogacy arrangements outside a licensed clinic, and if 
not, which types of testing should be required for such arrangements. 

 
Paragraph 13.16 

 

Consultation Question 67. 
1.87 We provisionally propose that, as a condition of being eligible for entry into the new 

pathway: 
(1) the surrogate, her spouse, civil partner or partner (if any) and the intended parents 

intending to enter into a surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway should be 
required to attend counselling with regard to the implications of entering into that 
arrangement; and 

(2) the implications counselling should be provided by a counsellor who meets the 
requirements set out in the Code of Practice at paragraphs 2.14 to 2.15. 

Do consultees agree? 
OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.44 
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Consultation Question 68. 
1.88 We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that the 

surrogate and the intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect of 
the law and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is signed. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.65 
 

Consultation Question 69. 
1.89 We provisionally propose that, as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway: 

(1) an enhanced criminal record certificate should be obtained for intended parents, 
surrogates and any spouses, civil partners or partners of surrogates;  
(2) the body overseeing the surrogate arrangement should not enable a surrogate 
arrangement to be proceed under the new pathway where a person screened is unsuitable 
for having being convicted of, or received a police caution for, any offence appearing on a 
prescribed list of offences; and  
(3) the body overseeing the surrogacy arrangement may also determine that a person 
is unsuitable based on the information provided in the enhanced record certificate.  
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
 
1.90 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the list of offences that applies in the case of 

adoption is appropriate in the case of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. 
OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 13.73 
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Consultation Question 70. 
1.91 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the surrogate 

has previously given birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway. 
OTHER 
 
I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. 
 
Society should not condone women who have never had a child of their own entering an 
arrangement to undergo pregnancy and childbirth for someone else. It is impossible to understand 
what pregnancy and childbirth are like and how they will change you until or unless you have had 
that experience yourself. 

Paragraph 13.95 
 

Consultation Question 71. 
1.92 We provisionally propose that there should not be a maximum number of surrogate 

pregnancies that a woman can undertake as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I am profoundly opposed to surrogacy and the introduction of the ‘new pathway’. 
 
Society should not condone women undergoing multiple ‘surrogate’ pregnancies and childbirths. 
Even the Kennel Club recognises that female dogs should not be allowed to undertake more than 
four pregnancies. It is abhorrent that female dogs have better protections than women would have 
under this proposal. 

Paragraph 13.99 
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Consultation Question 72. 
1.93 We invite consultees’ views as to whether payment of costs by the intended parents to the 

surrogate should be able to be: 
(1) based on an allowance;  
(2) based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, but without the need for production 

of receipts; or 
(3) based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, and only on production of receipts. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.16 
 

Consultation Question 73. 
1.94 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate essential costs relating 
to the pregnancy; and 

(2) the types of expenditure which should be considered “essential”.   
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above the actual 
essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, 
and travel to medical appointments – backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.22 
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Consultation Question 74. 
1.95 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate 
additional costs relating to the pregnancy; and 

(2) the types of expenditure which should be considered additional, rather than essential.   
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above the actual 
essential costs of the pregnancy and birth – such as medical supplies, extra food and vitamins, 
and travel to medical appointments – backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.26 
 

Consultation Question 75. 
1.96 We invite consultees’ views as to:  

(1) whether intended parents should be permitted to pay all costs that arise from entering 
into a surrogacy arrangement, and those unique to a surrogate pregnancy; and 

(2) the types of cost which should be included within this category. 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.29 
 

Consultation Question 76. 
1.97 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be 

able to pay their surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or 
self-employed). 
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I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost earnings. 

Paragraph 15.37 
 

Consultation Question 77. 
1.98 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be 

able to pay their surrogate either or both of the following lost potential earnings: 
(1) her lost employment-related potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 15.35 

above); and/or 
(2) other lost potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 15.36 above). 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for lost earnings. 

Paragraph 15.38 
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Consultation Question 78. 
1.99 We invite consultees to share their experiences:  

(1) of the impact that payments received by a surrogate from the intended parents has 
had on the surrogate’s entitlement to means-tested social welfare benefits; and 

(2) where a surrogacy arrangement has had an impact on the surrogate’s entitlement to 
means-tested social welfare benefits, how that has been addressed in their surrogacy 
arrangement. 

N/A 
Paragraph 15.47 
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Consultation Question 79. 
1.100 We invite consultees’ views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay 

compensation to the surrogate for the following: 
(1) pain and inconvenience arising from the pregnancy and childbirth; 
(2) medical treatments relating to the surrogacy, including payments for each 

insemination or embryo transfer; and/or 
(3)  specified complications, including hyperemesis gravidarum, pre-eclampsia, an 

ectopic pregnancy, miscarriage, termination, caesarean birth, excessive 
haemorrhaging, perineal tearing, removal of fallopian tubes or ovaries or a 
hysterectomy. 

It is absurd to propose that one could place a monetary value on the pain of adverse pregnancy 
outcomes. In putting a price tag on perineal tear for example, some mothers report little pain or 
symptoms, others have profound ongoing fear of vaginal penetration, which can result in very 
significant emotional and relationship diff iculties. Infection may complicate healing, and some 
women report long term sequelae from this, such as impaired wound healing.  
 
Haematology conditions should also be considered. Blood loss, for example due to placental 
haemorrhage can be very significant, and potentially result in emergency hysterectomy and blood 
transfusion to save the life of the mother. It is a fact that although blood is thoroughly screened in 
the UK there still remains the potential for blood borne illnesses to be transmitted, and the fact that 
some of these may not have been identif ied yet by researchers is also a real risk to a mother 
receiving transfusion. Persons who have had a blood transfusion are currently unable to donate 
blood themselves in the UK, due to the risk of (vCJD) transmission. This is an indication of the 
gravity of receiving blood products.  
 
No medical intervention is EVER risk free. Receiving multiple blood products in the context of 
Massive Transfusion Protocol (eg platelets, Fresh Frozen Plasma, cryoprecipitate) only heighten 
those risks.  
 
Conditions such as HELLP (Haemolysis, Elevated Liver enzymes, Low Platelets) can be fatal, and 
although the maternal mortality rate is low, it can have significant sequelae, including renal failure 
potentially requiring dialysis, placental abruption (potentially fatal for mother and baby) permanent 
liver damage and retinal detachment resulting in visual impairment.  
 
Each of these conditions have long term consequences for a woman, psychologically, physically 
and emotionally, and may also affect her ability to return to work or care for other children.  
 
Also, the late complications of childbirth have been disregarded. Late consequences of childbirth 
can include vaginal or rectal prolapse, urinary and faecal incontinence. Women who have had a C 
section may experience ongoing pain around the scar. Some sources quote this as affecting 
between 6 and 18 percent of women. These symptoms can be profoundly distressing, and may 
take years to present (conversely, may present immediately). 
 
How could we ensure that women suffering these complications are compensated? They are 
multifactorial, and risk increases with instrumented delivery and parity. How would it be proposed 
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to unpick the role of a surrogate pregnancy in causing these symptoms in relation to other risk 
factors, for example parity, smoking history, personal medical history? 
 
Psychiatric conditions are also absent from this list. Complications including depression and 
anxiety may be worsened by pregnancy. Other mental health conditions such as post natal 
depression and post partum psychosis can be fatal, and impact on a woman’s health for many 
years to come. I’m quite shocked that none of these conditions have been explicitly mentioned 
and it does make me wonder how the list of complications was created. I’d also like to know what 
level of haemorrhage would be considered “excessive”. 
 
The wording of the question “should” be able to pay compensation is not the same as being 
mandated to do so. This potentially creates a situation where some “luckier” women would receive 
compensation others would not. 
 
All of the above illustrates the risks of surrogacy and confirms my support for a total ban on 
surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.  
 
1.101 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other matters in respect of which 

intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate compensation. 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain.  
 
1.102 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the level of compensation payable should be: 

(1) a fixed fee set by the regulator (operating as a cap on the maximum payable), or  
(2) left to the parties to negotiate.   

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. 

Paragraph 15.53 
 



42 
 

Consultation Question 80. 
1.103 We invite consultees views’ as to whether intended parents should be able to pay 

compensation to the surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the 
surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for the surrogate. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question illustrates the risks of surrogacy and why I oppose it.  

Paragraph 15.56 
 

Consultation Question 81. 
1.104 We invite consultees’ views as to whether:  

(1) intended parents should be able to buy gifts for the surrogate; and 
(2) if so, specific provision should be made for these gifts to be modest or reasonable in 

nature. 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to give the birth mother gifts. 

Paragraph 15.60 
 

Consultation Question 82. 
1.105 We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be possible for the intended parents to 

agree to pay a woman for the service of undertaking a surrogacy. 
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It should not be possible for the intended parents to agree to pay a woman for the service 
of undertaking a surrogacy. (check box) 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her ‘services’. 
 
1.106 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay a 

woman for the service of undertaking surrogacy, whether that the fee should be: 
(1) any sum agreed between the parties to the surrogacy; or 
(2) a fixed fee set by the regulator. 

Leave both check boxes blank. 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to pay the birth mother for her ‘services’. 
 
1.107 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay a 

woman a fixed fee for the service of undertaking surrogacy, what, if any, other payments 
the law should permit, in addition to that f ixed fee: 
(1) no other payments; 
(2) essential costs relating to the pregnancy; 
(3) additional costs relating to the pregnancy; 
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(4) lost earnings; 
(5) compensation for pain and inconvenience, medical treatment and complications, and 

the death of the surrogate; and/or 
(6) gifts. 

Leave all check boxes blank. 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
I am therefore opposed to allowing the ‘intended parents’ to make any type of fee or payment to 
the birth mother for her ‘services’. 

Paragraph 15.69 
 

Consultation Question 83. 
1.108 We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be possible for any payment the law 

permits the intended parents to pay the surrogate for her services to be reduced in the 
event of a miscarriage or termination of the pregnancy. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their 
‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of surrogacy. 
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1.109 We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if the law permits a fee payable to the surrogate 
to be able to be reduced in the event of a miscarriage or termination, whether such 
provision should apply: 
(1) in the first trimester of pregnancy only; 
(2) to any miscarriage or termination; or 
(3) some other period of time (please specify).   

Leave all check boxes blank. 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 
 
This question is therefore not applicable because I oppose the payment of birth mothers for their 
‘services’. However, it illustrates the grave risks of surrogacy. 

Paragraph 15.72 
 

Consultation Question 84. 
1.110 We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to 

surrogates should be the same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to 
parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I am opposed to the ‘new pathway’ but consider that regardless of the surrogacy arrangement 
being used, the only payments that should ever be made are essential and basic expenses for 
which receipts are provided. 

Paragraph 15.74 
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Consultation Question 85. 
1.111 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have not 

discussed which they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the 
surrogate. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.75 
 

Consultation Question 86. 
1.112 We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that 

intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate. 
I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
I would like to see a total ban on surrogacy in the UK, as there is in Spain. If surrogacy is 
accepted, however, legislation should allow no payments to the birth mother above actual 
essential costs, backed up by receipts. 

