234

Eirini 7,
147 0

Konrad Moni “
e Th:;zza ;998. Ova Donation and Symbols of Sub
i 9 Sex, Gender and the Partible Body” .
i Df)pologlcal Institute, 4, 4: 643-667 a
e Dian ey e
o azdagd Joan Bestard 2012 [1* edition 2009], “Th
esemblance”. In J. Edwards & C Salaz’ ( ZFamily Body: p
. ar (ed.), g :

the Age of Biotechn.

Papataxiarchis Eu;hym(;iigi' ’9 gg 6:}-79. New York, Oxford: Bergha;rogea" Kingp;
Anthrobolooi 1992. “Introduction. Fr. '8hahn Bogkg P
Paradeﬁizlog;cal Perceptions of Modern Greec(:):’l’ t}'le H ol g
approaches(e J) 111992. Identities and Gender in M’odln EG Papatax;

= ] pp. -98_ At . . . ern
(in greeld), hens: Kastaniotis and University
Paxson Heather 2()
04. Making Mod
Greece. Berk g Modern Mothers. Ethics and i
eley and Los Angeles: University of CaliforniI;all)mly Plannin
ress.

Rabinow Paul 199
6. Essays on the An
University Press the Anthropology of Reas :
: on. Princeton: py;
- Flincetop

Ragoné Heléna 1994. Surro
Westview Press,
Ragoné Heléna 199
6. “Chasing th :
fathers”. Americ g the blood tie: surrogate mothe ¢
Rushton Lucy 1992 %f]l\fthnologlst, 23(2):352-365. *s, adoptive mothers an
Th, Paradll - “Motherhood and the symbolism of the body”
spproadies ;p(eli:)l 11992 Identities and Gender in Modeemogyy ’
. > PP- -170. . o ree
(in Greck), Athens: Kastaniotis and University of
Schneider David M.
. - 1980 [1* editio :
. S}incago:University of Chicago PreI:lss1 Hls iz
athern Marilyn 1992, Afi ;
. - After Nature: English Kinship j
Stra(t::::bnﬂige:lcambridge University Pres% sh Kinship in the Late Twentieth Century.
n Marilyn 2008 [1992]. R. :
new reproducti - Reproducing the Futur L
Ellinik pG uetive teChI.wlOgles' (translated in G ¢, Anthropology, kinship and
— aChramm ata publishing reek by P. Bourlakis). Athens:
son Charis 2001. “Strategi ..
Franklin & S, Mk o Naturalizing: Kinship i i i
- McKinnon (ed.), Relati p in an Infertility Clinic”, in S.
175- -), Relative V. : ) , -
Vi horzssj OZ.CI‘)hurham: Duke University Press alues: Reconfiguring Kinship Studics
n Charis 2005. Maki ;
Reproductive T - Making  Parents. The Ontologi
Tountassaki Eir?ni Zc()hlnsol(c)cgles- Cflmbridge Massachusetts E:f:lf)al- Tihoreograph)’ !
- “The child growing inside you \’zvill takn. ft . PreSS'E g
e after you, too”. L&

tance: g, Vo
The Journa] ofaftll?ti
e

WofG

r;ece. Anthropol i
of the Aegean Editiom

g in Urban

gate Motherhood. Co i
; neeption in the Heg
rt. Boulder:

in Papataxiarchis &
ce. Anthropological
the Aegean Editions

Kinship: a Cultural Account.

Wade Peter 2009[2002], Race

(translated in Greek b
N.
publications. y Katsafourou -

C
I\1111t1é}re. An @thopological approach
- Leorgandidis). Athens: Polytropo!

