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 Some General Information on IVF:
 Injustice that cannot be resolved. 8/13/2019.
In Vitro Fertilization can cost from $1,700 to $20,000. To transfer a donated embryo can cost $8,000.
In an article from 8/13/2019 the number of frozen embryos can vary from 500,000 to over 1 million in the United States alone. 
Embryos are usually stored in fertility clinics. Fees range from $500 to $1,000 per year. These embryos are considered abandoned if the biological parents stop paying for at least one year or do not answer communications from the fertility clinic. 
The possibility of a wrongful death lawsuit causes the clinics to be reluctant to dispose of these abandoned embryos. It would be a public relations nightmare if the parents attempted to collect the embryos after the fact.
Custody issues: if the parents die, the issue of custody passes on to their children who will have to decide if their siblings will live or die. If the couple gets divorced there are also custody issues. Some have played out in the press.

The Catholic Church has not definitely ruled on the morality of adopting frozen embryos.
The Congregation for the Doctrine of the Faith in 2008 published the instruction Dignitas Personae to address this issue. Theologians have used this argument to argue pro and con. 
Ethicist Stephen Napier notes that the USCCB and the Pontifical Academy of Life say “this issue is still an open question.” He surmises that if they were wrong the Vatican would have issued a public correction.
Dr. John Haas PhD, president emeritus of the National Catholic Bioethics Center (NCBC) says that even though the adoption of these embryos is good “the artificial procreation and surrogate mothering is wrong.” His arguments:
      1.”the integrity of the marital union is violated by the placement     of another couple’s child inside the womb.”
2. There are arbitrary judgments: parents choosing the gender, race, or other features of their child. Some embryos will die in the thawing process and those that live will have to be judged as which ones will live or die. 
3. “The above arbitrary criteria will be used to decide who will have a chance at life and who will not”
4. He feels the child has a right to a mother and father, but this could be violated by being adopted by a single mother or father or a same sex couple.
5. As Dignitas Personae says “ it needs to be recognized that the thousands of abandoned embryos represent a situation of injustice which in fact cannot be resolved.”

August 2, 2911- Life Site News
Kathleen Gilbert: Top Ethicists duel over frozen embryo adoption. 
Dr. Janet Smith a sexual ethics expert says adoption may be a good thing like any kind of adoption.
She says, “I think sometimes if you take it outside the context of IVF, we might not be opposed to it.” Outside the IVF we would have a stronger sense of the possible goodness of this act.”
Dr. Smith admits that the unintended consequences of widespread adoption could be “a nightmare,” especially as corrupt practices already overwhelm similar cases such as organ donation. “While I think in principle it might be a good thing, I am not sure that in practice it will.”

Rev Tadeusz Pacholzck PhD –  his                                                                                                                                                                                        approach to adoption of frozen embryos.                      
1. Spousal rights within the marital bond, and particularly a husband’s right to his wife’s body. 
2. He asked a man about this and he said,” my wife should get pregnant only through me.”
3. The end cannot justify the means that he concluded are “disordered.”
4. “normally how does a father connect to his progeny? Through the marital act. That is the one link he has. And that is severed here.”
5. Ultimately, he said,” a sacred bond is violated when a woman becomes a mother independent of her spouse.” “there is a sense in which our reproductive powers don’t just belong to …husband and wife, they belong to husband, wife and God in a tripartite, mysterious way.”
6. Embryo adoption would cause the IVF industry to boom even more as demand would increase for these frozen discarded embryos. It would be self- defeating.
7. “AS tragic as these 500 thousand frozen human beings are, we can’t go there. We have backed ourselves into a corner.” 
Father Tadeusz Pacholczyk, PhD- Making Sense of Bioethics: Column 165: It’s Not Just About the Frozen Embryos.
1. “The immorality of IVF is primarily due to the fact that the process turns human creation into a method of production in which children are made not begotten.”
2. Father Tad says that IVF is an intrinsic evil because
 it allows our offspring to be “manufactured.”
3. We should respect the marital act as the unique place for forming new life.
4.  IVF bypasses the marital act.
5. The marital act is no longer an essential part of the equation.
6.  Children are freely and unconditionally “gifts” when they are the fruit of our own bodily and spousal self-surrender.
7. Offspring produced in glassware is tragic when compared to the unique one flesh communion that produces a person by a Power and a Will that is not their own.
  
Conclusion:
1. Rev. Doctor Tad and Dr. John Hass offer good moral arguments against In-Vitro Fertilization.
2. Dignitas Personae says “ it needs to be recognized that the thousands of abandoned embryos represent a situation of injustice which in fact cannot be resolved.”
3. Ethicist Stephen Napier notes that the USCCB and the Pontifical Academy of Life say “this issue is still an open question.”
                           

  
 


  
