














Surrogacy as a Means of Survival






















	Surrogacy is an arrangement where a woman agrees to carry a baby on behalf of a couple, typically because they cannot have the baby on their own. This has especially become an increasingly common option for many same-sex couples to have a child. However, many countries have discriminative laws set in place that prohibit surrogates from conceiving a child for same-sex couples. As a result of this, different surrogate agencies have found loopholes to go around these laws. In the Radiolab podcast episode titled “Birthstory '', an Israeli couple who were forbade from hiring a surrogate in their own country, shared their experience with finding a surrogate agency that hired Indian women in Nepal to bypass each country’s own prohibitive surrogacy laws. During this same podcast, questions arose surrounding the moral grounds of this process. It was debated whether or not surrogacy was simply another form of exploitation of women are already subjected to very difficult situations. However, by looking at Adam Smiths’ comments on the world economy through a more individualist standpoint while also using Karl Marx’s criticism on capitalism through a communist point of view, these women have valid reasons behind their choice to participate due the economic hardships they face. Ultimately, Indian women should be allowed to choose to be paid surrogates as they need to out of necessity, do not face psychological or physical danger, and receive life changing payments. 
	Having the choice to participate in paid surrogacy allows Indian women to gain the money they need to support themselves and their families. In the podcast, one of the surrogates had explained that she decided to become a surrogate to pay off the dowry needed for her daughter to get married, as this is a tradition in Hindu weddings. It was also discussed that many of these women are can only find employment as maids, where in India they are only paid around $100 a month. It was later revealed that the hosts found that after looking at many cases of where Indian women went on to become a surrogate, they were not forced into doing so. One of the hosts, Molly Webster, even noted, “Out of the limited options they had, they had looked at them at all and they thought, like, this is the thing that I'm going to do to get what I want. It felt like these women were making a choice” (Webster, Abumrad). It is obvious that one of the main reasons why these women made the choice to become a surrogate was because they come from difficult living conditions. However, they were still able to decide for themselves whether they wanted to go through with doing so. 
It is also important to highlight the fact that by taking away this option, it will only result in these women and their families being left with even fewer options to turn to in order to support themselves. Adam Smith had stated that people should be paid enough by their work to at least support themselves, and went on to mention, “They must even upon most conditions to be somewhat more; otherwise it would be impossible for him to bring up a family, and such a race of workmen could not last beyond the first generation” (Smith, 150). Smith believed that an economic system would work best if everyone was able to earn enough to support their own family, which could then help to ensure more workers could both survive and eventually contribute to the economy in the future. However, it can be seen currently that many countries around the world do not follow suit in this belief. As the economic system in India is not set up in a way to help support most families, the surrogates must rely on this option to at least give their own children a better chance at being supported into the future.
Karl Marx had also commented on the harm of low wages when in the Communist Manifesto he said, “The average price of wage labor is the minimum wage, i.e. the quantum of the means of subsistence which is the absolutely requisite to keep the laborer in bare existence as a laborer” (Marx, 75-76). Marx points out the fact that within the current capitalist society we live under, the working classes are often paid only enough to barely survive. Not only would Marx not agree with the minimum wages these women were paid during their previous work in India, but he would likely also not agree with what they are paid from participating in surrogacy. The surrogacy payments would only be enough to pay for something such as a dowry, which Marx would find to be wrongful. As a result, the surrogates and their families would still need to work and earn low wages in other jobs to obtain other necessities (such as food or clothes) and continue to survive at the bare minimum. However, taking away the option to choose surrogacy will not change the fact that these women and their families will still earn almost non-livable wages in other occupations and will instead only increase their economic difficulties. Until other changes can be made to fix these economic disparities, allowing the choice of surrogacy at least allows them a chance at meeting some of their needs.
