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Egg (and embryo) and sperm freezing and banking

Diana Hayden, born into a Hyderabadi Anglo-Indian family on May 1, 1973, is ostensibly a Catholic.

What is the position of the Catholic Church on her freezing and banking her eggs and later having a “test tube baby”? Is it in accordance with God’s will and plan to have sex (even in marriage) without being open to life and deciding when and how to have one’s baby or is distrust in God? Is what Diana Hayden did with her eggs acceptable, or is it morally wrong (sinful)?  
Diana Hayden's First Baby Has Come From an Egg Frozen Eight Years Ago

http://www.huffingtonpost.in/2016/01/13/diana-hayden-baby-egg-fre_n_8967032.html 

By Aashmita Nayar, January 13, 2016
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Along with a beautiful baby girl, former Miss World Diana Hayden has delivered possibly the perfect solution to Indian women battling the biological clock.
The child was born of an egg that Hayden had frozen eight years ago, according to a Times of India report (http://timesofindia.indiatimes.com/india/Ex-Miss-World-gives-birth-from-egg-frozen-for-8-years/articleshow/50554334.cms).
Hayden, who is now 42, read about egg freezing a decade ago in 2005, and decided to give it a shot. She froze 16 eggs – a process that took her five months – with an infertility specialist. In doing so, she joined the line of Indian women that is slowly increasing to opt for this procedure for lifestyle reasons, not medical.

“A career woman need not think about her biological clock, and get pressurised into getting married earlier than she wants or have a baby when she isn’t ready,” said Hayden in an interview with ToI, while still ensconced in her hospital suite at Surya Mother and Child Hospital in Santa Cruz, Mumbai. “I froze my eggs for two reasons: I was busy with my career at that time and, more important, I was very clear that I was going to wait to fall in love and marry before having a baby."
This back-up plan worked beautifully for Hayden, who was diagnosed with endometriosis (a medical condition that deterred her from having children) after she was married two years ago to beau Collin Dick. The couple decided to test Hayden’s eggs, and were able to produce baby girl Arya who has been pronounced in perfect health by doctors: “Hayden’s daughter weighed 3.7kg, and was 55cm long. The average weight and length in India re 2.6kg, and 48cm,” said a paediatrician quoted in the report.

Egg freezing is a process that takes two-four weeks from injecting hormones to stimulate ovulation, egg retrieval and preservation at minus 196 degrees Celsius to future use.

Approximately ten years ago the process of vitrification or fast freezing made its way to country, helping speed the process. However, it is still a procedure that is shrouded in speculation about success rates and costs. A noted hospital in India even has a disclaimer on its website, saying this:

Egg freezing might be appealing if you're concerned about age-related infertility, but the method isn't recommended for this purpose due to the risks, costs and limited success rates.

Video
https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=Sac4EbHg8Ho 1:17
http://www.dnaindia.com/india/report-former-miss-world-diana-hayden-gives-birth-from-egg-frozen-for-8-years-2165243 and other agencies report that Diana Hayden’s daughter is a “test tube baby”.

Pictured: The moment a human egg emerged from its ovary

http://www.dailymail.co.uk/health/article-1025956/Pictured-The-moment-human-egg-emerged-ovary.html 
June 12, 2008
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Rare and startling film has been captured of a human egg emerging from the ovary.
Fertile women release one or more eggs every month, but until now, only fuzzy images had been recorded.

The new images were taken by accident by gynaecologist Jacques Donnez while carrying out a partial hysterectomy on a 45-year-old woman.

The release of an egg was thought to be a sudden event, but the pictures published in New Scientist magazine show it takes over 15 minutes for the translucent yellow sphere to emerge.
“The release of the oocyte (immature egg cell) from the ovary is a crucial event in human reproduction. These pictures are clearly important to better understand the mechanism,” Donnez, from the Catholic University of Louvain in Brussels, said.

Shortly before the egg is released, enzymes break down the tissue in a fluid-filled sac on the surface of the ovary that contains the egg. A reddish protrusion forms and then a hole appears from which the egg emerges.

The egg is surrounded by supporting cells, which protect it as it enters the Fallopian tube on its way to the uterus.

Professor Alan McNeilly, from the Medical Research Council's Human Reproduction Unit in Edinburgh, told the BBC: "It really is a fascinating insight into ovulation, and to see it in real life is an incredibly rare occurrence.

"It really is a pivotal moment in the whole process, the beginnings of life in a way."

Test-tube Births Are Condemned. Vatican Calls Some Methods Immoral
http://articles.philly.com/1987-03-11/news/26222708_1_vatican-prenatal-diagnosis-embryos 
By Michael D. Schaffer, Inquirer Staff Writer, March 11, 1987
The Roman Catholic Church yesterday condemned unconventional methods of human reproduction, including test-tube fertilization and surrogate motherhood.

The church warned that what was technologically possible was not always morally permissible.

However, the church acknowledged "the suffering of spouses who cannot have children" and urged scientists to continue research on the causes and treatment of sterility.

The church's position was set out in a 40-page document titled ''Instruction on Respect for Human Life in Its Origin and on the Dignity of Procreation." (Donum Vitae http://ephesians-511.net/docs/DONUM_VITAE-INSTRUCTION_ON_RESPECT_FOR_HUMAN_LIFE.doc) It was prepared by the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith, the Vatican agency charged with upholding Catholic beliefs.

The document, dated Feb. 22 and released yesterday at the Vatican, was approved by Pope John Paul II during an audience with Cardinal Joseph Ratzinger, the West German prelate who heads the congregation.

The document "does bind the consciences of the faithful," meaning that Catholics "do commit a sin" if they knowingly and willfully violate the standards it sets out, said Msgr. Francis X. DiLorenzo, rector of St. Charles Borromeo Seminary in Lower Merion Township and a specialist in moral theology. Msgr. DiLorenzo acted as spokesman for the Archdiocese of Philadelphia.

While expressing compassion for infertile couples, the Vatican declared that "marriage does not confer upon the spouses the right to have a child. . . . The child is not an object to which one has a right, nor can he be considered as an object of ownership."

Such couples can find other outlets for their parenting impulse, such as adoption or assisting families with poor or handicapped children, the document said.

The document rejected the use of sperm and embryo banks, the freezing of embryos for later use, non-therapeutic experimentation on living embryos and the use of such techniques as genetic engineering to select the sex or other characteristics of an unborn child.
It declared that prenatal diagnosis was morally permissible as long as it was not "done with the thought of possibly inducing an abortion depending upon the results: A diagnosis which shows the existence of a malformation or a hereditary illness must not be the equivalent of a death sentence."

The document leaves open the possibility of artificial insemination for a married couple as long as "the technical means is not a substitute for the conjugal act but serves to facilitate and to help so that the act attains its natural purpose."

Officials said the Vatican did not have moral judgments on such artificial insemination methods as gamete* intra-Fallopian transfer (GIFT) and low tubal ovum transfer (LTOT). GIFT brings together the woman's egg and the man's sperm gathered from a woman's vagina after a sexual act and not through masturbation, of which the Vatican disapproves. It is injected into the womb for fertilization. LTOT enables sperm to move through a blocked Fallopian tube connecting the ovary to the womb. *See page 12
However, "artificial insemination as a substitute for the conjugal act is prohibited," the document said.

The Vatican document instructed the heads of Catholic hospitals to see that the standards set out in the document were observed in their institutions.

It also called on governments to outlaw such activities as experimentation on living embryos, embryo banks and surrogate motherhood.

Reaction to the document varied among American theologians.

Msgr. DiLorenzo said he welcomed the Vatican statement as a reaffirmation of the values of monogamy and strict marital fidelity, of the individual's right to life and of "the love dimension of true marital intercourse."

The Vatican document reminds couples that they must make certain that whatever means they use to produce children "will respect human values," Msgr. DiLorenzo said.

But Daniel Maguire of Marquette University in Milwaukee, one of the most liberal Catholic theologians in the United States, said the Vatican instruction "will further discredit the teaching authority of the Vatican."

He said the instruction was based on a "rigid old Catholic moral theology, largely abandoned. . . . I see it as a document of the far right, speaking to the far right within Catholicism."

The Rev. Richard A. McCormick, professor of Christian ethics at the University of Notre Dame and a prominent authority on biomedical ethics, said yesterday that he believed the Vatican had taken a very negative position on artificial insemination and test-tube fertilization for a married couple using the husband's sperm.

