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Neither

Sperm sorting should not be regulated, it should be prohibited. Sperm sorting is gender discrimination.  Parents do not

have a right to demand a child of a specific sex.  The reality is that if sperm sorting fails, society will demand a backup

of abortion or PGD and destruction of ‘wrong’ sex

U

It is not its reliability and safety which is the issue, but whether it should be permitted or not.

U

We adhere to the position that the only acceptable form of conception of children is by natural
intercourse.  If sperm selection fails then logic would dictate that a backup method, eg abortion, is
available to ensure the ‘correct gender’

U

Society has been opposed to ‘designer babies’, however, selection of any characteristic is in effect
part of the process of designer babies. Gender discrimination will inevitably have a profound and
detrimental effect on society, the practice elsewhere shows that there will be significant
discrimination against girls.  Once there is acceptance for one reason, logically all others become
equally valid.
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The reason given in Q4 applies.  However the destruction of embryos failing to meet the
required standard is more reprehensible than sperm sorting.

                   U

We find both methods unacceptable and combining them does not make it more acceptable.

                   U

We find all reasons for sex selection unacceptable.  Furthermore there is no ethical reason why
a process is acceptable after two children of one sex.  Justification after one child (in a couple
wishing only two children) could be argued, as could a position that the first child should be a
boy.

                   U

Our reason given in response to question 4 applies.


