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children’s feelings about, 93-94
context of, 92—93
parental concerns about, 92
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88—90
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230231

under Civil Code, 232233, 242
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conceptual approach to, 229-231
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public debates over, 234—239

donor rights and, 230231, 244
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238-239
under Special ART Law of 2020, 239, 243
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through creativity and negotiation, 178
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personal identity and, 180-184
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147-149
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information sharing in, 176-177
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Pakeha compared to, 174175, 182-183
Te Ao Maori and, 175, 187-188
under Treaty of Waitangi principles, 179-180
value of bearing children in, 184-187
whinau and, 174-175, 186
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in, 86
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Medical Practitioners Law, Japan, 244
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non-binary people, 195-196
morality, of relational authority, 143
motivations
for access to information for recipient
parents, 37—40
for sperm donors in Australia, 70
multiple donations
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and, 150
same-donor offspring meetings and, 124-127

Nagaoki, Satoko, 240—241
the Netherlands. See a/so Fiom KID-DAN
Database
donor conception registers in, 16
donor linking laws in, 12
Information Donor Insemination Law,
122123, 134
same-donor offspring in, 133-135
Nezu, Yahiro, 238
non-binary people. See trans/masculine and
non-binary people
Norway, donor conception registers in, 16

online forums, donor relatives’ location
strategies and, 40—41
online genetic genealogy services, 120-121
online sperm donation
in Australia, 3

as donor relative location strategy, 40—41
online surveillance
by donor-linked families, ethics issues for,
57—58
ethics of, 5758
normalisation of, s0—52
only children, donor siblings and, 115
open identity donation, 33-34
openness. See culture of openness

Pikeha (European settlers in New Zealand),
ART and, 174-175
Maori culture compared to, 174-175,
182-183
PANEL Principles, in UK., 22
Pasik v. Russell, 218
Perry-Rogers v. Fasano, 217
Personal Life (Smart), 157
physicians, insemination fraud and substitution
by, 87—91
bioethics of, 96
confirmation of, 91
post-birth relationships, with sperm donors in
Australia, 67-68
“pregnant men,” 192, 194-195, 204
Pride Angel, 3, 68-69, 72
privacy
for donor-linked families, 50—s1
on Facebook, s0—s1
prolific sperm donors, in Australia, 69
psycho-social consequences, for same-donor
offspring contact, 121-122

qualitative research, with sperm donors in
Australia, 71-74
choice of informal online donation, 73—74
participants in, 71—72
structure of research, 71-72

Rainbow Families, 72
recipient parents (RPs), access to information
for. See also donor relationships
under Australian law, 33-36, 44—46, 62—63
under Ethical Guidelines on the Use of
Assisted Reproductive Technology in
Clinical Practice and Research, 3435
for information disclosure, 35
open identity donation, 33-34
Reproductive Technology Accreditation
Committee, 34-35
by state, 35-36
Victorian Assisted Reproductive Treatment
Authority, 35-36, 4347
conceptual approach to, 33-34
in culture of openness, 46—47
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recipient parents (cont.)
disclosure of insemination fraud and
substitution, 92
do-it-yourself techniques by, 34, 44—45
donor anonymity and, 42
donor relative location strategies, 40-44
with direct-to-consumer DNA testing,
41-42
Donor Sibling Registry, 40—41
through fertility clinics, 42—44
with online forums and registries, 40—41
methodological approach to, 36-37
LGBTQ+ populations, 37
single mothers by choice in, 3640, 43,
45—46
motivations for, 37—40
prohibitions to, 33
recognition, feelings of, with same-donor
offspring, 125-126
record-keeping, insemination fraud and
substitution and, 8s
rejection. See fear of rejection
relational authority, in donor relationships with
recipient families, 140-149
case studies for, 144-149
challenges with, 143-149
donor personal relationships and, 150-151
identity-release donors, 141-142, 149150
moral importance of, 143
relationality, familial haunting and, 164-167
relationship building, with donor siblings.
See donor siblings
Reproductive Technology Accreditation
Committee (RTAC), 34-35
right to choose, for donor conceived people, in
United Kingdom, 1921, 27
right to know, for donor conceived people
in Australia, 20-21
familial haunting and, 156
in United Kingdom, 1921, 27
RPs. See recipient parents
RTAC. See Reproductive Technology
Accreditation Committee

same-donor offspring, of donor-conceived
people. See also Fiom KID-DAN
Database
assisted reproductive technology and, 121-122
regulations for, 133-135
in Australia, 120-121
case studies for, 123-124
meetings with multiple same-donor
offspring, 124127
participants in, 124
conceptual approach to, 120-124
contacts between, 121

feelings of belonging from, 125-126
feelings of recognition from, 125-126
for multiple same-donor offspring, 124-127
in Denmark, 120-121
Donor Sibling Registry, 120-121
Donor-Conceived Registry and, 120
as half-siblings, 127
legal limits on, 121-122
meetings with multiple numbers of, 124-127
in Netherlands, 133-135
online genetic genealogy services and,
120-121
policy applications for, 133-135
psycho-social consequences of, 121-122
regulations for, 133-135
in U.K,, 120121
in U.S., 120-121
SDA. See Sperm Donation Australia
SDW. See Sperm Donation World
secrecy culture
donor linking in digital age and, 249251
familial haunting and, 155-157
insemination fraud and, 155
sperm mixing as part of, 155
in U.S. donor conception, 212-215
sex difference research, 197
Shapiro, Dani, 212-213
Shimizu, Kiyomi, 242
single mothers by choice (SMC)
informal sperm donation for, 69
as recipient parents, 36—40, 43, 45—46
slow violence, theory of, 157-158
Smart, Carol, 157, 159
SMC. See single mothers by choice
social media
donor-linked families and
conceptual approach to, 4950
DNA detectives and, 57
ethics of online surveillance, 5758
normalisation of social surveillance and,
50—52
studies and surveys on, 52—53
survey results for, 53—62
Victorian Assisted Reproductive Treatment
Authority and, s2—s5
Facebook
DNA Detectives, 19
privacy settings on, 50—s1
Sperm Donors Australia, 3, 69
Instagram, 49—s0
TikTok, 49-s0
social scripting, for trans/masculine and
non-binary people, 194-197
barriers to, 197, 203204
for disclosure, 204—206
sex difference research and, 197
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sperm donation. See also cisgender males;

informal sperm donation; sperm donors

fertility treatment risks and, 70—71
multiple donations

donor relationships with recipient families
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same-donor offspring meetings and,
124-127
online, 3
open identity donation, 33-34
sperm mixing and, 155
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