Paragraph 15.76 
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Consultation Question 87. 
1.113 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are specific methods of enforcing 

limitations that are placed on payments to surrogates that we should consider as part of our 
review: 
(1) for cases within the new pathway to parenthood; and  
(2) for cases where a parental order is made after the birth of the baby. 

I am opposed to paid surrogacy because it commercialises women’s reproductive functions, 
commodifies children, and risks the sale of children, against which there is an international 
prohibition. Surrogacy is therefore a violation of the human rights of both women and children. 
 
There is rising inequality in the UK and any payments above the reimbursement of the most 
essential and basic expenses will act as an incentive to poor women to engage in surrogacy when 
it is not in their best interests. 
 
The only payments that should be made are essential and basic expenses and for which receipts 
are provided. The judge or other competent authority should closely monitor all f inancial aspects 
of the arrangement (in line with the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations*) and refuse the 
parental order when payments have exceeded basic expenses. If it is not a judge overseeing the 
arrangements, the competent authority should be totally independent and not, for example, an 
agency (or ‘regulated surrogacy organisation’) that has been involved in the arrangements in any 
way. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 15.89 
 

Consultation Question 88. 
1.114 We provisionally propose that financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into under 

the new pathway to parenthood should be enforceable by the surrogate. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 
 
1.115 We provisionally propose that if the financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into 

under the new pathway become enforceable, the ability to do so should not be dependent 
on the surrogate complying with any terms of the agreement relating to her lifestyle. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. The idea that a ‘surrogacy 
agreement’ could place restrictions on the birth mother’s lifestyle is utterly abhorrent. 

Paragraph 15.99 
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Consultation Question 89. 
1.116 We invite overseas surrogates (or bodies representing or advocating for surrogates) to 

share with us their experiences f international surrogacy arrangements. 
N/A 

Paragraph 16.10 
 

Consultation Question 90. 
1.117 We invite organisations focused on children’s rights and welfare in the international context 

to share with us their views on our proposed reforms and consultation questions in this 
chapter. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.12 

 

Consultation Question 91. 
1.118 We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of their experience of applying to register 

a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement as a British citizen and 
obtaining a passport for the child. In particular, we would be interested to hear how long the 
application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have about 
causes of delays in the process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.52 

 

Consultation Question 92. 
1.119 We provisionally propose that it should be possible for a file to be opened, and the 

application process for obtaining registration of a child born from an international surrogacy 
arrangement and obtaining a passport to begin, prior to the birth of the child. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a 
passport in international surrogacy arrangements appears to contradict the UN Special 
Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling and trafficking of 
children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly disagree with this 
proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.53 
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Consultation Question 93. 
1.120 We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of 

applying for a visa for a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In 
particular, we would be interested to hear how long the application took after the birth of the 
child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.68 

 

Consultation Question 94. 
1.121 We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process for 

applying for a visa in respect of a child born through an international surrogacy 
arrangement, before the child is born. The application will need to be completed after the 
birth of the child, and the issue of a passport in the child’s country of birth. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for registration of birth and a 
passport before the child is born in international surrogacy arrangements appears to contradict the 
UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against the selling and 
trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I therefore strongly 
disagree with this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

 
1.122 We provisionally propose that the current provision made for the grant of a visa outside of 

the Immigration Rules where the intended parents are not the legal parents of the child 
under nationality law should be brought within the Rules. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
1.123 We provisionally propose that:  

(1) the grant of a visa should not be dependent on the child breaking links with the 
surrogate; or  
(2) that this condition should be clarif ied to ensure that it does not prevent the child 
having contact, and an on-going relationship, with the surrogate. 
Do consultees agree? 

YES 
 
1.124 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current requirement for the grant of a visa 

outside the Rules that the intended parents must apply for a parental order within six 
months of the child’s birth should be removed (regardless of whether the availability of the 
visa is brought within the Rules), if our provisional proposal to remove the time limit on 
applications for parental orders is accepted. 
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NO 
 
The time limit should be retained but the court should be able to dispense with it in certain 
circumstances when this is in the best interests of the child. 

Paragraph 16.69 
 

Consultation Question 95. 
1.125 We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process 

for applying for a EU Uniform Format Form in respect of a child born through an 
international surrogacy arrangement, before the child is born. The application will need to 
be completed after the birth of the child. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
Allowing the ‘intended parents’ to start the application process for an EU Uniform Format Form 
for the child before she or he is born in international surrogacy arrangements appears to 
contradict the UN Special Rapporteur’s recommendations* that are designed to protect against 
the selling and trafficking of children and the protection of the rights of the birth mother. I 
therefore strongly disagree with this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.76 
 

Consultation Question 96. 
1.126 We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of 

applying for a EU Uniform Format Form for a child born through an international surrogacy 
arrangement. In particular we would be interested to hear how long the application took 
after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the 
process. 

N/A 
Paragraph 16.77 

 

Consultation Question 97. 
1.127 We provisionally propose that the UK Government should provide a single, comprehensive 

guide for intended parents explaining the nationality and immigration consequences of 
having a child through an international surrogacy arrangement.  
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
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I agree with such a guide, but would like to see it explaining the reasons why surrogacy is a 
violation of the human rights of women and children and all the other ways in which it is possible 
for people to enjoy children in their lives. 

Paragraph 16.82 
 

Consultation Question 98. 
1.128 We provisionally propose that international surrogacy arrangements should not be eligible 

for the new pathway to parenthood. 
Do consultees agree? 

OTHER 
 
I profoundly disagree with the proposals for the ‘new pathway’. 

Paragraph 16.93 
 

Consultation Question 99. 
1.129 We provisionally propose that:  
1.130 the Secretary of State should have the power to provide that the intended parents of 

children born through international surrogacy arrangements, who are recognised as the 
legal parents of the child in the country of the child’s birth, should also be recognised as 
the child’s legal parents in the UK, without it being necessary for the intended parents to 
apply for a parental order, but 

1.131 before exercising the power, the Secretary of State should be required to be satisfied that 
the domestic law and practice in the country in question provides protection against the 
exploitation of surrogates, and for the welfare of the child, that is at least equivalent to that 
provided in UK law. 
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
 
I do not see how this proposal for such a blanket power would align with the UN Special 
Rapporteur’s key recommendations* and the Hague Convention on the Protection of Children 
and Cooperation in respect of Intercountry Adoption of 1993. The latter requires the birth mother 
to have legal parenthood and parental responsibility when the child is born and that her consent 
to giving up the child must be given AFTER the child's birth and that the transfer of ‘parenthood’ 
should be overseen by the courts or a competent authority on an individual case by case basis, 
with the best interests of the child being the paramount consideration. This is an important 
safeguard against the sale of children and for the protection of the birth mother and I believe it 
should apply equally to international surrogacy arrangements. I therefore strongly disagree with 
this proposal. 
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 

Paragraph 16.94 
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Consultation Question 100. 
1.132 We invite consultees to tell us of their experience of surrogacy arrangements in the UK 

involving foreign intended parents. 
N/A 
 
1.133 We invite consultees’ views as to whether: 

(1) any restriction is necessary on the removal of a child from the UK for the purpose of 
the child becoming the subject of a parental order, or its equivalent, in another 
jurisdiction; and 

(2) if such a restriction is necessary, there should be a process allowing foreign 
intended parents to remove the child from the jurisdiction of the UK for this purpose 
and with the approval of the court and, if so, what form should that process take. 

Restrictions and checks MUST be in place to protect the child and the birth mother from 
trafficking and exploitation. The process should include the same checks as would be used in an 
international adoption. 

Paragraph 16.120 
 

Consultation Question 101. 
1.134 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current application of the law on statutory 

paternity leave, and statutory paternity pay, to the situation of the surrogate’s spouse, civil 
partner or partner requires reform. 

I do not believe this needs changing. 
Paragraph 17.18 

 

Consultation Question 102. 
1.135 We provisionally propose that provision for maternity allowance should be made in respect 

of intended parents, and that any such provision should be limited so that only one 
intended parent qualif ies.  
Do consultees agree? 

NO 
Paragraph 17.32 
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Consultation Question 103. 
1.136 We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether there is a need for reform in respect of the right of intended parents to take 
time off work before the birth of the child, whether for the purpose of induced 
lactation, ante-natal appointments or any other reason; and  

(2) if reform is needed, suggestions on reform. 
I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children.  

Paragraph 17.36 
 

Consultation Question 104. 
1.137 We invite consultees’ views as to whether the duty of employers to provide suitable 

facilities for any person at work who is a pregnant woman or nursing mother to rest under 
Regulation 25 of the Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations 1992 is 
sufficient to include intended parents in a surrogacy arrangement. 

I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children. 

Paragraph 17.40 
 

Consultation Question 105. 
1.138 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are further issues in relation to 

employment rights and surrogacy arrangements and, if so, any suggestions for reform. 
I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children 

Paragraph 17.43 
 

Consultation Question 106. 
1.139 We invite consultees’ views as to whether they believe any reforms in relation to surrogacy 

and succession law are required. 
I am opposed to any reform in this area because it would act to normalise surrogacy, which is a 
human rights abuse of both women and children 

Paragraph 17.56 
 

Consultation Question 107. 
1.140 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any issues in how surrogacy 

arrangements are dealt with by the health services, and whether there are reforms to law 
or practice that consultees would like to see in this area. 

It is important that all health and care professionals are aware that surrogacy agreements are not 
legally binding and that ‘intended parents’ have no legal right to override the birth mother’s 
wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or medical and health care, including during 
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pregnancy, labour and childbirth. Even if she has previously agreed to them sharing decisions 
and being informed on these matters, she can withdraw her consent at any time for any or no 
reason. All professionals involved in her care are duty-bound to comply with her wishes. 
 
All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being 
coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or more persons, including her spouse 
or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be 
present in so-called altruistic surrogacy arrangements. 
 
Surrogacy arrangements place additional and complicated pressures on healthcare staff and this 
could reduce the standard of impartial care given to birth mothers and new-borns – especially 
when the ‘intended parents’ are entitled, rich or of high status. This itself is a valid reason to be 
extremely cautious about making changes that will increase the numbers of surrogacy births. 
 
It is generally recognised that egg donation and IVF pregnancies carry additional health risks. As 
most surrogacy pregnancies involve IVF, any increase in surrogacy is likely to lead to additional 
pressure on the NHS.  
 
Adoption research suggests that the separation of the new-born and the birth mother has long-
term negative effects on the well-being of both of them. This is likely to be the same for birth 
mothers and babies in surrogacy arrangements and so can be expected to place additional long-
term pressures on the NHS and society as a whole. This has not been considered and there are 
no questions about this. 
 
An increase in surrogacy will require an increase in egg donation, which is a risky procedure that 
can have a long-term negative impact on the woman’s health, including premature death. Ethical 
issues abound. Young women might be coerced by financial pressures to donate eggs when this 
isn’t in their best interests and there are worries about eugenics – where egg donors are selected 
on the basis of blonde hair, blue eyes and stereotypical measures of ‘attractiveness’ for example. 
 