N8 gy

Rowy

Pin

archis g o

relatives”: A statistical approach to perceptions
on heterologous assisted reproduction

Christodoulos Bellas

Professor at the Department of Social Anth
of the Aegean University

Venetia Kantsa

Professor at the Department of Social A
of the Aegean University

ropology and History

nthropology and History

of the modern rapid biot
ed by social sciences is to study
‘old” questions in relation to life
and technology. Despite the fact that

, gaining a global dimension, according t
he concepts of the individual, kinship, genealogy or the limits of life and

e perceived, varies significantly between different cultural contexts,
:“s'ocial layers or with reference to gender, race, nationality and religious
sund. Therefore, particular emphasis must be placed on studying the way in
biomedical practices are intertwined with local cultural, ethical and religious
_,.n the individual, kinship, gender, sexuality and the human body, which
tate policies and public financing, thus creating a framework for processing
es and setting priorities and exemptions with regard to medical research.

of the central issues related to assisted reproduction pertains to
e third-party genetic material

ologous fertilization, namely the ability to us
m and/or ova) and surrogacy methods. The issue is approached in very
d raises a series of questions on

ent ways by EU Member States an
(a)symmetries in the reproduction
and upbringing, as well as on the

I
ction (MAR) technologiesl.

echnological developments, the scientific
the ways in which ‘new’ answers may
and death, the individual and kinship,
technological developments are
o anthropological studies the way

tstanding the concept of kinship, gender
ess, perceptions around genetic inheritance
ialization of medically assisted reprodu

1. See Konrad (1980, 2005), Orobitg and Salazar (2005), Almeling (2006), Inhorn (2006),

man (2011).
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As is well known, by means of Laws 3089/2002 “Medical Assistance ip, Hy
Reproduction” and 3305/2005 “Implementation of Medically Assisted ReproduC.
Methods” the Greek legal system allows infertile heterosexual couples o ; o
women who are unable to achieve “homologous™ fertilization and childbearjy, by
medical reasons, to receive genetic material donations (sperm and ova), as ng o
SUrrogacy services free of charge’. In this way, the Greek State has establisheq )
legal rights and obligations for using the possibilities offered by MAR techno|, -[he
which, at the same time, question predominant perceptions on parenthood and kinsg}:,-esf

an

The purpose of this paper is to present quantitative research data’ | the'

perceptions of persons who have used or are currently using MAR methods ,

2. The two laws also allow for embryo cryopreservation, embryo donation, genetic Materjg|
research and the freedom to transport genetic material and fertilized ova from and to other EU Member

other EU Member States. Vide ESHRE (2009).

3.. The recent works of Trokana (2011), Papaligoura (2013) and Tountassaki (forthcoming) focys
on the issue of genetic material donation in Greece from a scientific, psychological and anthropological
point of view, respectively.

4. The results are part of the research (In)FERCIT “(In)fertile citizens: Concepts, practices
policies and technologies of assisted reproduction in Greece. A multidisciplinary comparative
approach” carried out by the Laboratory of Family and Kinship Studies of the Department of Social
Anthropology and History, University of the Aegean. The research program (In)FERCIT lasts for three
years 25/9/2012-24/9/2015 and is implemented within the framework of the Action “Aristeia I” of the
Operational Program “Education and Lifelong Learning” and is co-financed by the European Socil

similar research conducted in neighboring countries (Spain, Italy, Bulgaria, Turkey, Cyprus and
Lebanon). The key issues of focus in the first part of our research on Greece are related 0
c.onc.eptualizations of kinship, gender relations, control and biopolitics issues, attaching particulas
s1gr.nﬁcance to the question: “What are the concepts of ‘natural’ and ‘normal’ created and imposed by
assisted reproduction methods?” and “How do subjects accept and/or resist these conceptualizations?"

