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Abstract: In this short essay, the conference on “Reproductive justice 
in the context of queer and trans reproduction with assisted reproduc-
tive technologies,” which took place in Graz in February 2024, and the 
presentations associated with it, are discussed from a philosophical 
perspective. The central question is what we have learned for our con-
siderations of reproductive justice. To this end, this short contribution 
will discuss four points in more detail that appear particularly valuable 
from a subjective point of view. These include (1) reproductive justice 
and freedom, (2) reproduction and moral identity, (3) reproduction and 
equity, and (4) reproduction and care. This consideration shows what 
contribution the scientific achievements to date and the presentations 
at the conference have made so far. In addition, it highlights the work 
that still needs to be done in the future in order to make further pro-
gress towards the goal of reproductive justice. 
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Mario Kropf

What have we learned about 
reproductive justice from a 
philosophical point of view? 

In the following paragraphs, I would like to highlight what I consider to be 
the most important aspects of the conference on “Reproductive Justice in the 
Context of Queer and Trans Reproduction with Assisted Reproductive Techno-
logies”, that took place in Graz in February 2024. I will focus on four issues and 
their interrelations: (1) reproductive justice and freedom, (2) reproduction and 
moral identity, (3) reproduction and equity, and (4) reproduction and care. In 
terms of reproductive justice, complex issues arise regarding access to specific 
technologies, further research in this context, the rejection of entrenched and 
sometimes institutionalized norms, and, not least, the individual realities and 
life plans of the people involved (Roberts 2015, 79f.; Tam 2021, 2f.). In most 
cases, reference is made to a right to one’s own reproduction, which can be 
derived from human rights (Ross 2017, 290f.). The following considerations, 
aspects and arguments seem to be particularly important, and I will attempt 
to formulate the core messages associated with them. The ultimate guiding 
question for this brief summary is: What did we learn about reproductive jus-
tice?

Reproductive justice and freedom

As the first important point, I would like to take a closer look at the notion of 
freedom within the LGBTIQ+ reproductive context from a philosophical per-
spective, freedom is a concept that is mostly associated with self-determina-
tion (Schockenhoff 2016, 71f.; Sahm 2020, 443ff.), the (moral) autonomy of the 
human being (Horn/Mieth/Scarano 2015, 52; Menke 2010, 678f.), or a free (and 
reflective) decision (Frankfurt 1988, 128ff.). The challenge regarding free decisi-
on-making became obvious in the considerations on imagination and especially 
through the difference between if and how (Robert Pralat). The question of how 
arises only if persons within a specific community have the opportunity to make 
free decisions and thus can also express a form of autonomy, however formu-
lated. From the presentations, it became clear that this freedom must be provi-
ded independently of personal life choices, perspectives on sex and gender, and 
the convictions fundamentally associated with them. Similarly, the comments 
on people with disabilities (Ute Kalender), the question of bodily integrity and 
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autonomy (Marcin Smietana, Sonja Mackenzie, Laura Mamo), and the challen-
ges surrounding legal fatherhood and legal motherhood (Alice Margaria) also 
helped to emphasize the aspect of freedom. Ultimately, the aim is to grant all 
people freedom with regard to their own life choices, regardless of which perso-
nal ideas of sex and gender are meaningful to them.

Reproduction and moral identity

A second aspect that particularly stuck in my mind is the question of self-image 
or, as it is more often referred to in philosophical contexts, human – and moral 
– identity (Reed/Aquino/Levy 2007, 181; Hardy/Nadal/Schwartz 2017, 97f.; Kret-
tenauer 2020, 331). Several presentations (Doris Leibetseder, Annika Spahn) 
refer to various forms of discrimination against people associated with the 
LGBTIQ+ community simply because they are perceived as different. Someti-
mes this form of otherness is considered threatening, associated with perso-
nal aversion or general insecurity. However, it seems at least plausible to as-
sume that people with such attitudes and fears lack important knowledge and 
understanding because they are not sufficiently informed or, perhaps, are not 
willing to open themselves to such information. This issue of different moral, 
gender and sexual identities was also highlighted in the discussion of sexual 
identity (Marcin Smietana, Sonja Mackenzie, Laura Mamo), sometimes diffe-
ring perceptions of gender (Elgin Pecjak), or the very illustrative comments 
on heteronormativity (Annika Spahn). In line with the statements of Mick van 
Trotsenburg, we should be careful when making such prescriptions about how 
a particular identity should be lived and displayed in public. Ultimately, it is ab-
out the person concerned, their way of life and their interpretation of who they 
actually are (Kropf/Schmidhuber 2024, 6). Any suggestions or even prescrip-
tions would therefore not only be unfair, but would make the idea of human 
and, more precisely, personal identity obsolete. The personal idea of identity 
cannot be meaningfully conceived without the individual in question, which 
is why individual preferences with regard to sex and gender, or an associated 
idea of one’s own self, must be considered and accepted (Hardy/Carlo 2011, 
213). People have different ideas about what is right and wrong for them, how 
exactly they imagine a happy life and how they want to represent themselves 
to their fellow human beings (Blasi 1993). To dictate this identity to them or 
even to declare certain forms of its design as wrong may be plausible in terms 
of a specific moral concept, but it is difficult to justify in ethical terms.
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Reproduction and equity

