Submission to Australian Law Reform Commission
Stop Surrogacy Now UK and Surrogacy Concern
11th July 2025

Introduction

We are campaigners for the rights of women and girls who are concerned with increasing
numbers of people undertaking surrogacy in the United Kingdom and abroad; we are left wing
feminist groups who raise awareness of the harms of surrogacy, for which no remuneration is
received.

Surrogacy constitutes a form of human trafficking and poses a risk to women and children. We
note, with concern, the pro-surrogacy stance of this consultation, as was seen with the public
consultation document from the Law Commission of England and Wales and the Scottish Law
Commission, released in 2019. Proposals made by the Law Commission of England and Wales
and the Scottish Law Commission to liberalise domestic surrogacy law have been rejected by
the British Government, and legislation in Ireland to recognise surrogacy has stalled.

This submission can be made pubilic.

1. If you or someone close to you has had personal experience of surrogacy, please describe:
- What parts of your experience were positive?
- What parts of your experience were negative?
- What could be improved and how?

In support of British surrogate mothers with surrogacy regret we submit that their personal
experiences were negative. These include women who had babies for family members, friends
or strangers they were connected to through surrogacy agencies. They experienced

complex emotions which include:

e Wanting to terminate the pregnancy but feeling unable to due to the argument that the
baby she was carrying was not ‘hers’ - this directly relates to a notion of ownership of a
baby who has been conceived with gametes coming from someone who is not the
mother,

e Wanting to cancel the arrangement (contracts are not enforceable in the UK) but having
been told she was their “last chance” so that she was now beholden to this agreement -
this relates to responsibility, body autonomy and decision making. The idea that her body
was no longer her own and she didn’t have bodily autonomy and decision making power
as the baby she was carrying wasn’t hers is common in our experience. Others involved
in the pregnancy, typically commissioning parents, make decisions about the woman’s
body.

e Extreme worry that ending the arrangement would also end a long standing friendship /
would put pressure on a family relationship and other family members and how this
could mean that a new friendship would end - this relates to the motivations of surrogate
mothers who are undergoing surrogacy as a way to secure new friendships, as a lonely
woman or single mother: all examples we have seen in the UK.



e Experiencing stress as the due date grew nearer and wishing that she could not give
birth but remain pregnant so to keep the baby with her - this related to the natural
mother-baby bond that occurs during pregnancy. Surrogate mothers do try to separate
themselves from the child they are carrying as they are groomed by agencies to believe
the child is ‘not hers’ and she believes she has no rights to the child.

e Experiencing stress when under pressure to sign the parental order which transfers legal
parentage - in the UK full and free consent is required but it can also be overridden by a
judge when ruling ‘in the best interests of the child’.

e Experiencing stress over legal action, costs and the negative consequences of her
natural feelings of the maternal bond with the baby after the birth - this relates to the post
birth experience and what happens if the mother changes her mind.

e [Experiencing regret and wanting to obtain custody of the child - this relates to how these
decisions are life long and affect the mother, the child and their wider family.

We have also spoken to the father of children whose mother undertook a surrogacy pregnancy
for a family member and we note his concern for the children they co-parent.

Improvements include:

e Ensuring that mothers remain on the birth certificate and are not removed from it,
e Mothers should maintain parental rights.

Two recent and relevant legal cases in the UK are:

1. A UK couple obtained a baby from an unnamed woman in Nigeria. Her consent was
overruled as she could be found to confirm her consent; it was assumed she had used
her own eggs in the pregnancy. To note: the UK does not allow adoption in to this
country from Nigeria. .https://www.bailii.org/ew/cases/EWHC/Fam/2025/220.htm|

2. A UK couple obtained two babies from two different Ukrainian women. A Parental Order
was not possible as neither UK resident have a genetic connection to the child. The
applicant parents were granted parental rights through adoption law after a four year
long legal fight, and only as a result of the Judge deciding it was better for the children to
have a legally recognised relationship with each other, and not to remain stateless.
https://www.bailii.org/cgi-bin/format.cqi?doc=/ew/cases/EWHC/Fam/2025/339.htmI&quer

y=(surrogacy)

