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Introduction
Today, the meaning of a family can be altogether different from what was viewed as similar one
hundred years prior. Customarily, the established comprehension of the idea of family has
dependably connected people with youngsters who came about because of the obligations of
marriage. The utilization of Assisted Reproductive Technologies (ART) and the utilization of given
hereditary materials have changed the customary ideas of parenthood and parenthood, as well as the
idea of family in general. The expanded utilization of Assisted Reproductive Technologies (ART) and
these changing contemplations on family have achieved moral, moral, and lawful concerns. This
paper will center on these worries as they are raised in conjunction with ART, particularly surrogacy.

Alan Wertheimer’s motivation in analyzing surrogacy contracts is to decide: (1) is surrogacy
exploitive? (2) If surrogacy is exploitative, what is the ethical power of this abuse? Wertheimer wishes
to explore the contentions offered against surrogacy contracts as often as possible, keeping in mind
the end goal of deciding their legitimacy. He trusts that a large portion of the contentions proposed by
the restriction need adequate confirmation. Wertheimer’s motivation isn’t to embrace any legitimate
activity for or against surrogacy; he simply wishes to survey the contentions about surrogacy.

Wertheimer characterizes the term misuse as when party X takes an uncalled-for favorable position of
gathering Y. He accepts exploitive activities have two measurements: a measurement of significant
worth and a measurement of decision. The measurement of significant worth requires that gathering
X must benefit from its concurrence with party Y altogether for the exchange to be viewed as
exploitive. The measurement of decision requires confinement of gathering Y’s choice with a specific
end goal to set up abuse. Wertheimer additionally qualifies his definition to express that misuse does
not really need to incur hurt upon party Y.

Adversaries of surrogacy guarantee that surrogate contracts offer ascent to three distinct sorts of
exploitive connections. As indicated by challengers, the relationship must deliver hurtful abuse,
commonly invaluable misuse or moralistic misuse. Expecting (as the restriction does) that abuse is an
unavoidable outcome of surrogacy contracts, Wertheimer distinguishes the proof and the cases for
every one of the three types of misuse.

Optimistic Impacts
It has risen as a superb way to deal with fruitless couples to the extent that all gatherings included
are instructed regarding the matter and are totally mindful of the favorable circumstances and



Copyright © 2026 Academic Master. | 2

weaknesses of surrogacy. To comprehend this issue, it is important to take note that surrogacy can
happen financially or somewhat. Halfway surrogacy happens when the genuine mother contributes to
the ovum, and the sperm is embedded in her body through manual sperm injection. Then again,
business surrogacy can be alluded to as a professional contract, whereby an expense is arraigned for
the brooding time frame. Nonetheless, surrogacy is unregulated, and directions contrast, starting with
one state and then onto the next in light of alternate points of view. Despite the fact that it is difficult
to decide a win rate for surrogacy, society needs to change the concept of rights. This morally
questionable innovation has caused numerous beggings to be proven wrong, with some asserting its
qualification and others restricting it. In light of the readings, Her Body, Her Infant, Surrogacy: Wombs
for lease and Google Child’ takes after birth outsourced in India, this particular paper is intended to
contend that surrogacy is a proper approach and ought to be permitted in our general public.

Ethical Argument
The possibility of surrogacy raises moral issues. For example, if a tyke is made from a given egg or
sperm, can the namelessness of the giver be guaranteed? Additionally, as contributors can give
numerous examples of sperm, eggs, and even developing lives, there is a shot of those subsequent
youngsters going into an inbreeding relationship or marriage when they have kids with their own half-
kin. In the occasion that a defective embryo or infant is the result of surrogacy, is it moral for the
proposed guardians to deny the tyke or request that the surrogate have a fetus removed? Likewise, in
vitro treatment can prompt numerous pregnancies; the decision to perform a particular decrease is a
moral issue that would affect both the surrogate and the planned guardians.

There is additionally the issue of the utilization of global surrogates, which has moved toward
becoming to be known as conceptive tourism and has made an industry that is evaluated to be worth
$500 million a year. In these cases, western couples have run to India to have poor provincial ladies
go about as their gestational surrogates in return for installment. The moral issue emerges in light of
the fact that numerous individuals feel that these ladies are being misused on the grounds that they
are poor to the point that they feel this is the best way to help their own youngsters; the common
installment is $7,000, which is significantly more than they could make in quite a while of work in
their nation. In any case, one doesn’t need to move to India to be looked at with the moral issue of
misuse of the poor through surrogacy. The contention is that even here in the United States, youthful,
ripe ladies are being utilized by more seasoned, wealthier ones and their organizations, which put
promotions in college daily papers endeavoring to bait in youthful undergrads who don’t have much
cash and in many cases much understudy credit obligation. A few people contradict surrogacy as a
method for conceptive prostitution, in which they look at that as a lady leasing her womb for a nine-
month term and being made up for the time. In any case, in the United States, a man is permitted to
offer eggs, sperm, plasma, or hair, which are all pieces of your own body.

Ethically, individuals who are religious protest the utilization of surrogacy, demanding that the
production of life must originate from sex between couples. The complaints are that the sex part is
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being removed from multiplication and that when a surrogate is included, then a third individual is
being added to a conjugal relationship. The Roman Catholic Church is against the morals of capacity,
experimentation, and the specific lessening of incipient organisms utilized as a part of IVF. The
fundamental contention that the Vatican has with in vitro preparation is the disposal of deformity-
developing lives and the death toll that those incipient organisms could have spoken to Kumar.

