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Legislator Yu,Mei-Nu 

(This statement was first issued in November 2013 when the same-sex 

marriage issue was widely discussed in Taiwan’s society, and has been 

updated to reflect legislative progress as of December 2015)  

 

The proposed bill on same-sex marriage has produced some opposition. 

However, it should be noted that this opposition is based primarily on 

the views of certain religious groups rather than the content of the bill 

itself. These views have seriously distorted and misrepresented the 

content of the bills and the legislative procedure. 

 

A video clip circulated by some churches targets my proposed bill to 

amend Articles 972, 973, and 980 of Civil Code. As a result, my office 

received thousands of phone calls claiming that the passage of the bill 

would incite behaviors such as incest and polygamy. I would like to 

explain that these complaints are not based on truth. 

 

The content of the same-sex marriage bill 

The objective of my bill is to protect the family rights of homosexual and 

transgender couples. The current wording of Article 972 is “an 

agreement to marry shall be made by the male and the female parties 

in their own accord.” My proposal is to amend “the male and the 

female” to “the two parties”. 

 

We hope this bill can be discussed in the Legislative Yuan because 

marriage is the basis for the family unit in our society. While not all 

homosexual couples wish to marry, they should have the right to marry 

and establish a family. Furthermore, by denying their right to marry, 

homosexuals are excluded from various basic rights and social welfare 

provisions, including inheritance and matrimonial property regimes. 

 

We need to recognize that homosexuals have long been excluded 

from family life by this discriminatory law. Fifteen countries have now 

legalized same-sex marriage (including the Netherlands, Belgium, 

Norway, Sweden, Portugal, Iceland, Denmark, Canada, Argentina, 

New Zealand, Uruguay, UK and France). The Prime Minister of Iceland 

married her female partner in 2010, becoming the first head of state in a 



same-sex marriage. Furthermore, President Barack Obama stated his 

support for same-sex marriage in 2012, and the Supreme Court in the 

U.S. ruled in Obergefell that same-sex married couples were to be 

constitutionally accorded the same recognition as opposite-sex 

couples at state/territory levels, as well as at federal level on June 26th, 

2015. 

 

The current status of the legislation 

The Taiwan Alliance to Promote Civil Partnership Rights proposed three 

draft bills on same sex marriage, domestic partnership rights, and family 

membership. Only the draft bill on same-sex marriage was proposed by 

in the Legislative Yuan by Legislators Cheng Li-Chiun, Yu Mei-Nu, and 

Hsiao Bi-Khim in order to legalize same-sex and transgender marriage. 

 

The bill on same sex marriage did not proceed beyond the Judiciary 

and Organic Laws and Statutes Committee, and only one deliberation 

meeting was held. As the bill was not finalized by the end of the 8th term 

of the Legislative Yuan in December 2015, the same-sex marriage bill 

shall be proposed by the newly elected legislators in the 9th term of 

Legislative Yuan, which will begin in February 2016. 

 

The other two bills on domestic partnership rights and family 

membership have not been proposed in the Legislative Yuan. The 

contents of these two bills are based on the new forms of family 

relations, but they are misrepresented as the legalization of incest and 

polygamy. Legal experts have already pointed out the errors in the 

literature circulated by religious groups, but we have yet to receive any 

clarification.  

 

Dialogue and tolerance are necessary 

We understand that the bills may not be acceptable to some people. 

Therefore, Legislator Cheng, Li-Chiun and I held a public hearing on 

same-sex marriage on November 19th, 2013 where both sides of the 

argument were discussed. We hope this public hearing can produce a 

positive dialogue in the society. 

 

Although the public hearing did not produce an immediate consensus, 

the “Taiwan Social Change Survey” published by Taiwan’s Academia 



Sinica indicates that more than 52% Taiwanese are in favor of same-sex 

marriage. It is inevitable that different and contradictory opinions are 

existent in a diverse society, just as there are conflicts and 

misunderstandings on the ethnicity issue. In order to achieve societal 

progress, dialogue based on empathy and inclusiveness is needed. 

 

Not all Christians are against same-sex marriage. In an interview 

published in the Italian daily Corriere Della Sera in March, 2014, Pope 

Francis reiterated that “the church's teaching that marriage is between 

a man and a woman,” while acknowledging that governments want to 

adopt civil unions for gay couples and others to allow for economic 

and health benefits, and stating that “churches in various countries 

must account for those reasons when formulating public policy 

positions”. Even though he called same-sex marriage “an attempt to 

destroy God’s plan,” his position on civil unions for homosexual couples 

can be viewed more welcoming. In addition, in July 2013 the Pope 

stated “If a person is a gay, and follows the Lord and has good will, who 

am I to judge?” In September in the same year, he called for the 

Church to focus more broadly on positive messages about Jesus Christ 

and love as opposed to focusing narrowly on gay marriage, abortion 

and contraception, asking “when God looks at a gay person, does he 

endorse the existence of this person with love, or reject and condemn 

this person? We must always consider the person." 

 

We must strive to continue to dialogue between these different views. 

Regardless of whether the bill is passed, we should always remember 

that most social care policies are based on the family, and thus 

homosexual and transgender couples are being discriminated against. 

I shall continue to work for the elimination of these discriminatory 

policies and the protection of the basic rights of homosexual people. 