Father McCormick said he agreed with the document in a number of areas, including the rejection of surrogate motherhood and of the use of semen or an ovum donated by someone other than one of the marriage partners for artificial insemination.

A foreword to the document declared that its purpose was to answer specific questions that had been posed by bishops, theologians, physicians and scientists. Church authorities have been working on the document for several years. The church's intention in issuing the instruction was to protect the human right to life and the dignity of the individual, the document said.

Scientific research and its applications are not morally neutral, the document said.

Science and technology "must be at the service of the human person, of his inalienable rights and his true and integral good according to the design and the will of God. . . . What is technically possible is not for that very reason morally admissible," the document said.

The document said that two fundamental values must be considered in evaluating artificial intervention in the human reproductive process: "the life of the human being called into existence and the special nature of the transmission of human life in marriage."

The Vatican statement reiterates the Catholic belief that human life begins at the moment of conception and declares that human life is to be transmitted only "in marriage through the specific and exclusive acts of husband and wife."

Every child has a right "to be conceived and to be born within marriage and from marriage," the document said.

Respect for human life limits the kind of research that may be done on embryos, it said.

"Medical research must refrain from operations on live embryos, unless there is a moral certainty of not causing harm to the life or integrity of the unborn child and the mother." The parents also must give free and informed consent to the procedure, the document added.

Experimentation on living embryos is not morally allowable unless it is ''directly therapeutic," the document said.

"No objective, even though noble in itself, such as a foreseeable advantage to science, to other human beings or to society, can in any way justify experimentation on living human embryos or fetuses, whether viable or not, either inside or outside the mother's womb."

The Vatican also rejected the freezing of embryos, even when carried out to preserve life, as "an offense against the respect due to human beings."

"The practice of keeping alive human embryos . . . for experimental or commercial purposes is totally opposed to human dignity," the Vatican instruction said.

The document also condemned "all commercial trafficking" in dead fetuses and declared that it is "immoral to produce human embryos destined to be exploited as disposable 'biological material.' "

Test-tube fertilization usually violates that standard because "not all of the embryos are transferred to the woman's body; some are destroyed," the Vatican said.

But even if no embryos were destroyed, "fertilization of a married woman with the sperm of a donor different from her husband and fertilization with the husband's sperm of an ovum not coming from his wife are morally illicit" because they violate the sanctity of marriage, according to the document.
Use of a third party, to donate either sperm or embryo, also violates the unity of marriage, the document said. It deprives the child of "his filial relationship with his parental origins and can hinder the maturing of his personal identity."

The document declares that "the artificial fertilization of a woman who is unmarried or a widow, whoever the donor may be, cannot be morally justified."

The document condemns surrogate motherhood as "an objective failure to meet the obligations of maternal love, of conjugal fidelity and of responsible motherhood."

Surrogate motherhood also violates the child's right to be conceived and brought up "by his own parents," the Vatican declared.

It also condemned efforts to produce human-animal hybrids, the gestation of human embryos in an animal or artificial uterus, and efforts to produce human beings through methods such as cloning.

Government has an obligation to deal with issues raised by new biomedical technology, according to the Vatican document.

"Recourse to the conscience of each individual and to the self-regulation of researchers cannot be sufficient for ensuring respect for personal rights and public order," it said.

"The law cannot tolerate - indeed it must expressly forbid - that human beings, even at the embryonic stage, should be treated as objects of experimentation, be mutilated or destroyed with the excuse that they are superfluous or incapable of developing normally," the Vatican said.

Banking on God Alone: Why I Won't Be Freezing My Eggs
http://www.christianitytoday.com/women/2012/may/banking-on-god-alone-why-i-wont-be-freezing-my-eggs.html
By Anna Broadway, May 24, 2012

For most of my life, any reference to "barren women" has conjured the biblical figures of Sarah, Rachel and Hannah—women who were married but infertile, until God graciously intervened. But as more fertile years have passed without a husband, I've started to think that single childlessness is a kind of barrenness, too.
Making a family at the sperm bank is an increasingly common response to that. And even women who presumably hope to raise children with the biological father are starting to bank their own eggs for future use, The New York Times recently reported—increasingly, with the financial help of would-be grandparents.

The Times story interviewed women from five different families, but it cites fertility clinic reports of a larger trend whereby parents accompany daughters who choose to bank some of their eggs. One doctor said the majority of his patients freezing eggs in the last two years had parents foot some if not all of the bill.

In related commentary on the NYT Motherlode blog, however, a 58-year-old writer and mother of two childless adult daughters argued that it was almost "too late" for the women in the story to be banking their eggs. (Of those who shared their ages, the youngest was 36.) Ideally, she said, parents would have the egg conversation "when the daughters are in their 20s, when egg freezing is most likely to make a difference." But as her own daughter notes, "To go through egg freezing as a 20-something is to admit an early defeat; to stake serious money and hormonal imbalances on the likelihood that the marital timetable may not go according to plan."

Whatever the ideal age to bank is, I will not be one of those egg-banking 30-somethings, though I'm barely a year away from what was once described to me as a geriatric pregnancy—age 35. (Friends recently assured me the correct term is "advanced maternal age.")

It's not for lack of interest in motherhood. In one photo capturing a childhood dress-up session, I'm garbed as a very pregnant mother who's burping a doll above her bulging pillow belly. Aside from someday writing a novel, motherhood was about the only adult ambition I had as a child.

But childhood was also the last time I thought seriously about changes to my appearance, in prayers asking God for curly blond hair and blue eyes. Adulthood has brought the ability to make changes to both my coloring and barrenness, but it has also brought a commitment to accepting what God appoints for me, from hazel eyes to the present singleness.

That doesn't mean I shun gatherings where I might meet single men or refuse things like dental correction. But there's a difference between wisely developing the raw materials God gives us, and trying to provide for perceived needs he isn't satisfying in the way or timing we think he should.
What do I mean by that? Development carries on God's work of creation by transforming raw materials and skills into food, gardens, buildings, and so on. I can't think of a single biblical instance where God condemned his people for such works, except when they were devoted to worshiping another god, or were carried out in violation of God's commands about caring for widows and the poor and observing Sabbath rest.

However, there are many cases of people disciplined for trying to provide for themselves—whether it was the treaties Israelite kings made with their neighbors or hoarding the prior day's manna despite God's command to not save it. As Larry Crabb describes it in his classic work Inside Out, these are all instances of digging broken wells. And each one stems from a sinful distrust of God's provision.

Distrust can seem somewhat benign on the grand spectrum of sinful behaviors. After all, isn't a little doubt of an unseen and generally inaudible God understandable? But that very questioning of God's wisdom and goodness is at the heart of the Fall itself: Was God really good to set one tree off limits? Did he really understand Adam and Eve's needs and desires?

A few years ago, an interviewer asked me a similar question about my decision to trust God with my body: What if marriage never came? I'd been asked similar questions before, but that day I sensed a sinister insinuation about his character behind it, and it roused a loyalty that surprised even me. "I know that God loves me," I shot back, more in answer to the accuser than the woman.
And it was not the rote, trite party line it might sound like. Over these many long years as a single woman, an unexpected loyalty to God has taken root in me, in response to deed after deed of divine faithfulness and kindness.

The adult life I long envisioned didn't have a lot of room for God, truth be told. As I imagined it, all my needs would be met almost as soon as I thought of them, primarily by the people right around me. Life in that view was like being moved by a symphony comprising so many players and parts that no individual's role in touching you could be distinguished from that of another musician. I wanted to live life smack-dab in the midst of that glorious cacophony.

What I've frequently gotten instead, however, is hunger, nakedness, and silence. Yet in that place of seeming emptiness, I keep hearing a solo violin or oboe whose song is so powerful as to draw harmonies and counterpoint around itself from the surrounding rocks and caves. As I listen, I'm surprised to find myself fed, clothed, warmed, and even singing along till the sound ricochets up to the very top of the canyon walls. It turns out the melody is richer and more distinct in barren places and wide-open spaces.
I gravitate to the densely packed bustle of concerts, cities, family life. But if God could show me so much through the spaciousness of singleness, what good plans might he yet have in store for a presently empty womb?

I am loved. And when I remember that, I can trust the lover of my soul with both my desire for children and the decision of what good gifts to give me. From him my eggs came. And to him I am entrusting them.

Anna Broadway is a writer and web editor living in the San Francisco Bay area. She is the author of Sexless in the City: A Memoir of Reluctant Chastity and a regular contributor to Her.meneutics.