	Most of the women who choose to go through with surrogacy do not face extreme physical or psychological hardships. Another reason why these surrogacy agencies may seem like they are exploitative to Indian women is because they may be put through difficulties when dealing with the physical aspects of pregnancy or the emotional challenge of giving a baby away. However, the podcast found that the surrogacy agencies they looked at seemed to give the women good healthcare and good food to eat. In terms of their feelings surrounding carrying a baby that is not their own, one of the surrogates interviewed had said, “I will give gladly, I will give the baby from my wound. If I think this is my baby, then how will it work? I have two children. I cannot take this child home. I will have to give, I have no sadness, no problem” (Webster, Abumrad). This account from one surrogate can highlight how at least some of the other surrogates may also not feel emotional loss or pain as they realize going into it that the baby they are having is not theirs, but rather for someone else.
Furthermore, Adam Smith further exemplifies this idea when he said, “Give me that which I want, and you shall have this which you want, is the meaning of every such offer. . . It is not from the benevolence of the butcher, the brewer, or the baker that we expect our dinner, but from their regard to their own interest” (Smith, 147). This further reinforces the fact that the surrogates often understand they are not having the baby for themselves nor are they having it purely out of their own goodwill to give someone else the chance at raising a child. The reason they chose surrogacy is out of their own self-interest of financial gain and because of this they do not feel as though their bodies are being exploited.
	The payments the surrogates receive can oftentimes create a great change in their lives. It is learned in the podcast that the amount of money Tal and Amir originally thought was going directly to the surrogates was around $12,000. However, later on they found out their surrogates only received around $5,000. This is because the rest of the money goes towards other necessary payments, such as for healthcare and travel expenses as well as for paying for the other middlemen involved in the agency. Though the amount a surrogate deserves to be rewarded for their time can be greatly debated within itself, the average of $5,000 the Indian women typically receive can still be very life changing for them. With this money, the surrogates can buy a small plot of land or if they already own that, a new house for their family. Furthermore, by being able to do so, it is said, “Once you own land, in South Asia, it raises your socioeconomic status. It's something that's passed down through generations. So, you're creating something for your family” (Webster, Abumrad). This seemingly small compensation can result in a huge change in many people's lives. 
In the Communist Manifesto, Marx states, “We by no means intend to abolish this personal appropriation of the products of labor, an appropriation that is made for the maintenance and reproduction of human life, and that leaves no surplus where with to command the labor of others” (Marx, 76). Marx notes the fact that those against communism dislike that it wishes to take away the right to private property as it seems to represent a reward because of one’s own hard work. However, Marx argues that most people already have minimal access to private property due to the development of industry. The higher classes are the ones who own and control most of these means in which they use to exploit their own workers for the sake of gaining more profits. Marx states that instead, communism wishes to abolish the higher-class private property. Through this, it can allow all people to reap the benefits of their own labor by accessing what they also produce instead of producing something and giving it to someone else to sell. This would also mean that people would have greater ability to collectively obtain what they need to survive without having to exploit others in order to obtain them.
The practice of surrogacy does not match Marx’s vision of achieving common property. Marx would likely believe the surrogates were the ones being exploited by the agencies, as they would seem to earn the majority of the benefits by selling the babies the surrogates carried while paying them little in return. However, as capitalism is the economic system that currently prevails, most laborers around the world do not have any other choice but to participate in it and try to make the best out of what they can still earn. In particular, the surrogates themselves seem to view this practice as rewarding since they have the chance to gain even just a meager amount of ownership over a small house or land. Though it may not seem like enough compared to what Marx believed everyone should have access to, these surrogate payments are viewed as a huge deal in India and symbolize a sense of security and even status for these families. The current economic systems in place may never be able to allow all people to gain everything they need through their own labor, but allowing surrogacy can still give these people a chance at earning something that can greatly improve their lives.
The arrangement of surrogacy is one way in which same-sex couples can have the opportunity to raise their own children. However, due to the many restrictions surrounding the practice that continue to persist in different areas of the world, several alternative solutions have arisen because of these constraints. Surrogacy agencies such as those in Nepal have allowed for many same-sex couples to gain access to having their own child but have also caused a considerable debate surrounding the treatment of the women who participate as the surrogates. Many have expressed concerns over the possible exploitation and mistreatment of these women. However, as highlighted through the works of both Adam Smith and Karl Marx, the current state of the world economy only allows for a limited number of options for many women of India to support their families. By permitting surrogacy to continue to be practiced in a humane way, Indian women will have access to a safe choice that can grant them economic advancement.
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