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evidence ev
were merged and nested through a discursive process until both
authors agreed upon the final matrix of abuses. No quality
assessment or risk of bias determination was made anticipating
the wide variety of different designs.

Results

General overview

The literature search identified 381 publications of which 44
full text articles were obtained and 34 included (28 journal articles,
1 newspaper article, 2 magazine articles, 1 official report, 1
organisation bulletin, and 1 court case) (Table 1). The earliest
publication was from 1987, with 8 from the 1990s, 12 from the
2000s, and 12 from the 2010s. There was some global representa-
tion as evidence came from 5 continents, though research was
overwhelmingly1).were were were publications publications publications evidence evidence
 idence 1

https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ejogrb.2019.05.027


Table 1
Included papers: Table 1 outlines the methodology, content, and provenance of all papers included in the review.

First Author(s), Country, Year Title (reference number) Methodology Funding

British Columbia Centre of
Excellence for Women’s Health,
Canada, 2002

From floods to infertility: new research from the centres of excellence for
women' health [22]

Authoethnography of a queer
woman doing research on queer
women

Funded (i)

Beeson D, USA / Canada, 2006 Egg harvesting for stem cell research: medical risks and ethical problems [21] Review No funding
Benagiano G, Italy, 2003 Public health policy and infertility [27] Ethical argument Not declared
Blackwell RE, USA,1987 Are we exploiting the infertile couple? [39] Reflection of practitioners No funding
Blythe E, UK, 2008 Inequalities in reproductive health: what is the challenge for social work and

how can it respond? [32]
Review Not declared

Bourg C, Belgium, 2015 Ethical dilemmas in medically assisted procreation: a psychological
perspective [45]

Reports of clinical experience Not declared

Campagne DM, Spain, 2013 Can male infertility be improved prior to assisted reproduction through the
control of uncommonly considered factors? [15]

Systematic review Not declared

Catron J, USA, 2014 Ethics on the ground: egg donor agency behaviour in an unregulated legal
environment and the growth of ethical norms in a new field. [23]

Semi-structured interviews with
egg donor agency workers

Not declared

Chandra HS, India, 1997 The new genetics and ethics: sixth Shri BV Narayana Reddy memorial lecture
[19]

Ethical argument Not declared

Charles S, USA, 2002 Mothers in the media blamed and celebrated - an examination of drug abuse
and multiple births [28]

Lexis Nexis searches Not declared

Cooper S, UK, 1997 Ethical issues associated with the new

challenge challen5855 594.992 Tm
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The other reason for unnecessary procedures was research marred
by conflicts of interest, [21] including extreme cases such as
Hwang’s coercively obtained materials and falsified results [21]
and cases where women received mixed messaging about the
likelihood of a clinically applicable results and allowing them to
participate in research under the illusion that new treatments
were imminent [18,20,21].

Abuses leading to ineffective procedures. This connected category
was characterised by dishonesty about the potential of poor quality
treatment, summed up as “in reproductive medicine, false hopes
are the great untallied commodity” [18]. Underlying this
phenomenon is the often low quality, retrospective [21], ill-
defined [20], research. However poorly supported, interventions
may continue due to inaccurate use of language in their description
[17,21,46] and instances of raising false hopes and overpromising
[21,23]. One clinic worker described delayed introduction of add-
ons (unproven adjuncts to treatment intended to increase
likelihood of a successful treatment) only as abusive in the
context of multiple failed rounds of IVF without add-ons [23].

Failure of aftercare
This describes abuse manifested after successful or unsuccess-

ful ART. Many related to conflict within the family and inept data
management by clinics. However the unnecessary adversity facing
children created through ART was another important dimension.
Avoidable harm to offspring. Clinic workers identified abuse in
unnecessarily exposing offspring 
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