Marchers "Giving Visibility" to Life's Dignity - Cardinal Rigali Exhorts Protesters to Patience and Generosity
http://www.zenit.org/en/articles/marchers-giving-visibility-to-life-s-dignity EXTRACT
Washington, D.C., January 22, 2008

Cardinal Justin Rigali, chairman of the U.S bishops' conference committee on pro-life activities, added: "If God can use a helpless embryo to change a human heart, he can certainly use us with all our limitations and weaknesses." 
"Dear friends," the cardinal affirmed, "by seeking holiness and using the gifts God has given you to accomplish his will in your life, you are contributing mightily to that Kingdom we all long for, where there will be no more crying or pain or death. Certainly no abortion. No euthanasia. No assisted suicide. No deep-freezing of embryos as though they were merchandise. And no destruction of human life in the name of science."

Pope Urges Doctrinal Congregation to Focus on Bioethics Notes 2 Principles for Moral Choices

http://www.zenit.org/en/articles/pope-urges-doctrinal-congregation-to-focus-on-bioethics EXTRACT
Vatican City, January 31, 2008 
Pope Benedict XVI highlighted new problems associated with such questions, such as the freezing of human embryos, pre-implantation diagnosis, stem cell research and attempts at human cloning.
All these, he said, "clearly show how, with artificial insemination outside the body, the barrier protecting human dignity has been broken. When human beings in the weakest and most defenseless stage of their existence are selected, abandoned, killed or used as pure 'biological matter,' how can it be denied that they are no longer being treated as 'someone' but as 'something,' thus placing the very concept of human dignity in doubt."
Life-Giving Love in an Age of Technology

http://www.usccb.org/upload/lifegiving-love-age-technology-2009.pdf EXTRACT
United States Conference of Catholic Bishops, November 17, 2009
The terrible plight of abandoned frozen embryos underscores the need for our society to end practices such as IVF (in vitro fertilization) that regularly produce so many “spare” or unwanted human beings.
What about freezing and banking stem cells?
Stem Cell Research and Human Cloning
http://wwwmigrate.usccb.org/issues-and-action/human-life-and-dignity/stem-cell-research/upload/Stem-Cell-Research-and-Human-Cloning-Questions-and-Answers.pdf EXTRACT
United States Conference of Catholic Bishops, June 2008

Can stem cells be stored in a bank? 
Yes, like donated blood or bone marrow, they can be frozen and banked. In 2003, for example, Congress approved funds to help create a nationwide umbilical cord blood stem cell bank, in light of the many clinical benefits being discovered from these cells now usually discarded after live births. Many of the embryonic stem cell samples eligible for federally funded research under the current policy also remain frozen in banks, to be thawed and turned into stem cell lines when needed. 
What about freezing and banking sperm?
The February 22, 1987, document Donum Vitae rejects the use of both embryo as well as sperm banks.
Dignitas Personae* on Freezing Oocytes and Genetic Selection: A Commentary on Dignitas Personae, Part Two, nn 20-22

http://www.ncbcenter.org/page.aspx?pid=1313 
By Father Alfred Cioffi, STD, Ph.D., NCBC Senior Fellow
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*See http://ephesians-511.net/docs/DIGNITAS_PERSONAE-ON_CERTAIN_BIOETHICAL_QUESTIONS.doc Sep. 8, 2008
Dignitas Personae (DP), in paragraphs 20, 21 and 22, discusses the freezing of oocytes, the reduction of embryos, and preimplantation diagnosis. Though none of these procedures is new, all of them have been the subject of ongoing concern by the Vatican.

Freezing Oocytes
Sperm banks have been freezing and thawing sperm (cryopreservation) for over 40 years. Freezing and thawing eggs (oocytes or ova), however, has been much more difficult, mostly due to their much higher water content ―which tends to expand and contract during the process, thus destroying the cell. But, in the early 2000s, scientists began reporting success in cryo-preserving human eggs, to the point that there are now also egg banks.

Theoretically, freezing human eggs is not intrinsically evil, since one can conceive of some clinical settings in which a woman might benefit from such technique (say, for example, to evaluate some aspect of her fertility that is otherwise impossible to ascertain). That is why, in making its moral evaluation, DP focuses on the intention for freezing a human egg. If the purpose is for in vitro fertilization (IVF), then the procedure is morally tainted. In the words of DP, “In this regard it needs to be stated that cryopreservation of oocytes for the purpose of being used in artificial procreation is to be considered morally unacceptable.” (No. 20, emphasis in the original)

In addition, there are serious risks involved to the woman seeking to freeze her eggs: ovarian hyper-stimulation and egg retrieval are dangerous―and at times even fatal. They can only be justified for extremely grave reasons. There is also the danger that women will be exploited for their eggs through financial incentives.

The Reduction of Embryos
In a normal IVF procedure, typically three to four embryos (blastocysts) are inserted into the woman’s uterus; on average, only one implants. The other two or three are discarded by her body. There are times, however, when two, three, four or even more of the embryos implant. As the woman or couple only wanted one child, they are offered the choice to terminate the “excess” embryos. In order to make an informed choice, the embryos or fetuses in her womb are tested for genetic defects and for gender. She can then select to abort the ones that might be carrying some genetic defect or are the the ‘wrong’ gender.

To intentionally kill a human being ―no matter how early in development―is a grave moral evil. When this is done on the basis of the intentional selection of inheritable traits, this is called eugenics, and has serious consequences for all of society. In the words of DP, “From the ethical point of view, embryo reduction is an intentional selective abortion. It is in fact the deliberate and direct elimination of one or more innocent human beings in the initial phase of their existence and as such it always constitutes a grave moral disorder.” (DP No. 21, emphasis in the original)

Preimplantation Diagnosis (PID)
PID is a type of prenatal diagnosis involving the three-to-four-day-old embryo (at the morula stage) before implantation (thus, PID is associated with IVF). Typically at the 8-cell stage, while the embryo is still growing in a Petri dish in a lab incubator, a single cell is plucked out and sent for genetic testing (karyotyping) and gender determination. The results can be used to choose for or against implanting that particular embryo.

This too is a form of eugenics. In addition, there are further grave considerations for condemning PID: First, since all of the cells (blastomeres) of the morula are totipotential (that is, that each cell has the capacity to develop into a whole new embryo), extracting a blastomere from a human morula could in fact be creating a new human being, who will then be destroyed during the genetic analysis: another procured abortion.

Second, there is no solid evidence yet that extracting a blastomere from a human morula or blastocyst does not cause significant damage to the early embryo. And, to find out with certainty would require even more human embryo experimentation ―which would be a gross violation of human rights.

Third, PID genetic testing is not a very accurate science, leading to the real possibility that many ‘normal’ embryos will be killed due to false positive results (that is, that they indicate anomalies where there are none). Also, lethal selection based on gender is a grave intrinsic evil which should be self-evidently abominable.

In the words of DP, “Preimplantation diagnosis ―connected as it is with artificial fertilization, which is itself always intrinsically illicit― is directed toward the qualitative selection and consequent destruction of embryos, which constitutes an act of abortion.” (DP, No. 22, emphasis in the original)

All three procedures ―egg freezing, embryo reduction, and preimplantation diagnosis― are closely associated with IVF, which has drastically negative consequences for human embryos, the parents who choose this method, the medical profession, and society at large. Hence ―especially for people of influence, and all peoples of good will―it is imperative to speak up against the IVF industry and its associated technologies, which is leading the contemporary developed world into eugenics. What makes the nefariousness of this eugenics even more urgently condemnable is the fact that IVF gives the appearance of being pro-life, but is not.