Research
First, Wertheimer examines the allegation that surrogacy induces harmful exploitation. The harmful
exploitation argument objects to surrogacy contracts on the sole basis that they are harmful to the
surrogate mother. Party X harmfully exploits Party Y if Party Y suffers harm because of the
exploitation. The harms inflicted by the contracts fall into one of two categories: no moral harms and
moral harms. No moral harms consist of the subjective biological and psychological damage inflicted
upon surrogate mothers. Moral harms refer to the damaging effects the intrinsic immorality of the
surrogacy arrangement has on the surrogate. Moral harms are concerned with the ethical questions of
surrogacy, like the incommensurability of life or the cheapening of life through commodification.
However, as Wertheimer points out, just because an act could be perceived as wrong does not make
it harmful. Nor does the mere existence of harmful elements in an agreement automatically classify it
as a harmful relationship. Overall, the net benefits could still outweigh the net harms. Furthermore, no
harm can overshadow the surrogate’s right to choose if the surrogate agrees to accept the harm
voluntarily.

Mutually advantageous exploitation is the form of exploitive relationship that does not require either
party to be harmed. Although it refers to a voluntary and mutually beneficial agreement, Wertheimer
believes it could still be exploitative. Mutually advantageous exploitation refers to exploitation
through the exchange of unequal value. In other words, party X exploits Party Y by radically
underpaying the surrogate mother for her services. However, Wertheimer contends that exploitation
can be avoided entirely in a mutually advantageous relationship if the compensation is adequate and
if the contractual terms are not unacceptably harsh. Wertheimer also believes mutually advantageous
exploitation to be the most common relationship originating from surrogacy contracts.

Moral exploitation is the final form of abuse instituted by surrogacy contracts. As referenced in the
discussion of harmful exploitation, moral exploitation implies damage caused by moral harm.
Proponents of moral exploitation argue that surrogacy contracts are harmful because they are
immoral; they believe they are immoral because the contracts assign a price tag to life, and the
exchange of values is inherently incommensurable. Other harms include the damaging effects of
simply participating in immoral actions and the damage the surrogate’s participation in that immoral
act can have on her reputation. Thus, the harms inflicted by the contract’s iniquity can be objective as
well as subjective. The moral exploitation argument appeals to the universal harms inflicted by
surrogacy contracts. The harms are applicable to women as a class and society as a whole. Unlike the
other two forms of exploitive relationships, moral exploitation cannot possibly be reconciled through
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increased monetary compensation because monetary compensation is the root of the contract’s
immorality.

After investigating the arguments that surrogacy is exploitative, Wertheimer examines the
dimensions of choice in detail. He maintains that a defect in choice…in not necessary to exploitation,
it may be relevant. He argues that freedom of choice can be defected in one of two ways: through
coercion and through miscalculation. Wertheimer defines coercion as an option proposed by party X
that, if refused, makes party Y worse off than they were before. Although there are no repercussions
for denying a surrogacy contract, the compensation could be coercive for surrogates who are
financially deprived. In this way, an increase in monetary compensation could potentially decrease
the surrogate’s freedom of choice by providing an option that was impossible to refuse. Wertheimer
submits that the prejudice against compensation derives from the public belief that money is
coercive. Yet, if financial compensation for labor was coercive, all employment relationships would be
coercive. Therefore, monetary coercion is not sufficient grounds for the legal prohibition of surrogacy.

Wertheimer explores another avenue of limiting choice through the scenario of miscalculation. In
order for a choice to be free, it must be sufficiently informed or rational. If Party X fails to disclose
relevant information to Party Y that may affect Party Y’s decision, then Party X has exploited Party Y.
Opponents of surrogacy believe that it is impossible for a potential surrogate to fully appreciate the
gravity of her actions; therefore, women should not be allowed to enter surrogate contracts. This view
reflects an almost sexist stance that depicts women as extremely flippant and emotional. The act of
denying women the autonomy to engage in surrogate contracts through legal prohibitions excluded
women from full-fledged membership in human society. Surrogacy contracts do not limit choice; on
the contrary, they provide women with an additional choice.

Wertheimer emphasizes freedom of choice above all else. He believes that the current arguments
against surrogacy are insufficient evidence to justify legal prohibitions. He maintains that harm must
be established as an actuality (not just a possibility) before legal restrictions are enacted. In the
absence of harm, exploitation alone lacks the moral force to override freedom of choice. By and large,
I believe Wertheimer’s argument to be valid and sound. Although not fully comprehensive, I believe
he presents the argument well despite the lack of empirical evidence. I believe that personal choice is
paramount to freedom; it should not be regulated unless absolutely necessary. Freedom of choice
should not be overruled simply because of the abstract fears of sensationalists. Therefore, I believe
that the ruling in the case of Baby M resulted in an unwarranted restriction of women’s freedoms.

Conclusion
Definitively, the instances of surrogacy are currently present in the greater part of the parts of the
world, particularly in the United States. It can be named as a procedure whereby an unmistakable
lady conveys and brings forth a kid for a particular couple who wants to have an infant, yet they can’t
because of different reasons. This morally disputable innovation has caused numerous begging to be
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proven wrong feelings, some asserting its qualification and others restricting it. In light of different
readings and sources, it is critical to take note that surrogacy can be an extraordinary answer for our
general public today. Since fruitlessness is a typical test in our general public, surrogacy can be an
interesting open door for a childless couple to have their own particular infant. Essentially, surrogacy
has demonstrated itself as a trustworthy means for fruitless couples to have a child. Experts, experts
and researchers may devour a great deal of their chance contending about surrogacy, however the
reality remain that it is a fitting method to tackle the test of getting youngsters in the general public.
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