The law commissioners do not appear to have considered the likely impact of any of these 
issues. There is no question about people’s thoughts about the NHS picking up the tab for the 
extra costs involved in surrogacy and whether this affects their opinions on surrogacy itself. 
There appears to have been no evaluation of the size of the additional costs to the NHS and 
society. 
 
At a time when the NHS is under severe strain, and life changing therapies (for cancer, cystic 
fibrosis etc) are not funded due to financial constraints it is a slap in the face to provide money 
for prospective parents to indulge their parenting fantasies while denying patients access to 
drugs which are standard of care in other counties. 
 
1.141 We invite consultees’ views as to any additions or revisions that they would like to see 

made to the guidance published by the Department for Health and Social Care for England 
and Wales. 

The guidance should be revised to clarify that surrogacy agreements are not legally binding and 
that the birth mother has the right to change her mind at any time, for any or no reason. 
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Healthcare professionals must accept that her wishes are paramount and that the ‘intended 
parents’ have no legal right to override her wishes or decisions in regards to her lifestyle or 
medical and health care, including during pregnancy, labour, childbirth and the postpartum 
period. 
 
All health and care professionals should also be aware that the birth mother may be being 
coerced to engage in the surrogacy arrangement by one or more persons, including her spouse 
or partner. If paid surrogacy is legalised, this will become more prevalent, but it can still be 
present in so-called altruistic surrogacy arrangements. 
 
The guidance should make it clear that healthcare professionals should be even more alert than 
normal to the possibility that she is being coerced and to ensure that they can speak to her 
alone, including during labour, and that if she changes her mind about who is present in 
consultations, and the labour ward/delivery suite, they must respect her wishes. 
 
1.142 We invite consultees’ views as to how midwifery practice may better accommodate 

surrogacy arrangements, in particular with regard to safeguarding issues. 
It is important that midwifery practice always prioritises the wishes of the birth mother and the 
wellbeing of herself and the child. 

Paragraph 17.76 
 

Consultation Question 108. 
1.143 We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other legal issues in relation to 

surrogacy, not covered in this Consultation Paper, that merit examination. 
It is of considerable concern that the law commissioners appear to have given no consideration 
to the significant risk that women will be coerced into agreeing to participate in surrogacy 
arrangements for someone else’s benefit. This can be true in ‘altruistic’ surrogacy but is even 
more likely if substantial payments are involved. 
 
It is well-known that women and girls are groomed and/or coerced into prostitution by partners 
and ‘boyfriends’ who act as their pimp and take all or much of their earnings. This is a major 
route by which many women enter prostitution and is a major factor in preventing their exit. 
There is no reason to expect that the same dynamics will not occur in relation to surrogacy if it is 
opened up and provides opportunities to make significant amounts of money. 
 
If the law commissioners’ proposals are enacted, there must therefore also be legislation that 
prohibits coercing a woman into a surrogacy arrangement. This should be a criminal offence and 
carry a hefty penalty – in recognition that it is a human rights violation and so that it acts as a 
deterrent. That such a law would be diff icult to enforce just adds to the arguments for why paid 
surrogacy is a bad idea – and especially for women. 
 
It would be far better to simply ban all surrogacy arrangements – or at the very least any 
payments beyond basic and essential expenses backed by receipts and overseen by a judge. 

Paragraph 17.80 
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Consultation Question 109. 
1.144 We invite consultees who are intended parents, live in the UK, and have entered into a 

surrogacy arrangement that led to the birth of a child to tell us: 
(1) when the child was born; 
(2) whether the arrangement was domestic or international and, if international, in 

which country the arrangement took place; 
(3) whether the arrangement led to the making of a parental order in the UK; and 
(4) whether they are a: 

(a) opposite-sex couple; 
(b) male same-sex couple; 
(c) female same-sex couple; 
(d) single woman; or 
(e) single man. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.2 

 

Consultation Question 110. 
1.145 We invite consultees who have experience of applying for a parental order in the UK to tell 

us: 
(1) whether the surrogacy arrangement was domestic or international; 
(2) whether they had legal advice before the making of the parental order; 
(3) whether they were represented by a lawyer in court; and 
(4) the cost of any legal advice or representation. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.4 

 

Consultation Question 111. 
1.146 We invite consultees’ views as to the impact (social, emotional, f inancial or otherwise) of 

the current law where the intended parents are not the legal parents from birth of the child 
born of the surrogacy arrangement. 

Paragraph 18.6 
 

Consultation Question 112. 
1.147 We invite consultees to tell us what they have paid for, or to provide evidence about the 

cost of: 
(1) medical screening; and 
(2) implications counselling 
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(where possible separating out the cost of such screening, tests or implications 
counselling from any other costs involved with fertility treatment). 

N/A 
 
1.148 We invite legal consultees, who advise on surrogacy and parental order proceedings, to 

provide evidence of what they would charge: 
(1) to provide advice sufficient to meet the proposed requirement for independent legal 

advice discussed in Chapter 13; and 
(2) to draft, advise on and negotiate the written surrogacy agreement required for the 

new pathway. 
N/A 

Paragraph 18.8 
 

Consultation Question 113. 
1.149 We invite consultees to tell us of the impact of: 

(1) the current requirement of a genetic link; and 
(2) any removal of this requirement in cases of medical necessity: 

(a) in the new pathway; 
(b) in the parental order route for domestic surrogacy arrangements; or 
(c) in both situations. 

 
Paragraph 18.11 

 

Consultation Question 114. 
1.150 We invite consultees who consider that they might be able to fulf il the role of the 

independent professional discussed in Chapter 9 to tell us: 
(1) their profession; and  
(2) what they would charge to provide such a service. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.13 

 

Consultation Question 115. 
1.151 We invite consultees who are intended parents to give us their views on the impact of our 

proposals for reform on their ability to enter into surrogacy arrangements and, in particular: 
(1) if particular proposals will increase accessibility, and why; and 
(2) if particular proposals will restrict accessibility, and why. 

N/A 
1.152 We invite consultees who are surrogates to give us their views on the impact of our 

proposals for reform on their ability to enter into surrogacy arrangements and, in particular: 
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(1) if particular proposals will increase accessibility, and why; and 
(2) if particular proposals will restrict accessibility, and why. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.15 

 

Consultation Question 116. 
1.153 We ask consultees who are intended parents to tell us: 

(1) whether the surrogacy arrangement was domestic or international; 
(2) what they spent, in total, on the surrogacy arrangement(s) that led to the birth of 

their child(ren), including the cost of fertility treatment, payments to the surrogate 
and payments to any surrogacy agency or organisation; 

(3) how they raised the funds for the surrogacy arrangement(s); 
(4) what they spent on any fertility treatment prior to entering into a surrogacy 

arrangement (where that treatment did not lead to the birth of a child); and 
(5) how they raised the funds for the fertility treatment. 

N/A 
Paragraph 18.18 

 

Consultation Question 117. 
1.154 We invite consultees’ views as to the specific impact of our proposals in Northern Ireland. 
 

Paragraph 18.20 
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Consultation Question 118. 
1.155 We invite consultees’ views as to any other impact that we have not specifically addressed 

in this chapter, or the preceding chapters, of this paper. 
It seems that before the law commissioners designed this consultation, they had already decided 
that surrogacy is a positive thing and so legislation should enable it. This may be explained by a 
limited ‘pre-consultation’ mainly focusing on people who already had a vested interest in 
surrogacy – ‘intended parents,’ women who claim to have had a positive experience of 
surrogacy, and lawyers and other organisations who stand to make money from commercial 
surrogacy if it is given the green light. 
 
It seems that the law commissioners did not consider women as a group to be key stakeholders 
in this endeavour. This is a major error, because just as all women are affected by the institution 
of prostitution, so all women will be affected by any opening up of commercial surrogacy in this 
country. 
 
It could even be argued that one of the key drivers of commercial surrogacy is a desire by men to 
break the legal and cultural recognition of the unique bond between birth mother and child – and 
indeed the proposals to make the ‘intended parents’ the legal parents from the moment of birth 
are a major step in this direction, and are likely to have a significant impact down the line – 
potentially affecting the status of all women.  
 
Paid surrogacy opens up enormous potential for abuse and risks spouses, partners and other 
family members coercing a woman into engaging in commercial surrogacy for their (and not her) 
f inancial benefit. This will be a potential risk for thousands of women, which appears to have 
been completely overlooked by the law commissioners. 
 
UK and Scottish Law Commissions are obliged to comply with the Public Sector Equality Duty 
(PSED) when carrying out public functions, such as this consultation. There doesn’t appear to be 
any evidence they have done so, because they have not provided their equality considerations 
and impact assessments. As surrogacy has a very different impact on women and children than 
on adult males, we believe the law commissioners are in breach of equality legislation. 
 
The Equality and Human Rights Commission describes the obligations under the PSED to have 
due regard to the need to: 
 

• Eliminate unlawful discrimination, harassment and victimisation and other conduct 
prohibited by the Act. 

• Advance equality of opportunity between people who share a protected characteristic and 
those who do not. 

• Foster good relations between people who share a protected characteristic and those 
who do not. 

 
There are many ways in which opening up surrogacy in the UK is likely to worsen women’s 
position relative to men’s, and the relationship between the sexes. Any loosening of the laws 
around surrogacy could therefore be considered discriminatory. Surrogacy is also likely to have 
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an impact on the relations between the different generations. Imagine the rage that young people 
may feel when they discover that their ‘parents’ not only bought them but took advantage of their 
birth mothers. 
 
It is of major concern that the law commissioners’ ethical arguments hinge on ideas that are not 
based on any recognised human rights instruments – such as the idea that ‘procreative liberty’ 
confers some kind of human right to surrogacy and the idea that a woman has a human right to 
be a ‘surrogate.’ These arguments do not hold up to scrutiny and have been clearly rejected by 
the UN Special Rapporteur.* 
 
It is shocking that the proposals for the ‘new pathway’ violate many of the recommendations of 
the UN Special Rapporteur that are designed to guard against the sale of children and the 
exploitation of birth mothers, including: 
 
 The birth mother must be accorded the status of legal mother at birth, and must be under no 

contractual or legal obligation to participate in the legal or physical transfer of the child. 
 All payments to the birth mother must be made before the legal and physical transfer of the 

child and must be non-reimbursable – even if she decides not to relinquish the child. 
 The birth mother’s choice to transfer the child “must be a gratuitous act, based on her own 

post-birth intentions, rather than on any legal or contractual obligation.” 
 Pre-conception checks, while encouraged, cannot take the place of appropriate welfare 

checks after the birth of the child. 
 Decisions about parentage and parental responsibility must be made by a court or other 

competent authority on an individual basis after the birth with the best interests of the child 
being paramount. 

 
The consultation is confusing and it does not conform to the government’s consultation 
guidelines. There are too many questions, they are too detailed and do not ask the important 
high-level questions – such as whether you think surrogacy can ever be ethical, etc.  
 
For all these reasons, the law commissioners should go back to the drawing board and start 
again from the position of women’s and children’s human rights. If it is found that there is no way 
to liberalise surrogacy law that is compliant with obligations under international treaties such as 
CEDAW and the UNCRC and its first optional protocol, then the law must not be liberalised.  
 
