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Standing Committee on Community Development   

Inquiry into Donor Conception Practices in Tasmania   

Dear committee members, I wish to submit these few comments for your consideration.    

Back in about 1989 I banked(?) sperm as a sort of insurance following a vasectomy, then a 

couple of years later, I seem to remember, I was contacted to see if I would donate it for IVF. 

I was happy to do that and didn't think much of it until a few years ago, when there were 

some prominent media cases that focused on the donor anonymity issue for older 

donations.    

   

I then called what must have been TasIVF and advised them that if any children had resulted 

from my donation then I would be open to them contacting me via a formal process. I was, 

and am, not wanting to initiate contact, and would take some convincing that genetic 

donors should have rights in that regard. My thinking is simply that a donation is a donation; 

that beyond a broad expectation that donated genetic material would be used for its 

intended purposes, then there are not attached strings. There might be some parallels with 

donors of blood insisting on knowing where their blood has been used; or even specifying 

which categories of people should benefit from a blood donation (or body parts, for 

example). But if I was a genetic parent of someone who felt incomplete in some way; or 

even whose curiosity was eating at them, I would probably be open to being contacted. As 

far as I know, following my call, there was a note to that effect made in my file.   

What were undoubtedly sincere undertakings in regard to donor anonymity, years ago, in 

what I would say were generally more secretive times, need to be brought into the 

perspective of our current, more open, society, I think.     

Allowing all donor-conceived people access to their genetic heritage probably assumes that 

those people know they are donor-conceived. But, apparently, some donor-conceived 

people are not told about their genetic background by their parents. I was tempted to slot in 

an exclamation mark there, but perhaps some of these parents have good reasons for 

keeping their children unaware. But do or would or should these children (I'm using this 

word in the general meaning of parent/child, rather than necessarily referring to young 

people) have a legal or moral right to being advised by their parents of their genetic 

heritage? I have no idea of the current legal situation, but my gut response is, yes, of course.   

I was discussing this with someone who reminded me that not all children born from 

'standard' conception within a particular relationship are genetically true to that 

relationship. That is, some children are fathered from outside such relationships. Depending 

on which magazine or internet gossip you choose to gasp at, it is supposed to be a 

significant proportion. What about these children? Ought they too have a legal right to be 

informed about their genetic heritage? There would be understandable temptations to let 



such things stay quiet - versus the openness that I'm saying seems straightforward enough 

to me in IVF instances. So, I suppose if the arguments were straightforward then we 

wouldn't still be having discussions.   
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From the perspective of genetic donors, I understand there might be apprehension that IVF 

offspring could make financial claims or other claims; but there must be something in place 

to manage the more recent instances, where donor-conceived children already do have 

rights to access their genetic heritage. If a donor were vehemently opposed to being 

contacted by their IVF offspring, you could wonder why those offspring would persist in 

wanting to make contact. In other words, in some instances there might be something of a 

self-limiting effect that would reduce potential conflict.    

Another issue jumped in front of me several years ago. I asked an adopted mate, born 

during WW2, whether he had ever considered trying to find his genetic parents. He said for 

him it would almost have been a betrayal of his adoptive parents, who he obviously loved. 

Also, he said, his genetic mother might well have moved on in life, to a point where those 

now in her life knew nothing about his birth, so there would be potential for disruption. 

That's just one person's perspective in a somewhat parallel case: that donor-conceived 

people will not necessarily be desperate to follow up their genetic heritage; and should have 

that choice respected. It goes back to that issue I mentioned earlier - I would say the right to 

knowledge lies with donor-conceived children, not with donors.    

Here's another way of considering this: genetic donors make deliberate choices when they 

donate; IVF parents make deliberate choices when they use that process; but IVF offspring 

have had no choice in the process. To me it just feels fair for them now to have the option to 

know of their genetic heritage via IVF - even from the times of donor anonymity.    

I hope your work progresses some of the issues in this field, kind regards, and thanks for this 

opportunity,        .   

 

   

   