Please refer to this 2022 study which offers detail as to why UK residents will go abroad to
obtain a child. It offers insight as to the motivations for commissioning parents including low
cost, parental rights at birth, and contractual control secured through the legal framework in the
different countries.

https://www.law.cam.ac.uk/files/images/www.family.law.cam.ac.uk/documents/surrogacy/internat
ional_surrogacy_arrangements - a_survey april 2022.pdf




This accompanying X/Twitter thread notes this and how surrogacy is a form of work or service
and it is argued that a woman should be paid or ‘compensated’ for the pregnancy and the child.

https://x.com/\WombsNotForRent/status/15199849671362560017s=20

2. What reform principles should guide this Inquiry?

This inquiry should be guided by CEDAW (ratified in Australia in 1983), the UN CRC (in
particular Article 7) along with

statements from the European Parliament (please see this briefing and further detail of the
history of previous statement

here).

This reform should also be guided by Australia’s laws with the following 4 principles:

1. Respect for the best interests of the child as a primary consideration - what
consideration will there be for surrogate born children to know and grow up with their
mothers?

2. The right to survival and development - what provision will there be for children
abandoned in surrogacy pregnancy following birth?

3. The right of all children to express their views freely on all matters affecting them - where
a child would like to find out about their origins, will their birth certificates name their birth
mothers and their genetic mothers (if they are different women?)

4. The right of all children to enjoy all the rights of the CRC without discrimination of any
kind - surrogate born children should have no more, nor no fewer, rights than any other
child.

The ALRC should be guided by country governments who have reformed surrogacy law or who
are considering reform. Such as the UK (the government of which has recently rejected British
Law Commission proposals to liberalise domestic surrogacy law), the Spanish government (who
recently banned the registration of children born through international surrogacy at their
embassies abroad), and the Italian government (who extended an existing law to include fines
or imprisonment for those bringing surrogate-born children into the country).

Many European countries ban the controversial practice of surrogacy completely in all forms,
including France, Germany, Spain, Austria, Sweden, Norway and Switzerland.

In April Greece limited surrogacy to domestic arrangements. In May Mexico’s Supreme Court
overturned an adoption of a child born through surrogacy as the contract created an “unequal
relationship” which was “disproportionate exploitation of the contracting parents”. President
Macron of France publicly condemned surrogacy in May 2024 saying the practice is “not
compatible with the dignity of women” and equated it to “turning their bodies into commodities”.

Earlier this year it was reported that a married couple from Queensland face criminal charges
after admitting to using commercial surrogacy abroad. The Federal Circuit and Family Court



referred the case to the state prosecutor for consideration of prosecution and the case follows a
refusal by the court to grant the requested parenting order.

In April 2024 the late Pope Francis said that surrogacy is “deplorable” as it is a “violation of both
the woman and the child.”

The Permanent Bureau of the Hague Conference on Private International Law has been trying
to formalise a global law for the last decade to regulate surrogacy between member states to
recognise parentage established through cross-border surrogacy.

Despite extensions and continued funding there appears to be no consensus reached.

Reform should also be guided by donor conceived adults and surrogate born adults as a priority,
over and above the adults who benefit from surrogacy (lawyers, agencies and other
stakeholders including commissioning parents). The ALRC should consider the wider impact on
women and children and consult with feminist, women’s and children’s rights groups.

The ALRC should be aware that surrogate born children are starting to speak out against the
practice, most notably Olivia Maurel in France.

3. What do you think are the key human rights issues raised by domestic and/or international
surrogacy arrangements and
how should these be addressed?

Surrogacy breaches the UN Convention on the Rights of the Child and many of the issues
within surrogacy can be addressed by centring children and their human rights.