5. (In)FERCIT combines qualitative with quantitative research. Qualitative research was carriel
out through open interviews with Greek men and women in reproductive age who have come inf®

total of 120 open interviews were carried out with interviewees of a different gender, age, family stati*
sexuality, religious background and place of residence. Quantitative research was conducted using
questionnaire with 39 sets of questions designed for closed and open-ended responses. The
questionnaire comprises three parts which investigate the respondents’ perceptions on infertility &
MAR, record the respondents’ experience with MAR methods and reflect the basic demographic &"
socioeconomic data of respondents. The quantitative research is stil] underway and 212 questionnai’®
have been filled-in and digitized up to now.
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’lto the establishment of new forms of kinship and family formations through
. material donation and surrogacy®. Consequently, the aim of this paper is to
';. the degree of social acceptance or rejection of perceptions related to human
duction not in the Greek society as a whole, but among persons who have
experienced MAR methods and are, therefore, more able to reflect on the
of such methods and their consequences, which lead to the establishment of
¢ units deviating from the typical structure of the heterosexual infertile couple
ts for adopting a child or for using  homologous medically assisted
uction methods.

rch methodology

Despite the proportionally large number of clinics and MAR centers in Greece’,
dence we have on the number of medically assisted reproduction treatments,
or ova donations, as well as surrogacy, is scarce. Out of the fifty centers and
reported by the European Society of Human Reproduction and Embryology
1RE) in 2006, only nine (less than 18%) have provided statistics on the type
number of MAR treatments performed —such as in vitro fertilization,
ertilization, embryo cryopreservation, ova cryopreservation, ova donation,
mplantation genetic diagnosis® °.

I statistics on the use and types of MAR methods are insufficient, information
he socioeconomic characteristics of the population of infertile persons using MAR

6. In like manner, the papers of Chatzouli (2015) and Daskalaki (2015) attempt to investigate
1 ar matters using as evidence the qualitative research interviews.
- 7. According to the European IVF-monitoring Consortium for the European Society of Human
toduction and Embryology, Greece is among the countries with the highest number of medically
sted reproduction centers and clinics in proportion to its population. In 2006, there were 50 clinics
Centers throughout Greece (de Mouzon et al 2010: 1853), while it is estimated that their number
'L_, ICreased in the years that followed.

3 According to ESHRE’s data on Greece for 2006, the following treatments were performed in
: nine clinics that provided statistics: 1,222 in vitro fertilizations leading to 282 pregnancies and 202
1S, 2,987 Intra Cytoplasmatic Sperm Injections leading to 605 pregnancies and 340 births and 140
*0¢yte Donations leading to 74 pregnancies and 40 births. See de Mouzon et al (2010).
i 9 However, the press frequently publishes articles with statistics that are based on estimates by
~¢lans. Thus, according to an article by Penny Mpouloutza in Kathimerini, Sunday Version [Greek
"SPaper] (2013: 4) in Greece: 300,000 couples are infertile, 12,000 assisted reproduction treatments
ACe each year and the average cost of every effort (including the cost of drugs) amounts to EUR
Y- The journalist estimates that there are currently 70 assisted reproduction medical centers and
:' With an annual turnover of EUR 50 million. However, according to the same journalist, there has
12 drop in the number of treatments from 15,000 in 2009 to 12,000 in 2012 and, therefore, clinics
Medical centers in Greece have turned towards cross-border reproductive care. See, Kantsa (2014).
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(r:r:lel:tt?;;dvsv 1ltrll1 ?reec; is practiFally inexistent. This lack of information has Creat

g it ;gi{:tri to select'mg a .re}.)resentatlve sailmple, given that there is 1, o iz(; iff.
o allo i rela (l)n to bflSlC statistical cl'laracterlstics of the studied populaj,, ’