What's catholic teaching on cryogenic sperm banking for fertility purposes?

http://forums.catholic.com/showthread.php?t=842100 EXTRACT
December 3, 2013

Q: I'm catholic in my early 20s and was recently diagnosed with leukemia. My doctor told me with my treatments there is roughly a 50% chance of becoming infertile and recommended that I look into sperm banking although it is completely up to me. Is it morally acceptable for me to bank my sperm since I will be undergoing chemotherapy that has the potential to make me infertile? It would obviously never be donated to anyone else and only be used inside of marriage. I know catholic teaching is against in vitro-fertilization and I would never consider this option. I am unable to find any unanimous catholic consensus on this issue and am very concerned.
A: Well, what do you think they do with sperm that has been "banked"? They use it in in-vitro, homologous or heterologous artificial insemination, or other artificial conception technologies, all against Church teaching. There is no purpose in "banking" sperm if you already know you cannot use it in artificial conception attempts.
Guidelines for Catholics on the Evaluation and Treatment of Infertility
http://www.catholicinfertility.org/guidelines.html 
"On the part of the spouses, the desire for a child is natural: it expresses the vocation to fatherhood and motherhood inscribed in conjugal love. This desire can be even stronger if the couple is affected by sterility which appears incurable. Nevertheless, marriage does not confer upon the spouses the right to have a child, but only the right to perform those natural acts which are per se ordered to procreation. A true and proper right to a child would be contrary to the child's dignity and nature. The child is not an object to which one has a right, nor can he be considered as an object of ownership: rather, a child is a gift, "the supreme gift" and the most gratuitous gift of marriage, and is a living testimony of the mutual giving of his parents. For this reason, the child has the right, as already mentioned, to be the fruit of the specific act of the conjugal love of his parents; and he also has the right to be respected as a person from the moment of his conception." - Donum Vitae


"How do I know when a reproductive technology is morally right?"

(Any procedure which assists marital intercourse in reaching its procreative potential is moral.

(Any procedure which substitutes or suppresses a need for marital intercourse is immoral.


Reproductive Technologies in Disagreement with Catholic Teachings:

1. Obtaining a semen sample by means of masturbation

2. Artificial insemination using sperm from a donor (AID) or even the husband (AIH) if obtained by masturbation

3. In-vitro fertilization (IVF), zygote intra-fallopian transfer (ZIFT), and intracytoplasmic sperm injection (ICSI), ovum donation, "surrogate" uterus

*excerpts from the Catechism of the Catholic Church explaining why these are immoral
**Articles further explaining the problems with in vitro fertilization and artificial fertilization 


Reproductive Technologies in Agreement with Catholic Teachings:

1. Observation of the naturally occurring sign(s) of fertility (Natural Family Planning). Time intercourse on the days of presumed (potential) fertility for at least six months before proceeding to medical interventions.

2. General medical evaluation of both spouses for infertility.

3. Post-coital test to assess sperm count and viability. These tests are undertaken after normal intercourse.

4. Appropriate evaluation and treatment of male factor deficiency. Seminal fluid samples can be obtained from a non-lubricated, perforated condom after normal intercourse.

5. Assessment of uterine and tubal structural competence by imaging techniques (e.g., ultrasound, hysterosalpingogram, etc.).

6. Appropriate medical treatment of ovulatory and hormonal dysfunction.

7. Appropriate (usually surgical) correction of organic problems underlying male or female infertility.

Resources:

(Dignitatis Personae, Instruction on Bioethics, William Cardinal Levada as Prefect of the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith 

(Donum Vitae (The Gift of Life), Instruction on Respect for Human Life in its Origin and on the Dignity of Procreation: Replies to Certain Questions of the Day, Joseph Cardinal Ratzinger as Prefect of the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith 

(Catechism of the Catholic Church


Various information in chronological order
Begotten Not Made: A Catholic View of Reproductive Technology

http://www.usccb.org/issues-and-action/human-life-and-dignity/reproductive-technology/begotten-not-made-a-catholic-view-of-reproductive-technology.cfm EXTRACT
By John M. Haas, Ph. D., STL, 1998  
Infertility is a growing problem in the United States. And in true American fashion, there has been a corresponding growth in a "reproductive technologies industry" to provide a solution.
It is quite legitimate, indeed praiseworthy, to try to find ways to overcome infertility. The problem causes great pain and anguish for many married couples. Since children are a wonderful gift of marriage, it is a good thing to try to overcome the obstacles which prevent children from being conceived and born.

Scripture is filled with accounts of women who suffered from infertility. The sorrow they felt at not being able to have a child could not be diminished even by a husband's love. In the Old Testament Elkanah says to his wife who was unable to conceive, "Hannah, why do you weep? And why do you not eat? And why is your heart so sad? Am I not more to you than ten sons?" Of course Elkanah's wife loved him, but she wanted to bear their child. Such stories in the Bible are told to show the power of God; most end happily as the women become pregnant even in their old age. There is Sarah, the wife of Abraham and the mother of Isaac; Hannah, wife of Elkanah, who becomes the mother of the prophet Samuel; and Elizabeth, the mother of John the Baptist.

But the Bible tells us there are limits to acceptable methods for conceiving a child. Recall the story of Noah's unmarried daughters who tried to get their father drunk so that they might have children by him! Obviously not any means can be used to achieve pregnancy.

In our day many techniques and therapies have been developed to overcome infertility. In the United States an entire "industry" has emerged with little or no governmental or professional regulations to protect the interests of the men, women or children who become involved. Women receive fertility drugs which can result in their conceiving four, five or six children at once, risking their own health and the health of their children. Some have several eggs fertilized in vitro (in a glass dish) without realizing that this may lead to the destruction of these embryos or their being frozen for later experimental use.

The many techniques now used to overcome infertility also have profound moral implications, and couples should be aware of these before making decisions about their use. Each technique should be assessed to see if it is truly moral, that is, whether or not it promotes human good and human flourishing. All these technologies touch in some way on innocent human life.
Church Teaching
In 1987 the Sacred Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith issued a document known as Donum Vitae ("The Gift of Life"), which addressed the morality of many modern fertility procedures. The document did not judge the use of technology to overcome infertility as wrong in itself. It concluded that some methods are moral, while others—because they do violence to the dignity of the human person and the institution of marriage—are immoral. Donum Vitae reaffirmed an obligation to protect all human life when married couples use various technologies to try to have children. Without questioning the motives of those using these techniques, Donum Vitae pointed out that people can do harm to themselves and others even as they try to do what is good, that is, overcome infertility. The fundamental principle which the Church used to assess the morality of various means of overcoming infertility was a rather simple one, even if its application is sometimes difficult.

Donum Vitae teaches that if a given medical intervention helps or assists the marriage act to achieve pregnancy, it may be considered moral; if the intervention replaces the marriage act in order to engender life, it is not moral.


In Vitro Fertilization
One reproductive technology which the Church has clearly and unequivocally judged to be immoral is in vitro fertilization or IVF. Unfortunately, most Catholics are not aware of the Church's teaching, do not know that IVF is immoral, and some have used it in attempting to have children. If a couple is unaware that the procedure is immoral, they are not subjectively guilty of sin. Children conceived through this procedure are children of God and are loved by their parents, as they should be. Like all children, regardless of the circumstances of their conception and birth, they should be loved, cherished and cared for.

The immorality of conceiving children through IVF can be difficult to understand and accept because the man and woman involved are usually married and trying to overcome a "medical" problem (infertility) in their marriage. Yet the procedure does violence to human dignity and to the marriage act and should be avoided. But why, exactly, is IVF immoral?
In vitro fertilization brings about new life in a petri dish. Children engendered through IVF are sometimes known as "test tube babies." Several eggs are aspirated from the woman's ovary after she has taken a fertility drug which causes a number of eggs to mature at the same time. Semen is collected from the man, usually through masturbation. The egg and sperm are ultimately joined in a glass dish, where conception takes place and the new life is allowed to develop for several days. In the simplest case, embryos are then transferred to the mother's womb in the hope that one will survive to term.

Obviously, IVF eliminates the marriage act as the means of achieving pregnancy, instead of helping it achieve this natural end. The new life is not engendered through an act of love between husband and wife, but by a laboratory procedure performed by doctors or technicians. Husband and wife are merely sources for the "raw materials" of egg and sperm, which are later manipulated by a technician to cause the sperm to fertilize the egg. Not infrequently, "donor" eggs or sperm are used. This means that the genetic father or mother of the child could well be someone from outside the marriage. This can create a confusing situation for the child later, when he or she learns that one parent raising him or her is not actually the biological parent.

In fact, the identity of the "donor," whether of egg or sperm, may never be known, depriving the child of an awareness of his or her own lineage. This can mean a lack of knowledge of health problems or dispositions toward health problems which could be inherited. It could lead to half brothers and sisters marrying one another, because neither knew that the sperm which engendered their lives came from the same "donor."

But even if the egg and sperm come from husband and wife, serious moral problems arise. Invariably several embryos are brought into existence; only those which show the greatest promise of growing to term are implanted in the womb. The others are simply discarded or used for experiments. This is a terrible offense against human life. While a little baby may ultimately be born because of this procedure, other lives are usually snuffed out in the process.