The UNCRC helpfully defines what rights children should have and these human rights should
be respected in all existing law and the making of any new laws. There are 54 Articles in the 3
parts of the UNCRC and we do not repeat them here but refer to just a few that are relevant for
surrogate-born children:

a) Article 3 - Best Interests of the Child: The UNCRC and CRC states that the best interest
of the child is paramount consideration in all matters

b) Article 8 - Right to Identity: The right to identity, as defined in the UNCRC, includes the
right to know one's origins and biological parents, which is particularly relevant in
surrogacy where the child may not have a genetic or gestational link to both intended
parents. The UNCRC protects the child's right to nationality and identity, which includes
the right to birth registration, a name, and, as far as possible, to know and be cared for
by their parents. Children born through Atrtificial Reproductive Therapy, including
surrogacy, have a right to information about their biological family.

c) Articles 19, 20, 21 and 27 - Family Environment: The UNCRC also protects the child's
right to a family environment and the preservation of family relations. Inter-country
adoption is seen as a desperate measure, not a preferred or child-centred approach and
this international human rights law for children, ratified by Australia's government in 1990



we understand that this convention in its entirety will be considered throughout the
reform process.

CEDAW addresses the human rights of women on the basis of eradicating stereotyped roles of
women (and men), ensuring women's equal participation in public life and equality before the
law. It states that “the role of women in procreation should not be a basis for discrimination.”

4. What information about the circumstances of their birth do you think children born through
surrogacy should have access to? How should this be provided / facilitated?

Children should and must know about the circumstances of their birth. Research strongly
suggests that children should be informed of this before the age of 7. Those who find out
secrets about the circumstances of their conception and.or birth are affected negatively. Small
studies of surrogate born children in the UK provide little to no insight and a wider study should
be conducted in Australia to assess the Australian donor conceived population and adoptee
population to explore the ongoing psychological issues caused by genealogical bewilderment
and mother-loss. We suggest the ALRC conducts detailed qualitative and quantitative interviews
with donor conceived adults and surrogate-born children on a national level as a key part of the
reform process.

5. What do you think are the main barriers that prevent people from entering into surrogacy
arrangements in Australia, and
how could these be overcome?

We don’t believe these should be overcome but that the framing of this question is better lead
by the considerations of likely exploitation and coercion in surrogacy. Please see human
trafficking scandals in Greece, Vietham, Spain, Argentina, Kenya, the Philippines, Cambodia,
and China. Just last week this human trafficking scandal in the USA was exposed by the Centre
of Bioethics. Many of the commissioning parents involved in the Crete surrogacy trafficking ring
of 2023 were from Australia: surrogacy, in any form, should not be endorsed. Whilst we
acknowledge there are purely altruistic cases exist they still contain risk and the law must
protect the vulnerable majority, not idealised exceptions it cannot be undertaken safely or
ethically. There is no preferable model of surrogacy.

Please consider the vulnerability of poor women who are targeted by advertising, online groups
and are trafficked for their eggs and for surrogacy such as this human trafficking ring exposed in
Georgia in February 2025. Please also consider the so-called “altruistic’ model and how women
can be vulnerable. This 1994 study entitled “I wanted to be interesting. | wanted to be able to
say I've done something interesting with my life” serves as a useful snapshot in time but we
note the small sample size. The Commission should be aware that the UK is famed for it’'s
so-called “altruistic surrogacy” model, but this is not a true reflection of the modern reality: most
surrogacy cases in the UK which receive legal court orders now involve birth abroad in
commercial arrangements, and those domestic cases which do exist overwhelmingly involve




matching of strangers by agencies and “expenses” payments, broken down and paid monthly,
like a salary, to lower-income and working class women of £20,000 on average: a huge
incentive to low income women in a cost of living crisis. Surrogacy “expenses” in Canada stand
at around $35,000: this is not “altruism”. It's exploitation of working class women for the benefit
of the upper middle classes. Surrogacy is not “progressive”.