o e 5 e .stratlﬁcatlor‘l. Sampling was carried out starting from S
o oue § pr1v'at.e (three in .Athen.s and one in Larisa), two are Unive y lm.cs’
; ne in Thessaloniki and one in Larisa) and two associations supporti o i
::r)(') f;i (l)ljslr)lfll(ir who le}re interested in using MAR methods (Cybele arll)d I\:If;ggnpe()ple
B ot o t;amp ing was also l.lsed, starting from the interviewees of the Yo
: . ¢ research. Interviews were carried out in Athens, Th ethl-m
Larisa, Chania and Mytilene. Finally, the questionnaire was distrib - i
electronic forum www.ivf.gr. Research is still in progress Hls o thfough t
rTumber of questionnaires have been filled-in —namel 212—.th OWeVera. o e
tial analysis of answers to reach tem i i . i i e -
sample population towards genetic I:'I(‘)l:tlgi;? (Efr::‘soconcglswns e e s
hand, it must be noted that the relatively small parti iati SUUOgaC}’- e o ol
far, calls for a review of the resul P lmpajﬂon‘ . iy ot 8
?nalysis per source of information atjdv:l?: rtl);:ieclrsoi?:;zgfnor'l p mcreasﬁd.- e
Il;’z::ryie\)tve]es are i}lllustrated in Table A.1 of the Appendix Ofl"n}iz ::ll;lr: ‘;::VS\'}SIC;Z{ :tzhe
ximately two thirds of interviewees are 35-44 years ol(i and 58.5¢ versity
Graduates/Technical University Graduates and/or hold o pe i
o o o s old a p'ost-graduate title. Almost
Semployed, et & Os ulsse E:ifr‘) Z;ner;?)}./ed and one in five is out of the labor market
spec;lf"-llée n?eliieisczi)lnn:;:e tm(;/;stlgates, inter alia, the stance of interviewees towards
o St Iny art.ls ei e‘terologf)us reproduction methods using gamete donors
il Sp.erm ;:1 ! 1ct1'1 ar, it was investigated whether interviewees accept ova
Circumst;nces T 01}112; rlor}[ a.nc.l SL.1rroga.cy, either in general or under specific
i O.f s ?; CI.‘lStICS nvestigated were nationality, race and religious
ot e ypo et1c.a1 male or female donor. Furthermore, comparisons
Ao e ion to their views on adoption, under the same conditions. In
VS r;lethOdS ;:ES .we'r;: askec} about the right of access of same-sex couples 10
lonion fer.tﬂiz te.1r i eo.loglcal stapce 'towards the commercialization of
S ation services and t.helr opinion on whether genetic material and
s are currently an object of transaction in the Greek market were

also investigated. All intervie
. . wees are or have been involved i i isted
reproduction efforts in some way. " in medilg ses

ns S()as
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remarks

o overall image of the sample, as analyzed with valuable computing assistance
_Dicran Matossian, who works with us in this project, shows that, when no

i positive and negative answers. The corresponding difference in respect of
donation amounts to 3.8 percentage points (41.0% in favor and 37.3% against).
ore, ova donation is more acceptable than sperm donation. As opposed to ova
donation, surrogacy is rejected by the relative majority of interviewees,

‘4.4% in favor and 38.7% against). (See Graphs A.1 to A.3 of the Appendix).
e great difficulty to accept surrogacy was also reflected in the ethnographic
the research, while the statistical analysis is consistent with the finding that

When specific conditions are set in respect of genetic material donation and
pgacy, the general image seems to be very different, as shown in Graph 1:

Graph 1
Indices of degree of acceptance concerning ovary donation, surrogate
motherhood and sperm donation
Users of assisted reproduction technologies: Greece 2014
(Difference berween perventuges of positive und negutive unswers)

19.8%

0,1%

. -4,7% -6.1%
.

, - -
0,9% -2.8% - 3.8% 499

From diJferent religious Aceept dmalim
. . packground gereral
e % . )

-19.8%

@Ovary = Sperm  ® Surrogaic maothethood

10. Regarding the difficulty to accept surrogacy and preferring ovary donation against sperm
Mation according to qualitative research, See Chatzouli (2015).