* https://www.ohchr.org/EN/Issues/Children/Pages/Surrogacy.aspx 
 

Paragraph 18.22 
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About you

1  What is your name?

Name:

2  If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a university), what is the name of your organisation?

Enter the name of your organisation:

3  Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your organisation?

This is a personal response

If other, please provide details:

4  If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best describes you?

Other individual

5  What is your email address?

Email address:

6  What is your telephone number?

Telephone number:

7  If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be treated as confidential, please explain to us why you
regard the information as confidential. As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your explanation but cannot give an
assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances.

Please explain why you wish the information that you will provide to us to be treated as confidential:

Chapter 6: The parental order procedure

8  Consultation Question 1:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

9  Consultation Question 2:

Please provide your views below:

10  Consultation Question 3: We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the current allocation
rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation Questions 1 and 2.

Please provide your views below:

11  Consultation Question 4:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

12  Consultation Question 5: We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the Family Procedure Rules 2010
should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise.
Do consultees agree?



Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

13  Consultation Question 6:

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 9: The Regulation of Surrogacy Arrangements

37  Consultation Question 30: We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the scope of the new
pathway.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

38  Consultation Question 31: We invite the views of independent surrogates, and intended parents who have used independent surrogacy
arrangements, to tell us about their experience. In particular, we would be interested to hear about any health screening, counselling and
legal advice that took place.

Please provide your views below:

39  Consultation Question 32:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

40  Consultation Question 33:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

41  Consultation Question 34:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

42  Consultation Question 35: We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit making bodies. Do
consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

43  Consultation Question 36: We invite consultees’ views as to what should be included in the definition of matching and facilitation services.

Please provide your views below:

44  Consultation Question 37: We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer matching and
facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

45  Consultation Question 37: We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer
matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway.



Please provide your views below:

46  Consultation Question 38: We invite consultees’ views as to the sanctions that should be available against organisations that offer
matching and facilitation services without being regulated to do so, and whether these should be criminal, civil or regulatory.

Please provide your views below:

47  Consultation Question 39: We provisionally propose that the remit of the Human Fertilisation and Embryology Authority be expanded to
include the regulation of regulated surrogacy organisations, and oversight of compliance with the proposed legal requirements for the new
pathway to legal parenthood. Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

48  Consultation Question 40: We provisionally propose that surrogacy agreements should remain unenforceable (subject to the exception we
provisionally propose in Consultation Question 88 in relation to financial terms). Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

49  Consultation Question 41: We provisionally propose that there should be no prohibition against charging for negotiating, facilitating and
advising on surrogacy arrangements. Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

This is commodifying and profiting from the birth of a child. Allowing a 3rd party to profit from a surrogacy arrangement is immoral and unethical. The
mother and baby will not be protected as this may lead to loss of profit for the surrogacy arranger.

50  Consultation Question 42: We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy should be removed, with
the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything that can lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. Do
consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

Advertising to vulnerable women in order to get them to birth babies for others at considerable risk to themselves is completely abhorrent. Who will be
targeted? Those with few financial resources will be exploited. In the USA young women are targeted by surocay advertising which promotes surrogacy as
a way to pay off student debt. Targeting young women who have no experience of pregnancy birth or motherhood is wrong.

Chapter 10: Children's Access to Information About Surrogacy Arrangements

51  Consultation Question 43: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, where the making of a parental order in respect of a child
born of a surrogacy arrangement has been recorded in the Parental Order Register, the child should be able to access his or her original birth
certificate at the age of 18. Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

52  Consultation Question 44: We provisionally propose that where children are born of surrogacy arrangements that result in the intended
parents being recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of that certificate should make clear that the birth was the result of a
surrogacy arrangement. Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

53  Consultation Question 45: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the birth registration system in England and Wales requires reform
and, if so, which reforms they would like to see.

Please provide your views below:



54  Consultation Question 46: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has been the subject of a
parental order should be able to access all the documents contained in the court’s file for those parental order proceedings.Do consultees
agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

55  Consultation Question 47:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

56  Consultation Question 48: We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate and the intended
parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy
arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

57  Consultation Question 49:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

58  Consultation Question 50: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any provision for those born of a surrogacy
arrangement to make a request for information to disclose whether a person whom he or she is intending to marry, or with whom he or she
intends to enter into a civil partnership or intimate physical relationship, was carried by the same surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

59  Consultation Question 51:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

60  Consultation Question 52:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

61  Consultation Question 53: For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether details of an
intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded in the register.

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 12: Eligibility Criteria for Both a Parental Order and for the New Pathway

64  Consultation Question 56:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

65  Consultation Question 57:

Please provide your views below:



66  Consultation Question 58: We provisionally propose that to use the new pathway, intended parents should be required to make a
declaration in the surrogacy agreement that they intend for the child’s home to be with them. Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide views below:

67  Consultation Question 59:

Not Answered

Please provide views below:

Please provide views below:

Not Answered

Please provide views below:

68  Consultation Question 60: We provisionally propose that if the requirement for a genetic link is retained for domestic cases outside the
new pathway, the requirement should not apply, subject to medical necessity, if the court determines that the intended parents in good faith
began the surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway but were required to apply for a parental order. Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

69  Consultation Question 61: We provisionally propose that if double donation is permitted only in cases of medical necessity, an exception
should be made to allow a parental order to be granted to a single parent without a genetic link where the intended parent’s former partner
provides gametes but the intended parents’ relationship breaks down before the grant of a parental order. Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide views below:

70  Consultation Question 62:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

71  Consultation Question 63:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

72  Consultation Question 64:

No

Please provide your views below:

It would be wrong if elderly people (60+)are allowed to buy a child as it is not in the best interest of any child to be brought up by people who are likely
unfit and may not live to see the child reach adulthood. Why purposefully produce a child who may not get the best of their parents due to age and
infirmity? The child is not being considered here, only the wants of the purchasers. As above

Please provide your views below:

As above I think 55- 60 is the absolute limit. Women do not get pregnant at this age naturally so should not become parents at this age. A child would be
at a disadvantage with elderly parents.

No

Please provide your views below:



I am shocked that 18 Yr old could be considered mature enough to undergo such a massive thing as surrogacy. Vulnerable young women being targeted
and taken advantage of for their reproductive capacity is disgusting and should not occur in civilised society. Many countries have banned surrogacy in
order to protect women. Why would the UK expand surrogacy and make it a commercial contract when other countries are banning it?

73  Consultation Question 65:

No

Please provide your views below:

I think 18 Yr olds would be expired for their reproductive capacity. It should be much older

No

Please provide your views below:

They should be 30+.

Chapter 13: Eligibility Criteria for the New Pathway

74  Consultation Question 66:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

75  Consultation Question 67:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

76  Consultation Question 68: We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that the surrogate and the
intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect of the law and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is
signed. Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

77  Consultation Question 69:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

78  Consultation Question 70: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the surrogate has previously given
birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

79  Consultation Question 71: We provisionally propose that there should not be a maximum number of surrogate pregnancies that a woman
can undertake as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

This is abhorrent. The use of women's bodies in this way is dangerous. There are restrictions on how many litters a dog breeder can feet from each bitch.
This is to protect the bitch and puppies. Women should have the same rights when being coerced into taki g risks with their health for the benefit of
other.

Chapter 15: Payments to the Surrogate: Options for Reform

80  Consultation Question 72:

Not Answered



Please provide your views below:

81  Consultation Question 73:

Please provide your views below:

82  Consultation Question 74:

Please provide your views below:

83  Consultation Question 75:

Please provide your views below:

84  Consultation Question 76: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay their
surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or self-employed).

Please provide your views below:

85  Consultation Question 77:

Please provide your views below:

86  Consultation Question 78:

Please provide your views below:

87  Consultation Question 79:

Please provide your views below:

Here we see the risks of pregnancy to the mother. It is wrong to use women in this way. A woman may destroy her future fertility and chance of her own
family. How can that be compensated for?

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

88  Consultation Question 80: We invite consultees' views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay compensation to the
surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for
the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

What price the loss of your wife or mother? The risks are all one sided and are too many. The idea that women would risk their life and leave their family
motherless is a terrible one that should not be encouraged. Financial Compensation does not make up for the loss of a mother.

89  Consultation Question 81:

Please provide your views below:

90  Consultation Question 82:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide any views below:

91  Consultation Question 83:

Please provide views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:



92  Consultation Question 84: We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to surrogates should be the
same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. Do consultees
agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

93  Consultation Question 85: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have not discussed which
they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

94  Consultation Question 86: We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that intended parents should
be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

95  Consultation Question 87:

Please provide your views below:

96  Consultation Question 88:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 16: International Surrogacy Arrangements

97  Consultation Question 89: We invite overseas surrogates (or bodies representing or advocating for surrogates) to share with us their
experiences of international surrogacy arrangements.

Please provide your views below:

98  Consultation Question 90: We invite organisations focused on children’s rights and welfare in the international context to share with us
their views on our proposed reforms and consultation questions in this chapter.

Please provide your views below:

99  Consultation Question 91: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of their experience of applying to register a child born through
an international surrogacy arrangement as a British citizen and obtaining a passport for the child. In particular, we would be interested to hear
how long the application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have about causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

100  Consultation Question 92: We provisionally propose that it should be possible for a file to be opened, and the application process for
obtaining registration of a child born from an international surrogacy arrangement and obtaining a passport to begin, prior to the birth of the
child.Do consultees agree?

No

Please provide your views below:

International surrogacy aka buying babies from poor vulnerable women in poorer cou tries is morally wrong.

101  Consultation Question 93: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of applying for a visa for a
child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In particular, we would be interested to hear how long the application took after
the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

102  Consultation Question 94:

No



Please provide your views below:

International surrogacy is wrong and should d be completely illegal in the UK as a civilised society. At a time when countries like India, Thailand and
Cambodia have had to ban surrogacy to protect the populace from abuses and exploitation by rich westerners seeking uteruses for hire it is shameful
that this country should be seeking to make it easier.
Imo anyone returning from abroad with a baby should be prosecuted for people trafficking.

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

103  Consultation Question 95:We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process for applying for a EU
Uniform Format Form in respect of a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement, before the child is born. The application will
need to be completed after the birth of the child.Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

104  Consultation Question 96: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of applying for a EU Uniform
Format Form for a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In particular we would be interested to hear how long the
application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

105  Consultation Question 97: We provisionally propose that the UK Government should provide a single, comprehensive guide for intended
parents explaining the nationality and immigration consequences of having a child through an international surrogacy arrangement. Do
consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

106  Consultation Question 98: We provisionally propose that international surrogacy arrangements should not be eligible for the new
pathway to parenthood.Do consultees agree?

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

107  Consultation Question 99:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

108  Consultation Question 100:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 17: Miscellaneous Issues

109  Consultation Question 101: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current application of the law on statutory paternity leave, and
statutory paternity pay, to the situation of the surrogate’s spouse, civil partner or partner requires reform.

Please provide your views below:

110  Consultation Question 102: We provisionally propose that provision for maternity allowance should be made in respect of intended
parents, and that any such provision should be limited so that only one intended parent qualifies. Do consultees agree?



Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

111  Consultation Question 103:

Please provide your views below:

112  Consultation Question 104: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the duty of employers to provide suitable facilities for any person at
work who is a pregnant woman or nursing mother to rest under Regulation 25 of the Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations 1992
is sufficient to include intended parents in a surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

113  Consultation Question 105: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are further issues in relation to employment rights and
surrogacy arrangements and, if so, any suggestions for reform.

Please provude your views below:

114  Consultation Question 106: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they believe any reforms in relation to surrogacy and succession
law are required.

Please provide your views below:

115  Consultation Question 107:

Please provide your views below:

The NHS will bear the cost of caring for surrogate mothers and babies. Thus may be a large financial burden on our underfunded NHS.

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

116  Consultation Question 108: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other legal issues in relation to surrogacy, not
covered in this Consultation Paper, that merit examination.

Please provide your views below:

Egg donation has not been examined. Thus is important and protections put in pla e for women donating eggs. Egg harvesting is an invasive procedure
not without risks and potential donors are vulnerable to exploitation as much as potential birth mothers.

Chapter 18: Impact

117  Consultation Question 109:

Please insert the year of birth here:

Not Answered

If international, in which country did the arrangement take place?:

Not Answered

Not Answered

118  Consultation Question 110:

Not Answered

Not Answered

Not Answered

Please provide the cost of any legal advice or representation below:

119  Consultation Question 111: We invite consultees’ views as to the impact (social, emotional, financial or otherwise) of the current law
where the intended parents are not the legal parents from birth of the child born of the surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:



120  Consultation Question 112:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

121  Consultation Question 113:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

122  Consultation Question 114:

Please provide your views below:

123  Consultation Question 115:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

124  Consultation Question 116:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

125  Consultation Question 117: We invite consultees’ views as to the specific impact of our proposals in Northern Ireland.

Please provide your views below:

126  Consultation Question 118: We invite consultees’ views as to any other impact that we have not specifically addressed in this chapter, or
the preceding chapters, of this Consultation Paper.

Please provide your views below:

Many countries have banned surrogacy due to the exploitation of women by rich foreigners. Expanding surrogacy to allow commercial surrogacy in the
UK is unjustified when we see what has happened in other countries. The impact of surrogacy on financially vulnerableeomen has not been considered.
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Short Form Questionnaire: Law Commissions’ Surrogacy 
Consultation 

This form is an extract of the longer form for comments and responses to the Law Commission’s and the 
Scottish Law Commission’s consultation about reforming surrogacy law. If you would like to respond to the 
full version of our consultation questionnaire, please use the online form: https://consult.justice.gov.uk/law-
commission/surrogacy. Please see our websites for further details, and for links to download the full 
consultation paper: https://www.lawcom.gov.uk/project/surrogacy/ and https://www.scotlawcom.gov.uk/law-
reform/law-reform-projects/joint-projects/surrogacy/. 

We have selected 46 questions which may be of particular interest of those with lived experience of 
surrogacy arrangements: surrogates, intended parents, family members and adult children born of 
surrogacy arrangements. You do not need to answer all the questions if you do not want to, and you can 
write as much or as little as you would like in response to our questions.  

Please note that we may publish or disclose information you provide us in response to this 
consultation, including personal information. We ask consultees, when providing their responses, if 
they could avoid including personal identifying information in the text of their response, particularly 
where this may reveal the identities of other people involved in their surrogacy arrangement. 

For more information about how we consult and how we may use responses to the consultation, please see 
page i – ii of the Consultation Paper. 

HOW TO SUBMIT YOUR RESPONSE USING THIS QUESTIONNAIRE 

Type your response into the text fields below and then save your completed form. When you have completed 
your response, email the completed form as an attachment to surrogacy@lawcommission.gov.uk.  

The closing date for submitting a response to our consultation is 11 October 2019. 

https://consult.justice.gov.uk/law-commission/surrogacy
https://consult.justice.gov.uk/law-commission/surrogacy
https://www.lawcom.gov.uk/project/surrogacy/
https://www.scotlawcom.gov.uk/law-reform/law-reform-projects/joint-projects/surrogacy/
https://www.scotlawcom.gov.uk/law-reform/law-reform-projects/joint-projects/surrogacy/
https://s3-eu-west-2.amazonaws.com/lawcom-prod-storage-11jsxou24uy7q/uploads/2019/06/Surrogacy-consultation-paper.pdf
mailto:surrogacy@lawcommission.gov.uk
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QUESTIONS ABOUT YOU 
 
What is your name?  
 
If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a university), what is 
the name of your organisation? Not applicable 
 
Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your organisation? 
Personal capacity 
 
If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best describes you? 
Medical professional caring for pregnant women 
 
What is your email address? 

  
 
What is your telephone number? 

 
 
If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be treated as 
confidential, please explain to us why you regard the information as confidential. As explained in our 
privacy notice, we take full account of your explanation but cannot give an assurance that 
confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances. 
Click or tap here to enter text. 

Question 
No. 

Consultation Question 

Q1 Consultation Question 7. 

In respect of a domestic surrogacy arrangement, we provisionally propose that, before the 
child is conceived, where the intended parents and surrogate have: 

(1)          entered into an agreement including the prescribed information, which will include a 
statement as to legal parenthood on birth, 

(2)          complied with procedural safeguards for the agreement, and 

(3)          met eligibility requirements, 

on the birth of the child the intended parents should be the legal parents of the child, subject 
to the surrogate’s right to object. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q1 

Yes, I agree with this. The intended parents should have legal rights and 
responsibilities for the care of the child. This allows them to engage with making 
decisions regarding the child’s welfare.  

Q2 Consultation Question 11. 

We provisionally propose that: 

https://www.lawcom.gov.uk/document/handling-personal-data/
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(1)          the surrogate should have the right to object to the acquisition of legal parenthood 
by the intended parents, for a fixed period after the birth of the child; 

(2)          this right to object should operate by the surrogate making her objection in writing 
within a defined period, with the objection being sent to both the intended parents and the 
body responsible for the regulation of surrogacy; and 

(3)          the defined period should be the applicable period for birth registration less one 
week. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q2 

No, unless the surrogate has a genetic relationship to the child. Presuming that 
this is the case, then I agree with points 2 and 3.    

Q3 Consultation Question 12. 

We provisionally propose that, where the surrogate objects to the intended parents acquiring 
legal parenthood within the period fixed after birth, the surrogacy arrangement should no 
longer be able to proceed in the new pathway, with the result that: 

(1) the surrogate will be the legal parent of the child;  

(2) if one of the intended parents would, under the current law, be a legal parent of 
the child, then he or she will continue to be a legal parent in these 
circumstances; and 

(3) the intended parents would be able to make an application for a parental order 
to obtain legal parenthood. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q3 

No. Unless the surrogate has a genetic relationship to the child, they should not retain 
custody of the child. In the event of child protection concerns being raised that would 
result in a CPO and the infant being removed from the custody of the intended 
parents, then this should proceed to the child being placed in temporary foster care.   

Q4 Consultation Question 15. 

We provisionally propose that, for a child born as a result of a surrogacy arrangement under 
the new pathway, where the surrogate has exercised her right to object to the intended 
parents’ acquisition of legal parenthood at birth, the surrogate’s spouse or civil partner, if 
any, should not be a legal parent of the child. 

Do consultees agree? 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether, in the case of a surrogacy arrangement outside 
the new pathway, the surrogate’s spouse or civil partner should continue to be a legal parent 
of the child born as a result of the arrangement. 

Your 
Response 
to Q4 

No, the surrogate’s civil partner or spouse should not be the legal parent of the child.   

Q5 Consultation Question 27. 
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We provisionally propose that, where a child is born as a result of a surrogacy arrangement 
in the new pathway: 

(1) the intended parents should acquire parental responsibility on the birth of the 
child; and 

(2) if the surrogate exercises her right to object, the intended parents should 
continue to have parental responsibility for the child where the child is living 
with, or being cared for by, them, and they intend to apply for a parental order.  

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q5 

I do not agree with the surrogate’s right ot objection unless genetically related.   

Q6 Consultation Question 28. 

We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the 
surrogate should retain parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the 
arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right to object, 
assuming that she does not exercise her right to object. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q6 

No 

Q7 Consultation Question 29. 

For all surrogacy arrangements, we invite consultees’ views as to:  

(1) whether there is a need for any restriction to be placed on the exercise of 
parental responsibility by either the surrogate (or other legal parent), or the 
intended parents, during the period in which parental responsibility is shared; 
and 

(2) whether it should operate to restrict the exercise of parental responsibility by the 
party not caring for the child or with whom the child is not living. 

Your 
Response 
to Q7 

No. I think that the intended parents should have parental rights from birth.  

Q8 Consultation Question 55. 

We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the current circumstances in which the consent of the surrogate (and any other 
legal parent) is not required, namely where a person cannot be found or is 
incapable of giving agreement, should continue to be available; 

(2) the court should have the power to dispense with the consent of the surrogate, 
and any other legal parent of the child, in the following circumstances: 



5 
 

(a) where the child is living with the intended parents, with the consent of the 
surrogate and any other legal parent, or 

(b) following a determination by the court that the child should live with the 
intended parents; and 

(3) the court’s power to dispense with consent should be subject to the paramount 
consideration of the child’s welfare throughout his or her life guided by the 
factors set out in section 1 of the Adoption and Children Act 2002 and, in 
Scotland, in line with the section 14(3) of the Adoption and Children (Scotland) 
Act 2007. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q8 

I am not sure.  

Q9 Consultation Question 30. 

We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the 
scope of the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q9 

Yes.  

Q10 Consultation Question 32. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether independent surrogacy arrangements should be 
brought within the scope of the new pathway. 

We invite consultees’ views as to how independent surrogacy arrangements might be 
brought within the scope of the new pathway. 

Your 
Response 
to Q10 

I am not sure.  

Q11 Consultation Question 67. 

We provisionally propose that, as a condition of being eligible for entry into the new pathway: 

(1) the surrogate, her spouse, civil partner or partner (if any) and the intended 
parents intending to enter into a surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway 
should be required to attend counselling with regard to the implications of 
entering into that arrangement; and 

(2) the implications counselling should be provided by a counsellor who meets the 
requirements set out in the Code of Practice at paragraphs 2.14 to 2.15. 

Do consultees agree? 
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Your 
Response 
to Q11 

Yes.  

Q12 Consultation Question 68. 

We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that the 
surrogate and the intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect of the 
law and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is signed. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q12 

Yes. 

Q13 Consultation Question 88. 

We provisionally propose that financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into under 
the new pathway to parenthood should be enforceable by the surrogate. 

Do consultees agree? 

We provisionally propose that if the financial terms of a surrogacy agreement entered into 
under the new pathway become enforceable, the ability to do so should not be dependent on 
the surrogate complying with any terms of the agreement relating to her lifestyle. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q13 

I am not sure.  

Q14 Consultation Question 42. 

We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy should 
be removed, with the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything that can 
lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q14 

Agree. 