6. Should there be eligibility criteria for surrogacy? If so, what should those requirements be?

These should mirror national adoption laws and we stress Australia’s history of trafficked
children for adoption in our answer.

We also highlight the cases of paedophiles who become parents through surrogacy and the
famous cases of this happening in Australia. Historically there is the famous case of Mark
Newton and Peter Truong and the monstrous abuse of a baby boy called - There is also
the case of convicted sex offender David and Wendy Farnell who abandoned surrogate-born
son Gammy (due to his in-vitro diagnosis of Down Syndrome) but removed the baby girl, Pipah
to move across borders to Australia from Thailand and another case involving twins from
Thailand, also in 2016, of a man who was sentenced to 22 years in prison in Australia for
abusing his surrogate-born twin daughters.

As Thailand currently bans international surrogacy we would expect to see calls for a lifting of
this ban if the ALRC legalise international surrogacy due to the geographic proximity: a disaster
for poor women and children in south east asia.

7. Are there any current requirements which should be changed or removed?

This question suggests that surrogacy should take place and limits in these arrangements
should be removed, we answer that limits and restrictions need to be tightened, for example:

e Age -risk increases with age, we refer the ALRC to studies in advanced maternal age,

e Number of pregnancies - risk increases with the number of pregnancies so we refer the
ALRC to the medical studies on this area of medicine,

e Sharing of information of the risks must be mandatory - this research should be shared
with women in the appropriate way so women considering becoming surrogate mothers
have have informed consent: a major study of 860,000 births in Canada released in
September 2024, and conducted over a decade, showed surrogate pregnancy to be 3x
higher risk for severe pregnancy complications including sepsis, pre-eclampsia and
postpartum haemorrhage. Premature birth is also more usual in surrogate pregnancies:
agencies do not make women aware of any of these risks.

e Women must have given birth before entering so as to have a proper understanding of
the difficulties of pregnancy and birth: bearing in mind, women who have undergone
fairly straightforward pregnancies on previous occasions often report severe health
complications when undertaking gestational surrogacy as her body struggles with the
efforts of sustaining a pregnancy with an unrelated embryo and sperm her body is
unfamiliar with: a known risk for pre-eclampsia.




e |f a mother changes her mind she should not be forced by the commissioning parents or
the courts to relinquish her parental rights and give up her child. If she changes her mind
the child must be returned to her.

8. Are there any requirements for a valid surrogacy agreement you think should be added,
removed or changed?

We do not consider a surrogacy agreement to be valid.
9. Should surrogacy agreements be enforceable?

No. In making the agreement a contract under property or ownership laws several ethical issues
will be introduced to wider society. A woman will be valued based on her reproductive capacity.
Her rights will be reduced if she cannot withdraw her consent to relinquish her parental rights
and she will have no legal option available to regain custody of the child. Surrogate pregnancies
under legally enforceable contracts see women treated as incubators for hire: in California
women are often forced by contract to terminate pregnancies when they would not choose to do
so, forced to continue pregnancies when they believe they need to terminate them, told what
food, drink, vitamins and drugs they must inject or injest (and when) and when they can resume
sex with their partners are embryo implantation.

This would violate human rights. We would advise that the ALRC read “Surrogacy: A Human
Rights Violation” by Australia’s Renate Klein, published by Spinifex. Seeing women as a
collection of body parts to be rented out or ‘used’ as a resource for others is not something we
should encourage. A woman'’s ability to have babies should not be commercialised or
contractualised for others to benefit. Surrogacy furthers the misogynistic view that a woman is
an interchangeable incubator, to be hired or dispensed with at will.

10. What process requirements should be in place for surrogacy arrangements?

No process arrangements can ensure ethics or safety in surrogacy. We have seen surrogacy
arrangements tearing families apart. Friendships break down, leaving women feeling used and
discarded, while surrogacy arrangements made by agencies between strangers treat women as
vessels for hire and exploit her poverty. Rich women do not become surrogate mothers.