240 Christodoulos Bellas -

. Ova donation from a woman of a different race is rejected by 19.8
points and donation from a woman of a different nationality
pfercentage points. On the contrary, the acceptance of a female donor '
different religious background is high; even higher than its from
namc':ly 19.8 percentage points. This last finding appears to
possible explanation could be that anonymous ova donation may be reje
some people due to fears for the existence of an unwanted characterisgicCted by
unknow donor which makes her a “stranger” or, better said, a “non-relatiy ’? G
race,. nationality or health status). However, when it is clarified that this,e “(e. '
relative” characteristic is merely the donor’s religious background, interview, o
reassured and accept the donation. , N

Sperm donation is rejected by the relative majority of interviewees, both wh

the .d.onor is a person from a different race and nationality. The differer;ce betw N
positive and negative answers is -32.1 and -4.7 percentage points, respectiv;en
Spe'l;r‘n dosat(i)o;l from donors with a different religious background is marginallyy.
positive, by 0.9 percentage poin i igni i i
e oon rejectpit ge points, while a significant percentage of interviewees,
. A combination of the above findings shows that the negative stance of
1nte.rv1e\fvees is increased when genetic material donation from a different race or
nationality relates to sperm, as compared to ova, which reinforces the initial finding
that donor sperm is regarded as “third-party” genetic material to a greater extent
compared to donor ova. '
With regard to surrogacy by donors of a different nationality, race or religious
background, the negative result with regard to its general acceptance (-4.7
perce.n.tage points as mentioned above), is further increased when setting the
condljuon of race or nationality (-15.6 and -6.1 percentage points respectively). The
negative difference with regard to surrogate mothers from a different religious
background is slightly reduced, amounting to -2.8 percentage points.

Therefore, it follows that the different race and nationality of the male or female
donor' have a negative effect on the views of interviewees with regard to genetic
material donation, either sperm or ova, as well as with regard to surrogacy. In
particular, racial difference has a significant influence on answers. As opposed to rac
and nationality, religious differences do not seem to have the same negative effect.

Another interesting finding, which is also consistent with the findings of th¢
ethnographic analysis'', is that a high percentage of interviewees did not provide an¥

Pereeng,

general acceplance
be a para '
Paradox. q,

S are

11. As reflected in the papers of Chatzouli (2015) and Daskalaki (2015)
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Sa
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or expressed their ignorance on genetic material donation and surrogacy. The
¢ rate of uncertainty relates to the acceptance of ova donation and amounts to
‘,’And if the female ova donor is from a different race, uncertainty rises to 36.8%.
i aty with regard to the acceptance of surrogacy amounted to 26.9%, while it is
feantly increased when conditions are set. In particular, uncertainty in respect of
amounts to 37.3% when the surrogate mother has a different nationality. The
¢ rate of uncertainty was recorded in respect of sperm donation and amounts to
». Graphs A.1 to A.3 of the Appendix illustrate in detail the acceptance and
ion rates, as well as the uncertainty rates with regard to donations.

fhe technological potential offered by heterologous insemination allows
= women to have children, to the extent that they appear to be single women .
.‘ oh access of same-sex couples to MAR methods is not permitted under the
icable legal framework >, this research attempted to investigate the stance of
rviewees towards this eventuality, the occurrence of which will pave the way for

responding percentage of those rejecting it. Acceptance of the access of same-
female couples to heterologous reproduction amounts to 39.6% and falls short
only one percentage point from the rate of rejection. Acceptance of access for
couples is slightly lower, amounting to 36.8%.

Graph 2
Beliefs on access to ART for lesbian and gay couples
Users of assisted reproduction technologies: Greece 2014
(%)

Do you believe that lesbian couples should
have legal access to assisted reproduction
f technologies?

you belicve that malc gay couples should ;
ave legal access (o assisted reproduction
technologies?

7 No answer

wAgree mDisagree

'lA}; 12. See, Kantsa and Chalkidou (2014).
13. For a detailed analysis of “homoparentality” and the right to access MAR methods in the
ek legal system see Rethymiotaki (2014).