IVF is also expensive, costing at least $10,000 per attempt. Over 90% of the embryos created perish at some point in the process. In a desire to hold down costs and enhance the odds of success, doctors sometimes implant five or more embryos in the mother's womb. This may result in more babies than a couple wants. In Canada, one woman gave birth to five children engendered by IVF. She had wanted only one, so she sued her doctor for "wrongful life," demanding that he pay for the cost of raising the four children she did not want.

To avoid the problems of carrying and rearing "too many" babies after several have been implanted, doctors sometimes engage in something euphemistically called "fetal reduction" or "selective reduction." Here they monitor the babies in utero to see if any have defects or are judged to be not as healthy as the others. Then they eliminate those "less desirable" babies by filling a syringe with potassium chloride, maneuvering the needle toward the "selected" baby in the womb with the aid of ultrasound, and then thrusting the needle into the baby's heart. The potassium chloride kills the baby within minutes, and he or she is expelled as a "miscarriage." If it cannot be determined that one baby is less healthy than the others, some doctors simply eliminate the baby or babies who are easiest to reach. Again we see the unspeakable diminishing of the value of human life which can arise from this procedure.

Not everyone who has had a child through IVF has used donor eggs or sperm, collected the sperm through masturbation, or killed "extra" unwanted babies in the course of the pregnancy. Yet there is still a moral problem with the procedure itself. Why?


Why IVF is wrong
Human beings bear the image and likeness of God. They are to be reverenced as sacred. Never are they to be used as a means to an end, not even to satisfy the deepest wishes of an infertile couple. Husbands and wives "make love," they do not "make babies." They give expression to their love for one another, and a child may or may not be engendered by that act of love. The marital act is not a manufacturing process, and children are not products. Like the Son of God himself, we are the kind of beings who are "begotten, not made" and, therefore, of equal status and dignity with our parents.

In IVF, children are engendered through a technical process, subjected to "quality control," and eliminated if found "defective." In their very coming into being, these children are thoroughly subjected to the arbitrary choices of those bringing them into being. In the words of Donum Vitae: "The connection between in vitro fertilization and the voluntary destruction of human embryos occurs too often. This is significant: through these procedures, with apparently contrary purposes, life and death are subjected to the decision of man, who thus sets himself up as the giver of life and death by decree." The document speaks of "the right of every person to be conceived and to be born within marriage and from marriage." To be within and from marriage, conception should occur from the marriage act which by its nature is ordered toward loving openness to life, not from the manipulations of technicians.

The dehumanizing aspects of some of these procedures is evident in the very language associated with them. There is the "reproductive technology industry." Children are called the "products" of conception. Inherent in IVF is the treatment of children, in their very coming into being, as less than human beings.

[…] The Church has great compassion for those who suffer from infertility. Out of love for all human life and respect for the integrity of marital relations, however, the Church teaches that some means of trying to achieve pregnancy are not licit. Some of these means actually involve the taking of innocent human life, or treating human life as a means toward an end or a "manufactured product." They do violence to the dignity of the human person.

In America we have a tendency to think that we can solve all problems with the right "technology." But children are not engendered by technology or produced by an industry. Children should arise from an act of love between a husband and wife, in cooperation with God. No human being can "create" the image of God. That is why we say that human beings "procreate" with God. Engendering children is a cooperative act among husband, wife, and God himself. Children, in the final analysis, should be begotten not made.

Genetic Enhancement: Custom Kids and Chimeras
http://www.usccb.org/about/pro-life-activities/respect-life-program/upload/05-rlp-pamphlet-Coors-Genetic-Enhancement.pdf 

By Marilyn E. Coors, Ph.D., 2005 EXTRACT
There is a second way to produce custom children that, according to Catholic teaching, also uses an immoral process. Scientists can produce multiple embryos in the laboratory by in vitro fertilization (IVF), then analyze their genetic makeup by preimplantation genetic diagnosis (PGD). Science is far from conclusively linking gene(s) to complex human traits like intelligence, but some genetic disorders, like cystic fibrosis (CF) are caused by a mutation in one gene that can be identified in the embryo. The technician tests the embryos for the CF gene, discards those carrying the mutated gene, and implants one or two of those that are free of the mutation in the mother’s womb. If there are additional embryos without the mutation, they are frozen for later use. This process does not always result in a pregnancy, but when it does, it is nearly 100% certain that the parents will give birth to a child free of CF. But this process is intrinsically immoral, because it involves the creation and destruction of human lives, replaces the conjugal act and involves third-party intervention in conception.
Lives in Limbo - Debate over Future of Frozen Embryos 

http://www.zenit.org/en/articles/lives-in-limbo--2 
Rome, November 26, 2005 

Italy's National Bioethics Committee has come out in favor of permitting the adoption of frozen embryos. The committee, an advisory body to the national government, made the recommendation to fill a gap in the law on this subject, the newspaper La Repubblica reported Nov. 19. 
A law approved in February 2004 prohibited the destruction of "surplus" embryos remaining after a woman undergoes in vitro fertilization (IVF) treatment. But nothing was established about what to do with the frozen embryos, now numbering around 30,000. The committee voted in favor of allowing married couples, de facto couples and single persons to adopt the embryos. The law needs to be amended by Parliament for the committee's recommendation to become effective. Until now, around 250 couples who owned frozen embryos have signed a declaration formally abandoning them, thus opening up the way for an eventual adoption. Carlo Flamigni, an expert on IVF interviewed by La Repubblica, warned that there is only about a 10% probability that a frozen embryo can be thawed out, implanted and result in a successful pregnancy. 
Cardinal Francesco Pompedda, retired prefect of the Apostolic Signature, the Church's supreme court, told the newspaper that it is morally acceptable to adopt frozen embryos, in order to save a human life that would otherwise be destroyed. 
He added, however, that donating the embryo to be used by another couple comes very close to using IVF for conceiving children through the help of someone outside the married couple, a practice not allowed by the Church. While the Catholic Church opposes IVF, it has so far made no official declaration on the morality of adopting frozen embryos. In a May 31 article the Washington Post noted that Catholic moralists are divided on the question. According to the article, as of May 2003 there were about 400,000 frozen embryos in U.S. clinics. Of these, 88% were reserved for the future use of couples, 3% were marked out for medical research, and only 2% were available for donation to other couples. 


Snowflakes 

One of the few organizations active in organizing embryo adoptions is Nightlight Christian Adoptions, through its Snowflakes program. The Washington Post cited Lori Maze, director of the program, who said that since it began, in 1998, it has found embryo donors for 145 adoptive families, and that 59 of them have given birth to a total of 81 children. 
An article published June 4 by the Baltimore Sun newspaper on embryo adoption commented on some of the moral questions involved. One of those interviewed by the paper was Douglas Johnson, executive director of the National Right to Life Committee. Regarding the question of “surplus” embryos, he pointed out that before starting an IVF course of treatment, couples should decide not to create more embryos than they will use. But, if there are any they do not want, then these should be donated for adoption. Another article on the Snowflakes program, published June 2 in the New York Times, added that only about half the embryos survive the thawing process. Of these, only around 35% result in a baby. Couples adopting or donating Snowflakes embryos are mostly Christian. And adopting couples must agree not to abort any embryos. In May the Food and Drug Administration issued guidelines that it said would "enhance the availability of embryos for donation," noted the Times article. The changes involve exempting embryos from medical screenings required of donated tissues. A large number of frozen embryos could not have met the screening requirements, since many couples are not tested for communicable diseases beforehand. The New York Times returned to the theme on June 12 with an article noting that relatively few couples ultimately decide to donate their embryos to another couple. Susan Klock, associate professor of obstetrics, gynecology and psychiatry at Northwestern University's medical school, said that many couples are willing to donate when they start treatment. But a few years down the line, 9 out of 11 couples who had said they would donate to another couple were no longer willing to do so, Klock said. Other countries are also starting to allow embryo adoption. In Spain, a Barcelona-based program had, two months after starting, led to pregnancies for 14 women, the newspaper ABC reported March 1. 