For more information of specific examples and testimonies of British surrogate mothers to be
shared in confidence please make contact stopsurrogacynowuk@gmail.com.

11. What are the gaps in professional services for surrogacy in Australia?
Plugging ‘gaps’ seeks to legitimise and normalise surrogacy, so this question is another

example of the ALRC taking a biased approach in this consultation. We recognise this from the
UK consultation where over half of the submissions “opposed most or all of our provisional



proposals for reform, and advocated instead for surrogacy to be prohibited”, but they said that
banning surrogacy was “outside the terms of reference”.

An open letter from the UK women’s rights campaign group Nordic Model Now, signed by 27 UK
organisations, 24 international organisations, and 794 individuals called for a ban on surrogacy.

Reform in the UK was lobbied for by agencies and beneficiaries and is not supported by the
general public. We have not seen evidence of the general public of Australia seeking out this
relaxation in law but that, as with the UK, it stems from the stakeholders who want to make
surrogacy easier so to benefit from it personally, whether that’s financially or as a way of ‘family
building’.

We hope the ALRC review all submissions with an open mind and seek out or argue for data to
be commissioned through research.

12. What is the best way for professional services for surrogacy to operate?

Professionalising surrogacy turns the human baby trade into to a legitimate business,
businesses grow and create an industry, as we have seen in the forty years since “altruistic”
surrogacy was left as a legal loophole to grow in the UK. Surrogacy is a global trade estimated
to be worth approx. $200bn by 2035. Creating a trade in women’s bodies for their reproductive
capacity as a service turns a child into the end product. This damages society. People who view
women as useful for their own legends, and there to serve a purpose for their own wants will
begin to view this cohort of working class women as a sub-class.

The surrogacy market will divide into elite ‘concierge services’ and those that offer discounted
package deals and even baby guarantees of Black Friday offers.

13. How should surrogacy advertising be regulated?

Advertising for surrogate mothers and by surrogacy agencies should never be permitted.
Women are not products for hire and children are not goods to be bought, sold or commissioned
as you would a tradeable commodity.

The Human Fertility and Embryology Authority in the UK were proposed as the regulator under
proposed reform here: something they showed no appetite for and admitted to the House
Magazine in 2024 that they did not have the requisite skills to undertake.

On advertising they said:

“We also note that the removal of the ban on advertising in respect of surrogacy might constitute
a
significant cultural change for the UK, which could attract considerable public interest and
perhaps
criticism, of which a regulator would naturally be the focus. This could be a resource
consideration
for a future regulator.”



We would urge the ALRC to consider the wider societal impact if advertising surrogacy services
was to be permitted and made legal, and regulated like tobacco, alcohol or high sugar products.

14. What entitlements, if any, should be available to surrogates and intended parents?

None. Any material inducement acts as an incentive to working class women and risks financial
exploitation and coercion of her in to the arrangement by a male partner.

All women who are pregnant should be entitled to maternity leave and maternal medical care.
But providing additional services to women who have arranged pregnancies creates a
sub-group, or even a hierarchy. Commissioning parents should have to go through adoption
processes and shortcuts with surrogacy should not be made available.

Australia has a murky past with forced adoption and a news report from last year indicates that
adoption levels in Australia have dropped steeply over the last 50 years. With inter-country
adoption agreements between Colombia, Chile, South Korea, Taiwan and Thailand, we would
recommend that the Australian government work on finding safe and loving homes for the
approx. 46,000 children who are without a permanent home.

15. How could the process for reimbursing surrogates for reasonable expenses be improved?

‘Reimbursing’ suggests paying back out of pocket expenses. These could be limited to simple
items such as folic acid, maternity clothing and public transport or parking for hospital scans and
medical appointments. If the categorisation of ‘expenses’ is to extend, as it has under the UK
law to theme park visits for the surrogate mother and her existing children, gas and electricity
and mobile phone bills, rent or mortgage payments or loss of earnings for the surrogate mother
or her carer, then these act as real financial incentives which lead to women pursuing surrogacy
when they otherwise would not choose to do so. In the UK and Canada as we have set out
above, “expenses” are paid monthly like a salary and run in to the tens of thousands of
pounds/dollars. These are not “expenses” and this is not altruism.