Q15 Consultation Question 62. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that a surrogacy 
arrangement has been used because of medical necessity: 

(1) for cases under the new pathway to parenthood; and/or 

(2) for cases where a post-birth parental order application is made. 

We invite consultees’ views as to how a test of medical necessity for surrogacy, if it is 
introduced, should be defined and assessed. 
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Your 
Response 
to Q15 

No. I do not think there should be a need for establishing medical necessity.  

Q16 Consultation Question 70. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the surrogate 
has previously given birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway. 

Your 
Response 
to Q16 

No 

Q17 Consultation Question 33. 

We provisionally propose that: 

(1) there should be regulated surrogacy organisations;  

(2) there should be no requirement for a regulated surrogacy organisation to take a 
particular form; and 

(3) each surrogacy organisation should be required to appoint an individual 
responsible for ensuring that the organisation complies with regulation. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q17 

I agree.  

Q18 Consultation Question 35. 

We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit 
making bodies. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q18 

I agree.  

Q19 Consultation Question 37. 

We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer 
matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. 

Do consultees agree? 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should be 
able to offer matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements outside 
the new pathway. 

Your 
Response 
to Q19 

I agree that surrogacy organisations should be regulated.  

Q20 Consultation Question 59. 
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We provisionally propose that the new pathway –  

(1) should not impose a requirement that the intended parent, or one of the 
intended parents, provide gametes for the conception of the child, so that 
double donation of gametes is permitted, but 

(2) that double donation should only be permitted in cases of medical necessity, 
meaning that there is not an intended parent who is able to provide a gamete 
due to infertility. 

Do consultees agree? 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether double donation should be permitted under the 
parental order pathway (to the same extent that it may be permitted in the new pathway) in 
domestic surrogacy arrangements.  

We provisionally propose that the requirement that the intended parent or one of the 
intended parents contribute gametes to the conception of the child in the parental order 
pathway should be retained in international surrogacy arrangements. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q20 

I am not sure.  

Q21 Consultation Question 46. 

We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has 
been the subject of a parental order should be able to access all the documents contained in 
the court’s file for those parental order proceedings. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q21 

I agree.  

Q22 Consultation Question 47. 

We provisionally propose that a national register of surrogacy arrangements should be 
created to record the identity of the intended parents, the surrogate and the gamete donors. 

Do consultees agree? 

We provisionally propose that: 

(1) the register should be maintained by the Authority; 

(2) the register should record information for all surrogacy arrangements, whether 
in or outside the new pathway, provided that the information about who has 
contributed gametes for the conception of the child has been medically verif ied, 
and that the information should include: 

(a) identifying information about all the parties to the surrogacy arrangement, 
and 
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(b) non-identifying information about those who have contributed gametes to 
the conception of the child; and 

(3) to facilitate the record of this information, the application form/petition for a 
parental order should record full information about a child’s genetic heritage 
where available and established by DNA or medical evidence, recording the 
use of an anonymous gamete donor if that applies. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q22 

I agree.  

Q23 Consultation Question 48. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate 
and the intended parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy 
arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy arrangement. 

Your 
Response 
to Q23 

No. I think the information should be identifiable if made available to the child.  

Q24 Consultation Question 49. 

We provisionally propose that a child born of a surrogacy arrangement should be able to 
access the information recorded in the register from the age of 18 for identifying information, 
and 16 for non-identifying information (if such information is included on the register), 
provided that he or she has been given a suitable opportunity to receive counselling about 
the implications of compliance with this request. 

Do consultees agree? 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether a child under the age of 18 or 16 (depending on 
whether the information is identifying or non-identifying respectively) should be able to 
access the information in the register and, if so, in which circumstances: 

(1) where his or her legal parents have consented; 

(2) if he or she has received counselling and the counsellor judges that he or she is 
sufficiently mature to receive this information; and/or 

(3) in any other circumstances. 

Your 
Response 
to Q24 

No. I think that a person over the age of 18 who has capacity should  be able to 
access this information.  

Q25 Consultation Question 51. 

We provisionally propose that where two people are born to, and genetically related through, 
the same surrogate, they should be able to access the register to identify each other, if they 
both wish to do so. 

Do consultees agree? 
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We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be provision to allow people born to 
the same surrogate – but who are not genetically related – to access the register to identify 
each other, if they both wish to do so. 

Your 
Response 
to Q25 

No. They should not be able to identify each other.  

Q26 Consultation Question 52. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether provision should be made to allow a person 
carried by a surrogate, and the surrogate’s own child, to access the register to identify each 
other, if they both wish to do so: 

(1) if they are genetically related through the surrogate; and/or 

(2) if they are not genetically related through the surrogate. 

 

Your 
Response 
to Q26 

No. I do not think they should be able to access information about each other.  

Q27 Consultation Question 53. 

For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to 
whether details of an intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental 
order should be recorded in the register. 

Your 
Response 
to Q27 

I am not sure.  

Q28 Consultation Question 72. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether payment of costs by the intended parents to the 
surrogate should be able to be: 

(1) based on an allowance;  

(2) based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, but without the need for 
production of receipts; or 

(3) based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, and only on production of 
receipts. 

Your 
Response 
to Q28 

I think all of these are valid it should be up to the parties drawing up the agreement.  

Q29 Consultation Question 73. 

We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate essential costs 
relating to the pregnancy; and 
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(2) the types of expenditure which should be considered “essential”.    

Your 
Response 
to Q29 

I think this should be decided by the parties as to what they will cover.  

Q30 Consultation Question 74. 

We invite consultees’ views as to: 

(1) whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay the 
surrogate additional costs relating to the pregnancy; and 

(2) the types of expenditure which should be considered additional, rather than 
essential.   

Your 
Response 
to Q30 

I think this should be decided by the parties.   

Q31 Consultation Question 75. 

We invite consultees’ views as to:  

(1) whether intended parents should be permitted to pay all costs that arise from 
entering into a surrogacy arrangement, and those unique to a surrogate 
pregnancy; and 

(2) the types of cost which should be included within this category. 

Your 
Response 
to Q31 

No. This should be decided by the parties.  

Q32 Consultation Question 76. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be 
able to pay their surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or 
self-employed). 

Your 
Response 
to Q32 

I think this should be decided by the parties.  

Q33 Consultation Question 77. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be 
able to pay their surrogate either or both of the following lost potential earnings: 

(1) her lost employment-related potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 15.35 
above); and/or 

(2) other lost potential earnings (as defined in paragraph 15.36 above). 

 

Your 
Response 
to Q33 

I think this should be decided by the parties.  
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Q34 Consultation Question 78. 

We invite consultees to share their experiences:  

(1) of the impact that payments received by a surrogate from the intended parents 
has had on the surrogate’s entitlement to means-tested social welfare benefits; 
and 

(2) where a surrogacy arrangement has had an impact on the surrogate’s 
entitlement to means-tested social welfare benefits, how that has been 
addressed in their surrogacy arrangement. 

 

Your 
Response 
to Q34 

If the decision is to cover costs only, this should not affect the means tested benefit 
provision; however, if the agreement is to pay an allowance, this should affect means 
tested benefit as a source of income.  

Q35 Consultation Question 79. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay 
compensation to the surrogate for the following: 

(1) pain and inconvenience arising from the pregnancy and childbirth; 

(2) medical treatments relating to the surrogacy, including payments for each 
insemination or embryo transfer; and/or 

(3)  specified complications, including hyperemesis gravidarum, pre-eclampsia, an 
ectopic pregnancy, miscarriage, termination, caesarean birth, excessive 
haemorrhaging, perineal tearing, removal of fallopian tubes or ovaries or a 
hysterectomy. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other matters in respect of which 
intended parents should be able to pay the surrogate compensation. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether the level of compensation payable should be: 

(1) a fixed fee set by the regulator (operating as a cap on the maximum payable), 
or  

(2) left to the parties to negotiate.   

Your 
Response 
to Q35 

1) No.  
2) Yes 

3) No, but they should be advised to obtain insurance to cover these 
eventualities.   

Q36 Consultation Question 80. 

We invite consultees views’ as to whether intended parents should be able to pay 
compensation to the surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the 
surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for the surrogate. 

Your 
Response 
to Q36 

No, but they should be advised to consider such arrangements.  
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Q37 Consultation Question 81. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether:  

(1) intended parents should be able to buy gifts for the surrogate; and 

(2) if so, specific provision should be made for these gifts to be modest or 
reasonable in nature. 

 

Your 
Response 
to Q37 

No. This is up to the individual parties.  

Q38 Consultation Question 82. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether it should be possible for the intended parents to 
agree to pay a woman for the service of undertaking a surrogacy. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay a 
woman for the service of undertaking surrogacy, whether that the fee should be: 

(1) any sum agreed between the parties to the surrogacy; or 

(2) a fixed fee set by the regulator. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether, if provision is made for intended parents to pay a 
woman a fixed fee for the service of undertaking surrogacy, what, if any, other payments the 
law should permit, in addition to that fixed fee: 

(1) no other payments; 

(2) essential costs relating to the pregnancy; 

(3) additional costs relating to the pregnancy; 

(4) lost earnings; 

(5) compensation for pain and inconvenience, medical treatment and 
complications, and the death of the surrogate; and/or 

(6) gifts. 

Your 
Response 
to Q38 

Yes, they should be able to pay an allowance, but this should be decided by the 
parties.  

Q39 Consultation Question 84. 

We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to 
surrogates should be the same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to 
parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. 

Do consultees agree? 
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Your 
Response 
to Q39 

No. Only if the new pathway is followed.  

Q40 Consultation Question 85. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have not 
discussed which they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate. 

 

Your 
Response 
to Q40 

I cannot think of any other payments.  

Q41 Consultation Question 92. 

We provisionally propose that it should be possible for a file to be opened, and the 
application process for obtaining registration of a child born from an international surrogacy 
arrangement and obtaining a passport to begin, prior to the birth of the child. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q41 

No.  

Q42 Consultation Question 94. 

We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process for 
applying for a visa in respect of a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement, 
before the child is born. The application will need to be completed after the birth of the child, 
and the issue of a passport in the child’s country of birth. 

Do consultees agree? 

We provisionally propose that the current provision made for the grant of a visa outside of 
the Immigration Rules where the intended parents are not the legal parents of the child 
under nationality law should be brought within the Rules. 

Do consultees agree? 

We provisionally propose that:  

(1) the grant of a visa should not be dependent on the child breaking links with 
the surrogate; or  

(2) that this condition should be clarif ied to ensure that it does not prevent the 
child having contact, and an on-going relationship, with the surrogate. 

Do consultees agree? 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current requirement for the grant of a visa 
outside the Rules that the intended parents must apply for a parental order within six months 
of the child’s birth should be removed (regardless of whether the availability of the visa is 
brought within the Rules), if our provisional proposal to remove the time limit on applications 
for parental orders is accepted. 
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Your 
Response 
to Q42 

No.  

Q43 Consultation Question 95. 

We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process for 
applying for a EU Uniform Format Form in respect of a child born through an international 
surrogacy arrangement, before the child is born. The application will need to be completed 
after the birth of the child. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q43 

No 

Q44 Consultation Question 97. 