Lives on ice 

The existence of large numbers of frozen embryos is creating problems. At one clinic, around 1,100 clients have stopped paying the annual $300 fee required to continue conserving their frozen progeny, the Boston Globe reported May 18. 
The clinic is reluctant to destroy the embryos, fearing subsequent lawsuits. "This is happening at cryobanks and IVF centers all over the country," said Pamela Madsen, executive director of the American Fertility Council. Most couples, she explained, don't make plans about what to do with "leftover" embryos after they have children, and some decide to keep them indefinitely in case their kids die young. Frozen embryos are "'human beings," commented Marie Sturgis, executive director of Massachusetts Citizens for Life to the Boston Globe. She also praised the recently adopted law in Italy under which it is permitted to create only those embryos that will be implanted into a mother's womb. Not all clinics refrain from destroying frozen embryos, however. In the Australian state of Victoria at least 6,642 embryos have been discarded, according to a Sept. 26 report in the Melbourne-based Age newspaper. Under state legislation that came into effect in 1998, storage of frozen embryos is not allowed beyond five years. Previously, embryos created in IVF clinics could be stored indefinitely. According to the newspaper, only 5% of couples choose to donate their embryos to couples who have been unsuccessful in creating an embryo through IVF. Some of the embryos beyond the time limit are used for research. One clinic reported using about 200 of the 2,520 discarded embryos for research. Keeping embryos frozen for future use can, in fact, lead to strange situations, as the San Francisco Chronicle reported on July 5. The newspaper portrayed the case of Debbie Beasley, a 45-year-old registered nurse, who now has a 20-year-old daughter in college, 13-year-old twins, and a 5-month-old daughter. The most recent addition to the family spent the last 13 years frozen in liquid nitrogen. That is longer than any other documented case where a frozen embryo has resulted in a healthy baby, according to Beasley's fertility doctors. After undergoing IVF treatment Beasley became pregnant with triplets. One was lost during her pregnancy, and the twins were born in 1992. Some years later they found out that the doctor at the clinic had taken eggs and embryos from patients without telling them. Some of their embryos had been sent to a university for experiments, but the Beasleys were able to retrieve eight embryos. In the summer of 1996, she made a first attempt to implant some of the embryos, but nearly died due to an allergic reaction to one of the drugs used in the process, Years later she tried again, resulting in the young daughter. The article commented that the story illustrates some of the perils facing IVF patients: risks to a woman’s health; increased chances of a multiple pregnancy; and questions about what to do with frozen embryos. Questions that often remain unresolved. 

[Cardinal] Carlo Maria Martini’s “Day After” 

http://chiesa.espresso.repubblica.it/articolo/53021?eng=y EXTRACT
By Sandro Magister, Rome, April 28, 2006
On more than one occasion, Cardinal Carlo Maria Martini refers to “gray areas” – for example, that relating to the destiny of frozen extra embryos – that prevent one from making clear-cut judgments and decisions, and he calls upon the Church to form consciences for “the discernment of the best choice in every situation.”

[…] Such a practice would not remain circumscribed to “the solution that permits a life to flourish,” because justice would be lacking twice over: on the one hand, in regard to the embryos that would still be produced unscrupulously in excessive numbers and for any end whatsoever, and frozen with the pretext that in any case a womb can always be found to implant them in; and on the other, in regard to the embryos brought to maturation by virtue of a lottery that assigns them intentionally to single-parent “families,” against all prudence and the right of the unborn child. All of this contributes to processes of extreme gravity that are underway: from social habituation to atypical parenthood, to systematically engineered generational and demographic disorder, to the reinforcement of nihilistic ideologies that express themselves on the pretense of unlimited subjective rights on the ultimate anthropological terrain. 
The fate of the embryos preserved in the laboratories is a serious problem. But the solution cannot be that of the charitable “give them to those who need them,” to doctors and biologists, as if this were a relationship between surplus and poverty, without regard for the consequences. In the matter of entrusting embryos to single women, Cardinal Martini seems less cautious than his interlocutor. He maintains that the problems of the differing kinds of parents following heterologous fertilization with sperm or egg from outside of the couple are analogous to those of adoption, and can be overcome. He adds that he prefers the donation of these embryos to a single woman rather than their destruction. Fortunately, he rejects firmly and clearly the idea of using embryos for research.

[…]The most delicate passage of the interview may be the one that relates to the cardinal’s acceptance of the freezing of the so-called ‘pre-embryo’, or – as Marino explains – “the oocyte at its stage of two pronuclei, the moment when the two chromosome pairs are still separate, and a new DNA chain has not yet been formed.” Those who do not have specialized training but are familiar with the literature on the subject know that the phase of fertilization, which sees the presence and the reciprocal attraction of the two pronuclei, is already preceded by chemical transformations that render it unique and irreversible, and it is already completely finalized as an embryo, in a unified and directed “continuum.” From this, pro-life critical reflection gathers the highly problematic nature, if not the implausibility, of considering this phase as extraneous to the individual being formed. 
The problem that arises from this surprisingly eludes the cardinal. Even if one maintained that it were plausible to freeze the pair of male and female pronuclei, the only advantage would seem to be that of being able to destroy it later without moral obstacles, in case it were not used in the course of treatment for infertility. Any other purpose would require it to be brought completely to its development as an embryo: and at that moment, every moral problem would come back again unaltered. It remains in any case the interruption of a process that, in itself, is ordered to an individual, to that single individual (the occurrence of homozygote twins does not prevent us from speaking of singularity and identity, in this stage or other stages). It seems that the illicit nature of this can be derived, at minimum, from a principle of caution, which should inform our active defense of the inviolability of the human being. 

“Seeing the world as it should be: contemporary bioethical dilemmas and Catholic social teaching,” 

Dialogue with Young Adults on Human Dignity conducted by the Archdiocesan offices for Justice and Peace, Marriage and Family, and Life, St Mary’s Cathedral College Sydney 

http://www.sydney.catholic.org.au/People/Bishops/Fisher/200663_495.shtml EXTRACT
By Most Rev. Anthony Fisher OP Auxiliary Bishop of Sydney, June 3, 2006
A third problem for the embryo industry has been its practice of excessive egg-collection, zygote-production and embryo-banking. There is more now considerable unease about this in many countries. What are we to do with the ‘frozen generation’ left in freezers and denied their parents? If it is to keep the embryo market expanding, the industry needs to find new rationales for the creation, exploitation and destruction of embryos, and find them fast.

So the current ploy is to encourage people to think of human embryos not as human lives but as human left-overs. ‘Turn them into therapies,’ the industry whispers seductively, ‘then you needn’t feel so bad about the frozen generation.’ Not that these embryos are going to be much use for therapies: for the reasons I have already suggested, ESCs are unlikely candidates for transfer to anyone. Well if the excess IVF embryos aren’t really going to be used for stem-cell therapies, what’s the hidden agenda? In the first place I think it is this: if people are sold on killing just a few excess embryos, it will be much easier to sell them down the track on manufacturing new, better designer embryos to use for cells, tissues, parts and many other uses.

Bioethics sans limits a concern for Church

http://www.zenit.org/en/articles/bioethics-sans-limits-a-concern-for-church 
Vatican City, June 15, 2006 

The Church opposes a concept of bioethics of a "scientific and materialist nature" that denies the existence of limits, says the president of the Pontifical Council for the Family.
In an interview Wednesday in the newspaper La Repubblica, Cardinal Alfonso López Trujillo explained the document published June 6* (see also http://zenit.org/articles/document-deals-with-family-and-procreation/) by the dicastery he heads. The document is entitled "Family and Human Procreation*." (See also http://www.dici.org/en/news/document-from-the-pontifical-council-for-the-family-family-and-human-procreation/)
"The impact arising from the text is positive," said the cardinal. "It is much discussed, not only in Italy. Not only were there criticisms, there were also expressions of support. "The text recalls that the family and fertilization are gifts of the Lord and not 'products' of science and technology. Without this truth there is the risk of degrading the doctrine of the Church, which holds that in procreation, all stems from the conjugal love between a man and a woman." Insofar as research is concerned, the cardinal recommended prudence, "especially in regard to embryos and the freezing of gametes*." "Scientific research is all right," he added, "but the necessary limits, which cannot be exceeded, must not be forgotten."

