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: To carry on the ancestral line is important in Chinese

Community. Women especially bear with tremendous pressure
from the society. With advances in assisted reproductive
technology (ART), Cyropreservation of Embryo brings new
chance to infertility. However, during the process of
assisted reproductive technology, issues of embryo
disposition will be raised with divorce, nullity or
revocation of marriage, or death. Regarding to Law of
Assisted Reproduction in Taiwan, the stored embryo will be
destroyed once the recipient couple divorce.

This research studies whether current Law of Assisted
Reproduction in Taiwan is sufficient to secure fundamental
right of reproduction and whether it improperly restrain
reproductive autonomy. Furthermore, the study evaluates
current law with the perspective of gender equality and
room for policy adjustment. The research methods mainly are
comparative method, literature analysis and jurisprudence
analysis. This article reaches the conclusion that, even if
current Law of Assisted Reproduction in Taiwan seems
neutral, women contribution during the process of ART,
and their physical and mental risks might be
underestimated. Therefore, allowing married couples to
undergo embryo cryopreservation, but not for the usage of
the stored embryo after divorce in current law, cannot
fully secure reproductive autonomy.



# < B 43 © Assisted Reproductive Technologies, Cyropreservation of
Embryo, Embryo Disposition, Reproductive Autonomy
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Abstract

To carry on the ancestral line is important in Chinese Community. Women especially
bear with tremendous pressure from the society. With advances in assisted
reproductive technology (ART), Cyropreservation of Embryo brings new chance to
infertility. However, during the process of assisted reproductive technology, issues of
embryo disposition will be raised with divorce, nullity or revocation of marriage, or
death. Regarding to Law of Assisted Reproduction in Taiwan, the stored embryo will

be destroyed once the recipient couple divorce.

This research studies whether current Law of Assisted Reproduction in Taiwan is
sufficient to secure fundamental right of reproduction and whether it improperly
restrain reproductive autonomy. Furthermore, the study evaluates current law with the
perspective of gender equality and room for policy adjustment. The research methods
mainly are comparative method, literature analysis and jurisprudence analysis. This
article reaches the conclusion that, even if current Law of Assisted Reproduction in
Taiwan seems neutral, women’ contribution during the process of ART, and their
physical and mental risks might be underestimated. Therefore, allowing married
couples to undergo embryo cryopreservation, but not for the usage of the stored

embryo after divorce in current law, cannot fully secure reproductive autonomy.

Key Words

Assisted Reproductive Technologies, Cyropreservation of Embryo, Embryo

Disposition, Reproductive Autonomy
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Law and Society Association of Australia and New Zealand

Conference 2015

Gender Equality Agencies in an East Asian Context

Lin, YH.!

! National Tsing Hua University, Hsinchu, Taiwan

With rising importance and calling for gender mainstreaming as the model of
governance, Taiwan, South Korea and Japan have all established their gender equality
agencies under the executive branch, which marks the onset of the institutional
transformation to pursue the goal of gender equality. By taking a closer look of both
the domestic and international feminist advocacy, this article intends to reveal a

holistic view of the East Asian gender law reform, policy and institution.

The establishment of gender equality agencies in the central government has
been regarded as progressive by many feminists. However, the drawbacks of such
practice have also emerged through the time. This article will analyze the dedicated
gender equality agencies and discuss how gender related bureaucratic mechanism
have evolved in the East Asian context. Special focus would be on the formation,
features, and limitations of gender equality agencies in the three countries respectively,
which would center on the unique situations and challenges on the tension between
the bureaucratic system and women's movement. Through reflecting upon the legal
reform that has taken place both inside and outside of the government, this article
advocates for a more cautious attitude toward gender equality agencies and their

possible conflicts with the feminist reform agenda.
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refereed articles appeared in University of Pennsylvania East Asia Law Review,
Asian-Pacific Law and Policy Journal (published by the University of Hawaii), and
Asian Bioethics Review (published by National University of Singapore). Besides of
various consulting positions appointed by ROC Ministry of Health and Welfare,
Ministry of Education and Ministry of Justice, Professor Lin also serves as a member

of Discrimination Review Board in the Ministry of Interiors.
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Law and Society Association of Australia and New Zealand

Conference 2015

Gender Equality Agencies in an East Asian Context

Lin, YH."

! National Tsing Hua University, Hsinchu, Taiwan

With rising importance and calling for gender mainstreaming as the
model of governance, Taiwan, South Korea and Japan have all established
their gender equality agencies under the executive branch, which marks the
onset of the institutional transformation to pursue the goal of gender equality.
By taking a closer look of both the domestic and international feminist
advocacy, this article intends to reveal a holistic view of the East Asian gender

law reform, policy and institution.

The establishment of gender equality agencies in the central
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government has been regarded as progressive by many feminists. However,
the drawbacks of such practice have also emerged through the time. This
article will analyze the dedicated gender equality agencies and discuss how
gender related bureaucratic mechanism have evolved in the East Asian
context. Special focus would be on the formation, features, and limitations of
gender equality agencies in the three countries respectively, which would
center on the unique situations and challenges on the tension between the
bureaucratic system and women's movement. Through reflecting upon the
legal reform that has taken place both inside and outside of the government,
this article advocates for a more cautious attitude toward gender equality
agencies and their possible conflicts with the feminist reform agenda.