We provisionally propose that the UK Government should provide a single, comprehensive 
guide for intended parents explaining the nationality and immigration consequences of 
having a child through an international surrogacy arrangement.  

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q44 

Yes.  

Q45 Consultation Question 99. 

We provisionally propose that:  

the Secretary of State should have the power to provide that the intended parents of children 
born through international surrogacy arrangements, who are recognised as the legal parents 
of the child in the country of the child’s birth, should also be recognised as the child’s legal 
parents in the UK, without it being necessary for the intended parents to apply for a parental 
order, but 

before exercising the power, the Secretary of State should be required to be satisfied that 
the domestic law and practice in the country in question provides protection against the 
exploitation of surrogates, and for the welfare of the child, that is at least equivalent to that 
provided in UK law. 

Do consultees agree? 

Your 
Response 
to Q45 

I am not sure how this would work, but I think that international arrangements should 
be discouraged.  

Q46 Consultation Question 107. 

We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any issues in how surrogacy 
arrangements are dealt with by the health services, and whether there are reforms to law or 
practice that consultees would like to see in this area. 
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END OF QUESTIONNAIRE – HOW TO SUBMIT 
 

Thank you for completing this form. To submit it as a formal response to the Law Commission, save your 
completed form and email it as an attachment to surrogacy@lawcommission.gov.uk. Please note that the 
deadline for responding to our consultation is 11 October 2019.  

 

We invite consultees’ views as to any additions or revisions that they would like to see made 
to the guidance published by the Department for Health and Social Care for England and 
Wales. 

We invite consultees’ views as to how midwifery practice may better accommodate 
surrogacy arrangements, in particular with regard to safeguarding issues. 

Your 
Response 
to Q46 

I think that the current review is sensible.  

mailto:surrogacy@lawcommission.gov.uk


Response ID ANON-2V7F-Y8VR-X

Submitted to The Law Commissions' Consultation on Surrogacy
Submitted on 2019-10-09 09:17:28

About you

1  What is your name?

Name:

2  If you are a member of an organisation (for example, a surrogacy organisation or a university), what is the name of your organisation?

Enter the name of your organisation:

Royal College of Nursing, Fertility Nurses Forum.

3  Are you responding to this consultation in a personal capacity or on behalf of your organisation?

Other

If other, please provide details:
Both

4  If responding to this consultation in a personal capacity, which term below best describes you?

5  What is your email address?

Email address:

6  What is your telephone number?

Telephone number:

7  If you want the information that you provide in response to this consultation to be treated as confidential, please explain to us why you
regard the information as confidential. As explained in our privacy notice, we will take full account of your explanation but cannot give an
assurance that confidentiality can be maintained in all circumstances.

Please explain why you wish the information that you will provide to us to be treated as confidential:

Chapter 6: The parental order procedure

8  Consultation Question 1:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

9  Consultation Question 2:

Please provide your views below:

The cases should be heard by district judges to ensure that there is fair and easy access when applying for a parental order, this may also decrease the
amount of time it takes to award a parental order.

10  Consultation Question 3: We invite consultees to provide any evidence that would support either the retention of the current allocation
rules, or their reform along the lines that we discuss in Consultation Questions 1 and 2.

Please provide your views below:

11  Consultation Question 4:

Yes



Please provide your views below:

This would support the Intended Parents and allow them to make crucial decisions and give consent regarding the welfare of their child/children before
the parental order is issued.

12  Consultation Question 5: We provisionally propose that the rule currently contained in rule 16.35(5) of the Family Procedure Rules 2010
should be reversed, so that a parental order report is released to the parties in the proceedings by default, unless the court directs otherwise.
Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

13  Consultation Question 6:

Please provide your views below:

Very few parental orders have been issued in Scotland. The process should be reviewed and further guidance is needed to ensure that access to
surrogacy and the parental order process is made smoother.

Chapter 8: Legal Parenthood: Proposals for Reform - A New Pathway

14  Consultation Question 7:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

15  Consultation Question 8:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes. However this needs further consultation as this may ass strain to resource and licensed centres. An advisory group made up of surrogacy
professionals and led by the HFEA could ensure that this is implemented correctly.

100 years; or

Please provide your views below:

16  Consultation Question 9: We provisionally propose that the prohibition on the use of anonymously donated gametes should apply to
traditional surrogacy arrangements with which a regulated surrogacy organisation is involved.Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

17  Consultation Question 10: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the use of anonymously donated sperm in a traditional, domestic
surrogacy arrangement should prevent that arrangement from entering into the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

Each case should be reviewed on an individual basis, taking into consideration circumstance.

18  Consultation Question 11:

No

Please provide your views below:

Points 1 and 2 are agreeable and this should be explicit in a surrogacy agreement regarding the reasoning that this may take place, however the
timeframe should be reviewed and I would suggest a 2 week period.

19  Consultation Question 12:

Other

Please provide your views below:

I do not feel that that the surrogate should be the legal parent of the child. A guardian appointed by the Intended Parents should be awarded parental
responsibility in these rare cases.



20  Consultation Question 13:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

21  Consultation Question 14:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

22  Consultation Question 15:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

No

Please share your views below:

23  Consultation Question 16:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

24  Consultation Question 17: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, where the child dies
before the making of the parental order, the surrogate should be able to consent to the intended parents being registered as the parents
before the expiry of the period allowed for the registration of the birth, provided that the intended parents have made a declaration to the
effect that the relevant criteria for the making of a parental order are satisfied, on registration of the birth.Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

25  Consultation Question 18: For surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether, where the surrogate
dies in childbirth or before the end of the period during which she can exercise her right to object, the arrangement should not proceed in the
new pathway and the intended parents should be required to make an application for a parental order.

Please provide your views below:

No, in these cases the Intended Parents should assume legal parenthood. The surrogacy agreement and wills should support this. This would be
particularly traumatic for all involved and there should be minimal stress and further upset.

26  Consultation Question 19:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

The Intended parents should be registered as the child's legal parents and a guardian (outlined in their wills) be appointed.

27  Consultation Question 20:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

28  Consultation Question 21: We invite consultees’ views as to: (1) a temporary three-parent model of legal parenthood in surrogacy cases;
and (2) how the legal parenthood of the surrogate should be extinguished in this model.

Please provide your views below:



The short term three-parent model should be in place for 2 weeks post birth only. After this time, provided that consent is given, the surrogate (along
with her Intended parents) should complete documentation that extinguishes her legal parenthood.

29  Consultation Question 22:

Please provide your views below:

Administrative at first and then judicial. To ensure that the process is accessible to all.

30  Consultation Question 23:

Please provide your views below:

31  Consultation Question 24:

Please provide your views below:

32  Consultation Question 25: We invite consultees’ view as to whether section 10 of the Children Act 1989 should be amended to add the
intended parents to the category of those who can apply for a section 8 order without leave.

Please provide your views below:

Yes.

33  Consultation Question 26:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

34  Consultation Question 27:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

35  Consultation Question 28: We provisionally propose that, for surrogacy arrangements within the new pathway, the surrogate should retain
parental responsibility for the child born as a result of the arrangement until the expiry of the period during which she can exercise her right
to object, assuming that she does not exercise her right to object.Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes, provided that the intended parents have also been granted parental responsibility

36  Consultation Question 29:

Please provide your views below:

This should be reviewed on an individual basis, taking into account personal circumstance

Chapter 9: The Regulation of Surrogacy Arrangements

37  Consultation Question 30: We provisionally propose that traditional surrogacy arrangements should fall within the scope of the new
pathway.Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

38  Consultation Question 31: We invite the views of independent surrogates, and intended parents who have used independent surrogacy
arrangements, to tell us about their experience. In particular, we would be interested to hear about any health screening, counselling and
legal advice that took place.

Please provide your views below:

39  Consultation Question 32:

Please provide your views below:



Yes - the new pathway should be inclusive of all UK surrogacy arrangements

Please provide your views below:

Guidance, regulation and a person responsible (potentially employed by the HFEA) to support and oversee independent surrogacy

40  Consultation Question 33:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

41  Consultation Question 34:

representing the organisation to, and liaising with, the regulator;, managing the regulated surrogacy organisation with sufficient care, competence and
skill;, ensuring the compliance of the organisation with relevant law and regulation, including the creation, maintenance and operation of necessary
policies and procedures;, training any staff, including that of the person responsible; and, providing data to the regulator and to such other person as
required by law.

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

to liaise with clinics and clinic staff regarding the regulatory requirements

Please provide your views below:

In depth knowledge of surrogacy practice, thorough knowledge of the Code of Practice and the regulator.

42  Consultation Question 35: We provisionally propose that regulated surrogacy organisations should be non-profit making bodies. Do
consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

43  Consultation Question 36: We invite consultees’ views as to what should be included in the definition of matching and facilitation services.

Please provide your views below:

44  Consultation Question 37: We provisionally propose that only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer matching and
facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements in the new pathway. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

45  Consultation Question 37: We invite consultees’ views as to whether only regulated surrogacy organisations should be able to offer
matching and facilitation services in respect of surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

46  Consultation Question 38: We invite consultees’ views as to the sanctions that should be available against organisations that offer
matching and facilitation services without being regulated to do so, and whether these should be criminal, civil or regulatory.

Please provide your views below:

47  Consultation Question 39: We provisionally propose that the remit of the Human Fertilisation and Embryology Authority be expanded to
include the regulation of regulated surrogacy organisations, and oversight of compliance with the proposed legal requirements for the new
pathway to legal parenthood. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:



Please provide your views below:

Guidance notes on surrogacy and donation should include a further section on the regulation of surrogacy organisations. This should be written by
surrogacy experts and the person responsible should take the lead on implementing the guidance note into the practice of the organisations.

48  Consultation Question 40: We provisionally propose that surrogacy agreements should remain unenforceable (subject to the exception we
provisionally propose in Consultation Question 88 in relation to financial terms). Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

49  Consultation Question 41: We provisionally propose that there should be no prohibition against charging for negotiating, facilitating and
advising on surrogacy arrangements. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

50  Consultation Question 42: We provisionally propose that the current ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy should be removed, with
the effect that there will be no restrictions on advertising anything that can lawfully be done in relation to surrogacy arrangements. Do
consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 10: Children's Access to Information About Surrogacy Arrangements

51  Consultation Question 43: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, where the making of a parental order in respect of a child
born of a surrogacy arrangement has been recorded in the Parental Order Register, the child should be able to access his or her original birth
certificate at the age of 18. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

52  Consultation Question 44: We provisionally propose that where children are born of surrogacy arrangements that result in the intended
parents being recorded as parents on the birth certificate, the full form of that certificate should make clear that the birth was the result of a
surrogacy arrangement. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

53  Consultation Question 45: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the birth registration system in England and Wales requires reform
and, if so, which reforms they would like to see.

Please provide your views below:

Full information should be included on all birth certificates for all people, including donor conceived people.