With the third aspect, I would like to emphasize the dimension of justice, and 
which is also reflected in the description of the conference. There are so many 
different concepts of justice, such as social justice, compensatory and retribu-
tive justice, legal justice, moral justice or intergenerational justice. It seems im-
possible to resolve such a general question, which is why I only want to focus on 
one particular dimension. When we talk about distributive justice, for example, 
we are talking about distributing certain goods that are important to people 
(Nozick 2011, 254-6ff.). Adequate access to health care seems one such good, 
especially as it makes other values and life goals possible (Kreß 2003, 50f.). In 
most cases, the distribution refers to the benefits, specific needs, personal con-
tributions or other relevant criteria, but usually not exclusively, by taking gen-
der-specific differences into account. There seems to be a particular need for 
each person, especially in terms of access to healthcare, ART (assisted repro-
ductive technologies) and also to facilities where people feel comfortable (Doris 
Leibetseder). Several presentations highlighted various issues faced by people 
in the LGBTIQ+ community, such as a lack of or inadequate medical support 
(Mick van Trotsenburg), discrimination or general reluctance. However, personal 
support in the healthcare system seems to be crucial on the one hand and, on 
the other, can be made understandable by pointing out equal access (Sandel 
2010, 212f.). The fact that justice in this context requires the possibility for every 
person to receive medical and nursing care when they need it and according to 
their specific situation was also emphasized in a similar way in other presenta-
tions, by queer justice (Marcin Smietana, Sonja Mackenzie, Laura Mamo), social 
justice and human rights-based approaches (Kimala Price), or basically meeting 
individual needs by providing individualized therapeutic options (Robert Pralat, 
Elgin Pecjak). What we ultimately need seems to be a healthcare system that re-
cognizes different individuals and their specific needs and seeks to circumvent 
established and sometimes counterproductive policies or procedures in order 
meet the demands often associated with the notion of equity.

Reproduction and care

My fourth and final point, that I consider particularly important is the exami-
nation of the concept of caring (Noddings 2015, 74f.), a perspective of care 
(Biller-Andorno 2001, 55f.), or beneficence (Beauchamp/Childress 2019, 219f.), 
which is important in medical ethics – and also when considering the confe-
rence. Colleagues at the conference made it clear that we need a kind of com-
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munity orientation (Doris Leibetseder) that relates to the human community in 
general and the LGBTIQ+ community in particular. According to the above-men-
tioned approach in health care, institutions and health care systems – respec-
tively, the people in charge – must convey or at least signal a certain attitude, 
which should ultimately be conveyed by the employees (Mick van Trotsenburg). 
Patients should not only feel safe, be provided with medical and nursing ex-
pertise or treated using state-of-the-art methods and technology, but also with 
caring behavior and a benevolent attitude on the part of the staff. This is also as-
sociated with the distinction between caring for and caring about, which, in line 
with the previous remarks, corresponds to a care-related standard or a specific 
attitude (Jecker/Self 1994, 63f.). Sometimes an honest conversation (Mick van 
Trotsenburg) is important and sufficient, for example when nurses signal perso-
nal affection (Ute Kalender) and want to establish a subjective connection with 
the people they care for (Noddings 2015, 77). These and similar attitudes can be 
covered by the term “ethics of care” (Marcin Smietana, Sonja Mackenzie, Laura 
Mamo), which is concerned with the patient, their specific needs, fears and con-
cerns, and not just with meeting professional requirements. A distinction may 
be made between caring for a particular person and caring about a particular 
person, but in the context of the LGBTIQ+ community, and in general among 
people seeking health services, both forms are essential. A doctor or nurse must 
ensure adequate treatment while also treating the individual with welcoming, 
friendly, and caring behavior. 

Conclusion

What can definitively be stated about the conference in Graz is the fact that 
reproductive justice is not only meaningful as a term or concept from a philo-
sophical point of view. Above all, it is crucial that people and groups that have 
been insufficiently considered from a theoretical and practical point of view are 
brought more to the fore. The presentations, the stimulating discussions and 
the podium discussion contributed to drawing attention to important and often 
marginalized aspects in the reproductive context. Even though numerous pu-
blications, initiatives and associations have become more established in recent 
years, the ultimate concern must continue to be considered in the future. This 
means that issues of justice, with regard to reproductive technologies and the 
associated access opportunities for individuals, must be given even more consi-
deration in research, society, politics and the economy. Just because people can 
be assigned to a specific group or possibly cannot be integrated into the current 
norm, this can in no way justify withholding opportunities that are subjectively 

https://opengenderjournal.de/issue/view/special-issue-3
https://doi.org/1017169/ogj.2025.362


Kropf: What have we learned about reproductive justice from a philosophical point of view?

OPEN GENDER JOURNAL Special Issue 3 (2026) | DOI: 10.17169/ogj.2026.362

5

considered relevant. Thanks to the participants and actively participating people, 
we have now learned even more about the importance of non-discriminatory and 
humane reproductive justice, which I hope will continue in the future. Finally, I 
would also like to thank the organizing team, and all the individuals involved, who 
made a significant and essential contribution to making this conference such a 
great success.
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