*A gamete (from Ancient Greek gamete from gamein "to marry") is a cell that fuses with another cell during fertilization (conception) in organisms that sexually reproduce. In species that produce two morphologically distinct types of gametes, and in which each individual produces only one type, a female is any individual that produces the larger type of gamete—called an ovum (or egg)—and a male produces the smaller tadpole-like type—called a sperm. 
*http://ephesians-511.net/docs/THE_FAMILY_AND_HUMAN_PROCREATION.doc 

Signed May 13, 2006

Pressuring Women to Freeze or Donate Their Ova - Fears of Exploitation by Biotechnology Mount
http://www.zenit.org/en/articles/pressuring-women-to-freeze-or-donate-their-ova--2 EXTRACT
London, September 16, 2006 

Women are under increasing pressure to freeze their ova or to donate them for research purposes. Recently a director of a fertility service in West Midlands, England, recommended that women freeze their eggs early so as to avoid problems when trying for a pregnancy in later years. Gillian Lockwood's comments came just prior to a speech she was due to make at a meeting of the British Fertility Society in Glasgow, the Scotsman newspaper reported Sept. 7.
"Women in their 30s who may want children in the future should be encouraged to consider freezing their eggs for future use," Lockwood said. While many women who currently freeze their ova do so for reasons related to medical problems such as cancer, Lockwood said she expected the number of "social egg-freezers" to increase. Women are also being asked to donate their ova for research. An English fertility center in the city of Newcastle was given permission by the government to pay women undergoing in vitro fertilization treatment to donate eggs for research using cloning, the BBC reported July 27.
The authorization, by the British Human Fertilization and Embryology Authority, is important because it marked the first time that payment can be given for IVF eggs used in research. Previously researchers were only allowed to ask women to donate the ova. The go-ahead will enable researchers to offer couples who need IVF, but cannot afford it, the possibility of having some of their costs offset in return for donating eggs for research.
The decision brought protests from Josephine Quintavalle, a co-founder of the Hands Off Our Ovaries group. "The primary concern should be what is in the woman's best interests," she contended. "That is to have the most minimally invasive treatment with the minimum use of drugs and the minimum harvesting of eggs."


Nations Begin to Debate Ethics of Sale and Donation of Human Ova 
EXTRACT
By Samantha Singson, New York, September 21, 2006, Friday Fax, Volume 9, Number 40 

We report today on the emerging problem of human egg donation and sale. The increasing call for embryo-destructive research, it is becoming clear there are not enough eggs frozen in IVF clinics and that eggs will have to be donated or sold for research. A left-right coalition is forming to put a stop to this kind of exploitation. -Austin Ruse 
The UN General Assembly passed a political declaration last year calling on Member States to avoid all forms of human cloning. The declaration was nonbinding and not unanimous but a number of nations are actively debating the issue of allowing the sale and use of the human ova for both reproductive and research purposes. Australia, the United Kingdom, Spain and several Eastern European countries are just some of the countries which are currently consulting on the matter. 
Increasingly, reports are surfacing that women are coming under pressure to have their eggs frozen for future IVF treatment or to donate them for research.

Fate of Frozen Embryos Worrying Swiss Bishops

http://www.zenit.org/en/articles/fate-of-frozen-embryos-worrying-swiss-bishops  
Zurich, Switzerland, January 9, 2007 

Swiss bishops are asking their federal government to account for the use and fate of frozen embryos. The bioethics commission of the Swiss episcopal conference reported gaps and omissions in the official statistics since 2001, and called on the federal office to provide the information lacking from 2001 to 2005. In a letter sent on Dec. 29 to Adelheid Burgi-Schmelz, director of the Federal Office of Statistics, Dr. Urs Kayser reported that there are "particularly grave" flaws in the census of these embryos conceived in vitro." "Transparency is lacking in the use of surplus embryos," stated Kayser in the letter, pointing out that this is against Swiss law.
The commission wants to know where the 100 embryos came from which were used for stem cell research. To date, these embryos do not appear in the country's statistics. 

Preaching Points on In Vitro Fertilization

http://www.ncbcenter.org/document.doc?id=8
By John M. Haas, Ph.D., S.T.L., The National Catholic Bioethics Center, Philadelphia, September 2007

Pastoral Concerns 

Catholic couples make use of IVF with great frequency. This is a highly immoral procedure that should be avoided. It often leads to couples having to make terrible choices about the disposition of their embryonic children after the conclusion of the procedure. There will be parishioners or family and friends of parishioners who will have had children through this procedure. There is the need to avoid appearing to condemn them while pointing out the grave moral problems with the procedure. 

Pastoral Suggestions 

• There is a very high incidence of infertility in our society. Acknowledge the suffering of infertile couples and the natural desire of married couples for children. 

• Infertility is not a new problem. Sarah, the wife of Abraham, could not conceive, nor could Elizabeth, the mother of John the Baptist. 

• The Bible tells us that not any way of having a child is in accord with God’s plan for our well-being. There are means of overcoming infertility that are acceptable to the Church. 

• In vitro fertilization, in which babies are brought into being in glass dishes, is probably the most common approach for overcoming infertility in our day. 

• There are grave problems with IVF, and Catholics should avoid ever using it. 

Catholics should also understand why it is wrong: 

First, it goes against God’s plan for the way children are to come into the world. Children are to be conceived exclusively through the physical expression of love between a husband and wife. In IVF, technicians, rather than the husband and wife, perform the actions that bring about life in a glass dish in a laboratory where the reproductive cells of the husband and wife are mixed together. 
Second, some embryos, some tiny human beings, are almost always killed through this procedure. Doctors choose only the healthy embryos to place in the womb. The “leftover” ones are either killed or are experimented upon. Some are frozen in liquid nitrogen for future implantation or experimentation. This is no way to treat human beings, even tiny embryonic ones. 
Third, it is common that more than one embryo is placed in the uterus with the hope that at least one will implant, come to term and be born. Often only one baby is desired and so the doctors will kill one or more of the other babies in the womb. Or, if they are not all healthy, he will kill the ones who are not developing well. Fourth, IVF treats children as though they were commodities to be produced for adult needs. 
IVF also leads to genetic engineering, “designer babies,” and the view that “leftover” embryos can serve as material for research scientists. 
• In vitro fertilization does harm to the marital union and to the couple themselves. It also leads to the death of embryonic human beings who, for whatever reason, are not desired after they have been engendered. 
• The children conceived through IVF are precious in the sight of God, as are all children. Even though the means by which they were conceived are immoral (as are some other means by which children are engendered, such as sexual activity outside of marriage), they are loved by God and should be loved and cherished by us as well. 
General Points 

Never speak of a “fertilized egg.” Alternatively, you should use the term which actually describes the reality. It is a human embryo or an embryonic human being. Be delicate in approaching the topic from the pulpit. Affirm the desire to have children and even the fact that infertile couples would seek out a procedure like IVF. There may be couples who have had a child by IVF. There certainly will be individuals who know someone who has had a child this way. Affirm the goodness of the individuals while decrying the procedure. The couple can be presented as simply not knowing any better, which is probably indeed the case. Sexual topics should be dealt with delicately because of the very nature of the topic. There is no need to go into too much detail about how the sex cells are obtained. That is certainly better done in an audience exclusively of adults who are interested in the topic or in a counseling situation. 

Church Calls for More Biomedical Scientists - Wants Benefits of Research to Reach the Poor
http://www.zenit.org/en/articles/church-calls-for-more-biomedical-scientists EXTRACT
Vatican City, December 12, 2008 

Far from discouraging scientific research, the Church is expressing its hope that many Christians dedicate themselves to biomedicine and that the results of such research can also be used to benefit the poor.
This is one of the affirmations in a Sept. 8 document released today by the Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith and titled "Dignitas Personae." 

http://ephesians-511.net/docs/DIGNITAS_PERSONAE-ON_CERTAIN_BIOETHICAL_QUESTIONS.doc
[…] It considers a "situation of injustice which in fact cannot be resolved": the thousands of frozen embryos who are "left over" from in vitro fertilization processes.
Citing Pope John Paul II, the document laments that "there seems to be no morally licit solution regarding the human destiny of the thousands and thousands of 'frozen' embryos which are and remain the subjects of essential rights and should therefore be protected by law as human persons."
CDF bioethics document "surprisingly liberal"

http://www.cathnews.com/article.aspx?aeid=10733                                            

December 15, 2008 

A technology magazine has described a new Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith instruction on bioethical issues, "Dignitas Personae", as "surprisingly liberal" on genetic engineering. 