It is not the case for other women who are pregnant to have a government payment for a loss of
earnings and instead employers cover sick pay or maternity pay, which is applied in Australia.

16. Do you support a) compensated surrogacy and/or b) ‘commercial’ surrogacy?
You might want to consider whether you agree with how we have described compensated and
‘commercial’ surrogacy?

No. We support neither; again the questions suggest a biased approach with limited options for
open answers. Compensation suggests an injury, negligence or loss not a reimbursement of
genuine incurred expenses and we can only take from this that the ALRC seeks to encourage
commercial surrogacy arrangements. Commercial surrogacy is rightly classed as child
trafficking by the European Union and should be globally prohibited.



17. If Australia was to allow for compensated or ‘commercial’ surrogacy, how could this be
implemented?

We support neither and cannot respond to how this could be implemented. Commercial
surrogacy exploits women, endorses the global trafficking of children away from their mothers at
birth and should be banned and this can be implemented through financial penalties for
agencies and an enforcement model for international travel clauses at the border.

18. What are the main problems with the requirements and processes for obtaining legal
parentage for a child born through
domestic and/or international surrogacy?

International surrogacy leaves children stateless. Children should be recognised in the country
of their birth, of their genetic origin and in the country where they are raised but the movement
of children across borders constitutes human trafficking.

Additionally, a problem for the child is that removing babies from their mothers at birth goes
against known best practice for the care of newborn infants as it breaks the maternal bond and
the child will not grow up with their mother to whom they bonded in utero, nor are they likely to
know her as she ages. A UK study which applies the domestic, ‘altruistic’ model showed that by
the age of 10 years old, in a small study group, 40% had lost contact with their birth mother.

“Frequency of contact between surrogacy families and their surrogate mother decreased over
time, particularly for families whose surrogate was a previously unknown genetic carrier (P <
0.001) (i.e. where they had met through a third party and the surrogate mother's egg was used
to conceive the child).” Source: Surrogacy families 10 years on: relationship with the surrogate,

decisions over disclosure and children's understanding of their surrogacy origins

Please see EU directive on Anti Human Trafficking from 2024 where surrogacy is recognised as
a form for human trafficking and the report from the European Parliament which officially
condemns surrogacy as “sexual exploitation for surrogacy and reproduction is unacceptable
and a violation of human dignity and human rights”.

19. How could the process for intended parents to become the legal parents of children born
through surrogacy be improved?

The process should follow adoption procedures, although our preference is for a global ban on
surrogacy, which sets out with the express intention of removing a child from their mother at
birth: this is not a child centred act.

20. What, if any, are the main problems with obtaining the following documents for a child born
through international surrogacy:

a. Australian citizenship;

b. an Australian passport; or



c. an Australian visa.
No Answer
21. How could the process for obtaining these documents be improved?

The process should follow international adoption procedures if the child is brought in from
overseas and this should meet existing laws and international agreements, but we do not
support international surrogacy.

22. What is the best way to approach differences in surrogacy regulation between or within
jurisdictions?

UN Special Rapporteur for Violence Against Women and Girls, Reem Al Salem, is writing a
report on surrogacy and violence against women, expected to be published this Autumn and the
ALRC should await the recommendations in this report.

23. Is it appropriate for surrogacy arrangements to be subject to oversight? If so, what is the
best approach?

Social Workers, CAFCASS (the Family Courts advisory service, staffed by social workers) and
the High and Family Courts oversees surrogacy arrangements in England and Wales: Sheriff
Courts facilitate this role in Scotland. The best approach would be not to permit surrogacy at all
but if it is to be permitted the ALRC should consider at length the appropriate means to ensure
there is a fair distribution of the power dynamic and surrogate mothers should always have
enduring legal rights to their own children.