54  Consultation Question 46: We provisionally propose that, in England and Wales, from the age of 18, a child who has been the subject of a
parental order should be able to access all the documents contained in the court’s file for those parental order proceedings.Do consultees
agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

55  Consultation Question 47:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:



56  Consultation Question 48: We invite consultees’ views as to whether non-identifying information about the surrogate and the intended
parents should be recorded in the national register of surrogacy arrangements and available for disclosure to a child born of a surrogacy
arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

Yes, this should be included to promote transparency.

57  Consultation Question 49:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

This should remain the same as the current guidance for donor conceived people.

58  Consultation Question 50: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be any provision for those born of a surrogacy
arrangement to make a request for information to disclose whether a person whom he or she is intending to marry, or with whom he or she
intends to enter into a civil partnership or intimate physical relationship, was carried by the same surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

59  Consultation Question 51:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

60  Consultation Question 52:

Please provide your views below:

This should be reviewed and allowances made to support transparency.

Please provide your views below:

As above.

61  Consultation Question 53: For surrogacy arrangements outside the new pathway, we invite consultees’ views as to whether details of an
intended parent who is not a party to the application for a parental order should be recorded in the register.

Please provide your views below:

Yes, All intended parents should be included on the register.

Chapter 11: Eligibility Criteria for a Parental Order

62  Consultation Question 54: We provisionally propose that the six month time limits in sections 54 and 54A of the HFEA 2008 for making a
parental order application should be abolished. Do consultees agree?

Please provide your views below:

Yes. This is too lengthy and causes stress at a time when families should be relaxed and enjoying their newborn.

63  Consultation Question 55:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 12: Eligibility Criteria for Both a Parental Order and for the New Pathway

64  Consultation Question 56:



Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

65  Consultation Question 57:

Please provide your views below:

this requires further separate consultation

66  Consultation Question 58: We provisionally propose that to use the new pathway, intended parents should be required to make a
declaration in the surrogacy agreement that they intend for the child’s home to be with them. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide views below:

67  Consultation Question 59:

Yes

Please provide views below:

Please provide views below:

Yes, double donation is common practice for fertility treatment in a licensed centre for single people. By not allowing this practice for single intended
parents, the current law is discriminatory.

Yes

Please provide views below:

68  Consultation Question 60: We provisionally propose that if the requirement for a genetic link is retained for domestic cases outside the
new pathway, the requirement should not apply, subject to medical necessity, if the court determines that the intended parents in good faith
began the surrogacy arrangement in the new pathway but were required to apply for a parental order. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

69  Consultation Question 61: We provisionally propose that if double donation is permitted only in cases of medical necessity, an exception
should be made to allow a parental order to be granted to a single parent without a genetic link where the intended parent’s former partner
provides gametes but the intended parents’ relationship breaks down before the grant of a parental order. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide views below:

70  Consultation Question 62:

Please provide your views below:

This requirement should be in place in for medical reasons.

Please provide your views below:

This should be determined by a medical professional who has experience in fertility care and surrogacy arrangements.

71  Consultation Question 63:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

those providing gametes should be entered on a national register for traceability

Yes

Please provide your views below:



72  Consultation Question 64:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

The welfare of the child assessment should take place before conception by the surrogacy organisation and licensed centre.

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

73  Consultation Question 65:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 13: Eligibility Criteria for the New Pathway

74  Consultation Question 66:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Yes, the current screening requirements ensure that the Intended parents, surrogate and child are free from any inherited conditions or disease and
illnesses that could pose a problem during conception, gestation, birth and later life. The screening requirements should be applicable for all parties
regardless of traditional or gestational arrangements.

75  Consultation Question 67:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

76  Consultation Question 68: We provisionally propose that, for the new pathway, there should be a requirement that the surrogate and the
intended parents should take independent legal advice on the effect of the law and of entering into the agreement before the agreement is
signed. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

77  Consultation Question 69:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

78  Consultation Question 70: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there should be a requirement that the surrogate has previously given
birth as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.

Please provide your views below:

No - women have the right to choose whether they wish to have their own families. if they choose not too, then this should not be a barrier for them to
becoming a surrogate.

79  Consultation Question 71: We provisionally propose that there should not be a maximum number of surrogate pregnancies that a woman
can undertake as an eligibility requirement of the new pathway.Do consultees agree?

Yes



Please provide your views below:

Chapter 15: Payments to the Surrogate: Options for Reform

80  Consultation Question 72:

based on costs actually incurred by the surrogate, but without the need for production of receipts; or

Please provide your views below:

81  Consultation Question 73:

Please provide your views below:

This should be reviewed on a case by case basis.

82  Consultation Question 74:

Please provide your views below:

As above, this should be reviewed on a case by case basis and determined by the surrogate and the intended parents.

83  Consultation Question 75:

Please provide your views below:

As above. This should be determined by the surrogate and Intended parents.

84  Consultation Question 76: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they consider that intended parents should be able to pay their
surrogate her actual lost earnings (whether the surrogate is employed or self-employed).

Please provide your views below:

No - this would then turn into a 'salary' for services provided.

85  Consultation Question 77:

Please provide your views below:

86  Consultation Question 78:

Please provide your views below:

87  Consultation Question 79:

pain and inconvenience arising from the pregnancy and childbirth;, medical treatments relating to the surrogacy, including payments for each
insemination or embryo transfer; and/or, specified complications, including hyperemesis gravidarum, pre-eclampsia, an ectopic pregnancy, miscarriage,
termination, caesarean birth, excessive haemorrhaging, perineal tearing, removal of fallopian tubes or ovaries or a hysterectomy.

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

left to the parties to negotiate. 

Please provide your views below:

88  Consultation Question 80: We invite consultees' views as to whether intended parents should be able to pay compensation to the
surrogate’s family in the event of the pregnancy resulting in the surrogate’s death, including through payment of the cost of life assurance for
the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

No - this should be made very clear in the surrogacy agreement and life insurance for the surrogate should be in place.

89  Consultation Question 81:

Please provide your views below:

Yes - there should not be any restriction this and this should be solely a decision made by the intended parents.

90  Consultation Question 82:



It should not be possible for the intended parents to agree to pay a woman for the service of undertaking a surrogacy.

Please provide your views below:

Surrogacy should remain altruistic

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide any views below:

91  Consultation Question 83:

Please provide views below:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

92  Consultation Question 84: We provisionally propose that the types of payment that are permitted to be made to surrogates should be the
same, whether the surrogacy follows our new pathway to parenthood or involves a post-birth application for a parental order. Do consultees
agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

93  Consultation Question 85: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any categories of payment we have not discussed which
they think intended parents should be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

94  Consultation Question 86: We invite consultees to express any further views they have about the payments that intended parents should
be able to agree to pay to the surrogate.

Please provide your views below:

95  Consultation Question 87:

Please provide your views below:

96  Consultation Question 88:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 16: International Surrogacy Arrangements

97  Consultation Question 89: We invite overseas surrogates (or bodies representing or advocating for surrogates) to share with us their
experiences of international surrogacy arrangements.

Please provide your views below:

98  Consultation Question 90: We invite organisations focused on children’s rights and welfare in the international context to share with us
their views on our proposed reforms and consultation questions in this chapter.

Please provide your views below:

99  Consultation Question 91: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of their experience of applying to register a child born through
an international surrogacy arrangement as a British citizen and obtaining a passport for the child. In particular, we would be interested to hear
how long the application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have about causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:



100  Consultation Question 92: We provisionally propose that it should be possible for a file to be opened, and the application process for
obtaining registration of a child born from an international surrogacy arrangement and obtaining a passport to begin, prior to the birth of the
child.Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

101  Consultation Question 93: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of applying for a visa for a
child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In particular, we would be interested to hear how long the application took after
the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

102  Consultation Question 94:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

103  Consultation Question 95:We provisionally propose that it should be possible to open a file, and begin the process for applying for a EU
Uniform Format Form in respect of a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement, before the child is born. The application will
need to be completed after the birth of the child.Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

104  Consultation Question 96: We invite consultees to provide us with evidence of the experience they have had of applying for a EU Uniform
Format Form for a child born through an international surrogacy arrangement. In particular we would be interested to hear how long the
application took after the birth of the child, and any information consultees have of causes of delays in the process.

Please provide your views below:

105  Consultation Question 97: We provisionally propose that the UK Government should provide a single, comprehensive guide for intended
parents explaining the nationality and immigration consequences of having a child through an international surrogacy arrangement. Do
consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

106  Consultation Question 98: We provisionally propose that international surrogacy arrangements should not be eligible for the new
pathway to parenthood.Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

107  Consultation Question 99:

Yes

Please provide your views below:

108  Consultation Question 100:



Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 17: Miscellaneous Issues

109  Consultation Question 101: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the current application of the law on statutory paternity leave, and
statutory paternity pay, to the situation of the surrogate’s spouse, civil partner or partner requires reform.

Please provide your views below:

110  Consultation Question 102: We provisionally propose that provision for maternity allowance should be made in respect of intended
parents, and that any such provision should be limited so that only one intended parent qualifies. Do consultees agree?

Yes

Please provide your views below:

111  Consultation Question 103:

Please provide your views below:

112  Consultation Question 104: We invite consultees’ views as to whether the duty of employers to provide suitable facilities for any person at
work who is a pregnant woman or nursing mother to rest under Regulation 25 of the Workplace (Health, Safety and Welfare) Regulations 1992
is sufficient to include intended parents in a surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

113  Consultation Question 105: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are further issues in relation to employment rights and
surrogacy arrangements and, if so, any suggestions for reform.

Please provude your views below:

114  Consultation Question 106: We invite consultees’ views as to whether they believe any reforms in relation to surrogacy and succession
law are required.

Please provide your views below:

115  Consultation Question 107:

Please provide your views below:

The DOH guidance should be implemented by law to all health services dealing with surrogacy pregnancies.

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Training and education in a midwifery curriculum on surrogacy arrangements and births

116  Consultation Question 108: We invite consultees’ views as to whether there are any other legal issues in relation to surrogacy, not
covered in this Consultation Paper, that merit examination.

Please provide your views below:

Chapter 18: Impact

117  Consultation Question 109:

Please insert the year of birth here:

Not Answered

If international, in which country did the arrangement take place?:

Not Answered

Not Answered

118  Consultation Question 110:



Not Answered

Not Answered

Not Answered

Please provide the cost of any legal advice or representation below:

119  Consultation Question 111: We invite consultees’ views as to the impact (social, emotional, financial or otherwise) of the current law
where the intended parents are not the legal parents from birth of the child born of the surrogacy arrangement.

Please provide your views below:

120  Consultation Question 112:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

121  Consultation Question 113:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

122  Consultation Question 114:

Please provide your views below:

I  with in depth knowledge and experience of surrogacy arrangements and treatment in the UK. The charge for this service
should be reviewed with regards to time commitments (full/part time role) and experience.

123  Consultation Question 115:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

124  Consultation Question 116:

Not Answered

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

Please provide your views below:

125  Consultation Question 117: We invite consultees’ views as to the specific impact of our proposals in Northern Ireland.

Please provide your views below:

126  Consultation Question 118: We invite consultees’ views as to any other impact that we have not specifically addressed in this chapter, or
the preceding chapters, of this Consultation Paper.

Please provide your views below:
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