Donor Anonymity:

Asking Questions About Identity Disclosure and
Information Registries
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Donor Anonymity: Legal Developments

O

» Reference re Assisted Human Reproduction Act,
2010 SCC 61
Sections 14-19 of the AHRA declared unconstitutional

» Pratten v. British Columbia (Attorney General),
2011 BCSC 656
Section 7 Charter claims dismissed

Certain provisions of the Adoption Act contravene section 15 of
the Charter and are not saved by section 1




Methodology
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Preliminary Results
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Should donor anonymity continue?

O




concerned about:

choice:

“I think there should be the choice between open and closed
identity donors...1 should get to choose the parameters of that
family”

supply:

decrease in egg and sperm donors reduces choice and may lead to
exploitation elsewhere

BUT “we are not making widgets in a factory here, these are
human lives, why should supply enter into it?”



Releasing information with restrictions
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Openness from the outset
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» Significant consensus

» Should include:
health information
Some psychosocial information

» Favoured a registry system
» Age of disclosure?

» Concerns include:
Accuracy
Enforceability
Importance of privacy protections



More data collection: donor conceived offspring,
anonymous gamete donors, and others

If you are interested in participating please contact:

Vanessa Gruben
vanessa.gruben@uottawa.ca
613-983-3089

Angela Cameron

angela.cameron@uottawa.ca
613-562-5800 x 3328
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