The 32 page instruction, "Dignitas Personae" deals with bioethical issues including freezing of unfertilised eggs and embryos, and genetic testing of embryos…
Professor Maria Luisa Di Pietro, associate professor of Bioethics at the Sacred Heart University, Rome and President of the "Science and Life" Association noted that before examining the questions dealt with in the document, such as techniques of assisting fertility, in vitro fertilisation, the freezing of embryos and eggs, embryo reduction, and pre-implant diagnosis, "it is necessary to remember the three fundamental goods that govern each of the decisions", namely the dignity of each human being from conception to natural death, the unity of marriage, and the specifically human values of sexuality that "demand that the procreation of a human person be desired as the fruit of the conjugal act specific to the love between spouses."
Life-Giving Love in an Age of Technology

http://www.usccb.org/upload/lifegiving-love-age-technology-2009.pdf EXTRACT
United States Conference of Catholic Bishops, November 17, 2009
What about reproductive technology that does not involve such third parties? 

Some methods that attempt to provide a couple with a child do not introduce donors or “surrogates” into the couple’s relationship. However, they still use artificial insemination, most often using sperm that is immorally obtained. In an attempt to conceive a child, the husband’s sperm is transferred with a syringe into the wife’s uterus. Substituting this technological procedure for the couple’s loving sexual union as a way of bringing a new human being into existence is immoral. Often it is not the couple’s act at all, but an impersonal act performed by a technician. This procedure can be performed even if the husband is no longer alive, using frozen and stored sperm. The husband and wife may love each other very much and look forward to having a child to love, but in artificial insemination the acts by which the child is brought into being do not reflect this reality. Children have a right to be conceived by the act that expresses and embodies their parents’ self-giving love; morally responsible medicine can assist this act but should never substitute for it. 
Irish Supreme Court Rules Stored Embryos "Not Unborn": No Protection under Irish Pro-Life Constitution

http://christiannewsweb.com/GeneralChristianNews/irish-supreme-court-rules-stored-embryos-not-unborn/ 

By Hilary White, Dublin, December 16, 2009  

An Irish woman has lost her bid in the Supreme Court to have her frozen embryos, left over from her previous in vitro fertilization treatments, implanted in her womb. Despite the Irish constitutional guarantee for the right to life "from conception," the Supreme Court ruled that the three embryos cannot be implanted against the wishes of the woman's estranged husband. Mary and Thomas Roche underwent IVF treatment in 2001. 

The five judges ruled that the human embryo does not enjoy protection under Article 40.3.3 of the Constitution that says, "The State acknowledges the right to life of the unborn and, with due regard to the equal right to life of the mother." An embryo frozen in storage does not constitute "the unborn," the ruling said. 

The Dublin-based Pro-Life Campaign has said that the decision is "regrettable" but that it has raised public awareness of the issue and of the need for legislation protecting human embryos.  Dr. Berry Kiely of the Pro-Life Campaign said, "The human embryo is not potential life; it is human life with potential. Each one of us passed through this early stage of life on our way to birth.

"The very basis of democracy is respect for the equal dignity and worth of every human being under the law. Our first and most important human right is the right to life."

Pat Buckley, Ireland spokesman for the Society for the Protection of Unborn Children, told the media that the court's interpretation was wrong and contrary to international human rights law, in that it treats embryos as "mere property." "In fact," Buckley said, "they are equal members of the human family."

"International human rights law does not exclude human embryos from the equal right to life upheld in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights and other human rights instruments. There is no genetic difference between an embryo inside or outside the body. The right to life, which is inalienable, does not change according to location.

"Although it would be unethical for embryos outside the body to be implanted, it is permission for IVF, and not the Roches' estrangement, which has created this tragedy in which their children will never be born. Any legislation, therefore, which may be passed following this case should ban IVF," Buckley continued. 

The Irish case is one among many that highlight the ethical dilemmas created by the production of human beings outside the womb. Since the widespread acceptance of artificial methods of procreation, and the large numbers of in vitro embryos held in cryogenic storage, pro-life ethicists and others have debated their possible fates. 

Legislation introduced in most western countries allow "spare" embryos to be "donated" and used for experimentation, a solution that has been denounced in the pro-life movement. 

Some have suggested the solution of "embryo adoption" in which women could come forward and have these implanted in their wombs and brought to term. The Vatican's Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith in December 2008 published the document Dignitas Personae (The Dignity of the Person), that ruled out this practice saying it is "praiseworthy with regard to the intention of respecting and defending human life," but that it presents ethical "problems" having to do with the inherently unethical nature of surrogate motherhood.
South Korean Court Rules that Frozen Human Embryos are 'Not Human' 

http://www.lifesitenews.com/ldn/2010/may/10052808.html
By Matthew Cullinan Hoffman, Seoul, May 28, 2010
Despite parents' pleas, a South Korean court has ruled that frozen embryos are not living and thus may be experimented upon and destroyed at will. 

The ruling was issued against a suit filed by the parents of the embryos, as well as eleven other individuals, including philosophers, ethicists, and doctors. In addition, the two embryos themselves were listed among the plaintiffs. 
The embryos were created for a couple with the surname Nam.  A total of three were produced by in vitro fertilization and one was implanted. The other two were to remain available for implantation or to be used for scientific research. 
However, the Nams had a change of heart and, aided by a team of experts, sought to vindicate the rights of their unborn children. 

"Bioethical laws that define artificially inseminated embryos as non-human bundles of cells treats them as tools for research and mandates their disposal at the end of a preservation period, and is a violation of the fundamental right to life," the plaintiffs wrote. 

However, the court disagreed, claiming that before fourteen days of development, an embryo is not a human being. "Although we acknowledge the basic rights of fetuses before birth, pre-embryos, which have been fertilized but within which the 'primitive streak' has not yet formed, cannot be regarded as humans," the court wrote. 

"Embryos that are less than 14 days from insemination have the potential to become a human being but have no independent humanity. They should not be granted the same constitutional rights as a human being," said Kang-kook, president of the Constitutional Court. 

"We cannot expect people to be seeking embryos that are more than five years old for artificial insemination purposes. But the cost of their preservation is immense. The donors of the embryos may feel uncomfortable, but this should not prohibit their use for research purposes," he added. 
The Catholic Archdiocese of Seoul's Life Committee denounced the decision, noting its dehumanizing premises. 
"Every human being goes through the embryonic stage," said Father Park Jung-woo, director of the Committee. "Catholics regret this decision by the Constitutional Court because we are opposed both to the artificial creation of embryos and to their use, once created, as tools for manufacture, as they are entitled to dignity as living beings." 

Savior Siblings: At What Moral Cost? The Golden Rule Also Applies to Embryos

http://www.zenit.org/article-32103?l=english EXTRACT

By E. Christian Brugger, Washington, D.C., March 23, 2011 
Dead end

We've come a long way down this dead-end street. Today we generate embryos in vitro, grow them in Petri dishes, biopsy them, select the ones that please us most, mail them to India to be gestated, freeze them and earmark their frozen bodies for a variety of future uses; and when we no longer feel they are useful to us, we magnanimously donate them to science or flush them down the sink. 

But since we all were once embryos, and in relation to the fullness of life in the Kingdom for which Christians hope, we are right now in an embryonic kind of existence; when we dehumanize them, we dehumanize ourselves and everyone else. 

When Stem Cell Research Gets Personal (Part 1) - Interview with Bioethicist on Umbilical Cord Cell Banking
http://www.zenit.org/en/articles/when-stem-cell-research-gets-personal-part-1 EXTRACT
By Kathleen Naab, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, June 8, 2009 

Ideology: Embryonic stem cell research has nothing to do with the legalization of abortion, and has everything to do with the legalization of abortion. It has nothing to do with the legalization of abortion because there is no pregnancy involved. That is, these early embryos (blastocysts) are typically frozen in liquid nitrogen (cryopreserved) in in vitro fertilization clinics, and are considered "excess" by their parents, since their parents already obtained the pregnancy and birth of the baby that they wanted. If there is no pregnancy, then there is no "conflict of interest" between the mother and her unborn. On the other hand, it has everything to do with the legalization of abortion. Why? Because, by giving some human status to these frozen human embryos, it begins to undermine the abortion mentality that says, "They are not really human beings." In other words, the pro-abortion (pro-choice) forces in our society are adamantly opposed to any suggestion of even the earliest human embryo being recognized as human. In the mind of these ideologues it is essential to continue to promote the perception that these early human embryos are "just a clump of cells" that should be used for advancing medical cures.
I have completed a number of files of collated information on all bioethical issues related to the subject under discussion in the present file including in vitro fertilization, surrogate motherhood, genetic engineering, designer babies, etc. and these will be published shortly.
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