Male infertility

& masculinity PUfSUing ‘normdlcy':
e male infertility,

« Donor sperm treatment

Context

. Ilzeeling{;: guilt); . " most common form of

» Impact on relationship d t third-party reproduction
(poswlve and negative) o n o r Co n ce p I o n « Since 2004 only non-anonymous

« Different processes of acceptance donors allowed

« Supportiveness: ‘emergent [ | - [ @ ¢
and ‘doing’ kinship
Maria Siermann

NOh- enetic Research Master Social Sciences
9 [ S Methods &
parenthood niversity of Amsterdam o
participants

& ‘doing’ kinship

« Commercial donor conception
not allowed
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(fatherhood, bonding, role donor)
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« Third-party reproduction
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