PRESENTER BIO:

Dr. Yun-Hsien Diana Lin is an Associate Professor of Law in National Tsing
Hua University, Taiwan. She received her JSD and LLM from the University of
California, Berkeley, and LLB from National Taiwan University. Her research
interest centres on the fields of gender and law, family law, bioethics and law.
Professor Lin's recent refereed articles appeared in University of Pennsylvania
East Asia Law Review, Asian-Pacific Law and Policy Journal (published by the
University of Hawaii), and Asian Bioethics Review (published by National
University of Singapore). Besides of various consulting positions appointed by
ROC Ministry of Health and Welfare, Ministry of Education and Ministry of
Justice, Professor Lin also serves as a member of Discrimination Review
Board in the Ministry of Interiors.

T~ E R

s
H# o
iy

e

I v EHRCHEEPNE

% g HT A EH Y R 2 B(USB) -



PP 4 g 2 SR T A

p#:2016/10/28

PR

PR AL A LML e il i S BN RERZ RS (A03)

PRI W

% %5 104-2629-H-007-002- PR Py

AFF SRR TH




104 R Edgmy P d %4

PFEAIFA B 3§ %% 1 104-2629-H-007-002-
PR RA LIRS 2 Rl C e B n BB R (A03)
i
?Zﬁﬁvéﬁ%”.“)
ﬁﬁﬁ’%wG EAN N U]
CTEIE 1| |2,  BuTEgT 50 $T1
By F31-36° (5% &)
g 1
TG g 4 o| ~
LN 0]
PR 2 0| &
H i 0| %
sm g [ 0
2 T LAl P 0
" AT/ ) 0
TE AR %%ﬁ X
N 0 ©
FWMTRTET b 0
¥ it 0
A6 0
H 0
i+ # 0] =
FoF . ==
B3 2 of
B g o] "
RNLE 0| +
AU Ferer i
FeIE 2 0| &
Hi 0] &
R o ¢ 3¢ 0
! e | N e 0
#73)/ % B 0
FEMAR|H R 0
Z = & "?’%f&% 0
FWMTRTET b 0
F T 0




A

* R 4%

S ‘““\\; ‘\E‘- \\\?{r

2k @A

A =K

[kl Neo il Nan il Nl Neoll Nen il Reoll R B K= R==]} Neol} Nl Nanll Ne)

(i g1

His =%

22 A R GoyRIn S s

CEEEE CEERELIT LA ER
MRS 2 B g PR B2 B
PRERRF G F AR )




—

W fErSE

PHRIRH AL E S =4

%Ffﬁ??@#iw SARR R RTEH RN AT R R F S B
(BEAGEFEFTEL2ZLE B E - PN E- %55}7 Foaehd) ~ AE
b B g A R ’L%? IEFR (FEAFESSET L AREY 57
B3 BB IE o f FM) ARG G MG EE S r- mLER

LA R G R R BARA TN P R - A
W= p i
CJxiE = p % (e > 21005 5 ')

L5 5 4 bz

OFs % &

(8 & Rk 7]
B

2. K ﬁ%p§Wﬂm%z YRR IR G R B IR Bk GE

’%’fu £ 5 ;%— B EFeE P )
e M EL AEizcs LY [k
B4 &® Y57 HE

] HiE D/r'\:&“‘ | Ed
Hi oo (1200% 2)

3. TR F TR ~ PTRIRT - ﬁ*g%.@‘%ﬁ’%\i PR xR BN R B
(ﬁihﬁ$%wmhwy&%~$ B e ﬁ%ﬂxvuﬁuJﬂmi
')

%f{'—‘ki%ﬁ:ﬁé‘@}» R PE e R FRE o R A D et 4 e HOE EWEF LR

AL Az~ E A TREARSRRPp AR mimzEd L o e %XBJ se VIR

Folo AT AR R ST LR LA IR T Jel S - 5 s L )

=R LA A G RS @m&&\ﬁ“}@ ‘% V‘“@’Kﬁwﬁvlf‘l}ﬁ'ﬂl od A3t F A 4F

/\:.igié_r/‘,;ﬂ?—a-mz—f._ﬁ’iﬁvxﬁ pi‘q‘g\q'ﬁﬁilﬁ %\'%’ﬂklﬂiﬁi +
$o ke 2 £ 4 TR A IE‘«LL Bl‘lﬂyb & Kt o ¥R KE R
%Jﬂﬁ‘béim‘lé«ﬂ%’ﬁ 54 RE -

4, 3 BBFIR
AEE R ek 2 E (I3 WA RN L Al
(4% F{J ;ﬁz ) g%—;ujﬁgjgi?ﬁi#%@fz?ﬁ L;jlﬂ ?1‘}3‘?&@)

AT ERE LRz~ FR BT A

RETL G RS L A 1SS il S 5 0 2 TR 2RI R R
VB AKRALAAZ2Z B ST o




