
Source: Populus, the sample was 1,502 adults aged over 18 and it was done by telephone April 4 to 6

Medical researchers want to create embryos that are mostly 
human, but which contain a little animal material, because they 
think this will help them to understand diseases such as 
Parkinson’s and Alzheimer’s. It will be illegal to implant these 

embryos in a womb, or to study them for more than 14 days. Do 
you think these experiments should or should not be permitted? 
If you don’t have a clear view either way, please say so

At present, fertility clinics must consider a child’s “need for a 
father” before agreeing to treat infertile patients. The Government 
plans to change this so that clinics must instead consider the 
“need for supportive parenting”, so as to make sure the law does 

not discriminate against single women and lesbians who want 
fertility treatment in order to have a baby. Do you think the law 
should or should not be changed in this way? If you don’t have a 
clear view either way, please say so
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Should human-animal embryos be allowed?

Should IVF proceed without the ‘need for a father’?
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