24. Should the law have a role in discouraging or prohibiting certain forms of surrogacy?
Yes, all forms of surrogacy should be prohibited and the law should enforce this.

25. Do you think there is a need to improve awareness and understanding of surrogacy laws,
policies, and practices?

Yes, there should be a clamp down and a public awareness campaign to explain what legal
consequences there would be, fines and possible imprisonment, should women or children be
trafficked and exploited in any way. People should also be educated about the increased risks
posed to the health of surrogate mothers by surrogate pregnancy, as well as ensuring all parties
are aware of the processes of foetal microchimerism and epigenetics.

26. Do you have any views about the issues we consider to be in or out of scope?

We would recommend a broader scope regarding the question of whether surrogacy should be
practiced at all as it can never be safe or ethical. We would suggest referring to existing



research and conducting further research specific to Australia. We are aware of significant
issues with serial sperm donors and the impact on children. We would suggest speaking with
the donor conceived adult, Millie Fontana, and taking account of the global trade in eggs which
gestational surrogacy relies upon: we know of many young women who have been harmed as a
result of egg retrieval for the purposes of donation.

27. Are there any important issues with regulating surrogacy that we have not identified in the
Issues Paper? Do you have any other ideas for reforming how surrogacy is regulated?

We welcome Australia’s current ban on commercial surrogacy as it meets international
obligations and weakening this stance could make Australia a global hub for reproductive
exploitation, as we have seen with Ukraine’s surrogacy industry. This was exposed as a
popular choice due to location and low cost during the Covid 19 international travel bans and
again when Russia invaded.

We would urge the ALRC to avoid the mistakes made in the UK, where commercial interests
shaped reform proposals that were ultimately rejected by government and we highlight the
growing rejection of surrogacy with the formation of campaign groups, both national and
internationally, joining what is now a movement.

There are several oversights or omissions, most importantly, a lack of awareness and inclusion
of existing research as mentioned but crucially the biased approach of this consultation, which is
reminiscent of the UK Law Commission’s 2019 consultation, and this indicates the result the
ALRC are aiming for.

As stated above, a ten year study in Canada of over 860,000 births concluded that surrogacy is
3 times the risk for severe pregnancy complications including postpartum haemorrhage, sepsis
and pre- eclampsia. This supports earlier findings in studies over the last decade. The study
also found that surrogacy is almost double the risk (7.8%) than IVF conceived pregnancy
(4.3%).

Post Natal Depression is thought to be more prevalent in surrogacy pregnancies at 37%
compared to 4% in non-surrogacy pregnancies. We would encourage the ALRC to gather all
research in their area of maternal medicine to inform their review.

We would direct the ALRC to enquire about the motivations of surrogate mothers and the
reasons why these woman in particular seek to engage with surrogacy. We would also
encourage the ALRC to reflect on the fact that wealthy women do not become surrogate
mothers, and that children have a right to remain with their birth mothers unless safeguarding
issues are present. We would also suggest that the ALRC consult with Catherine Lynch,
Principal Solicitor at the Feminist Legal Clinic, Anna Kerr, Kat Karena, Melinda Tankard Reist
and former lawyer and Chief Executive Officer of Women's Forum Australia, Rachael Wong and
Biologist and Social Scientist, Renate Klein.




We believe the consequence of the UK’s Law Commission’s plans would be to grow the pool of
working class women who would become surrogate mothers in the UK and we hope that the
ALRC'’s proposals will not impact the world’s poorest women who will be targeted by surrogacy
agencies, mostly online, to be trafficked and exploited in order to benefit the upper middle
classes in Australia.

There is no human right to have a child, and there is certainly no right to access surrogacy.
Australia should reflect on why the majority of European states ban surrogacy in all its forms.

We can be contacted for further comment or questions:

stopsurrogacynowuk@gmail.com

surrogacyconcern@gmail.com






