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Beyond the Sate:

L egitimatizing Gender Equity in Education in Taiwan

Abstract

For the past ten years, the gender issues have been introduced to education reform in
1996, officialy included in the curriculum in 1998 and regulated under the Gender
Equity Education Law of 2004. In effect, Taiwan represents asignal example of broad
institutional change with respect to gender education in matters both of legislation and
policy. The most important achievement of the period of campaigning for gender
education to date is the legislation of gender equity in education. The embedding of
gender in education did not follow a smooth path in terms of policy formulation.
Feminist activists drove the process of reform by retaining control over the naming of
the legislation, and its wording, thus preserving the language and imperatives of
gender equity. In this article, | examine the formation of the Gender Equity Education
Law, detailing the struggles, contentions, and negotiations that underlay the eventual
approval of gender reform in education.

Key Words. gender equity, education, legislation, policy, women’s movements
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Gender Education is like ‘Nan-Nu Yu-Pieh’ ? Deconstructing Harmony and
Respect in a Confucian Society. 7% # > Research Committee on Sociology
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‘Gender Education’ is like ‘Nan-Nu Yu-Pieh’?
Deconstructing Harmony and Respect in a Confucian Society

Abstract

The longstanding Confucian idea of ‘Nan-Nu Yu-Pieh’, literally spelling out that men
and women are naturally different and thus should be treated differently, impinges on
Taiwanese society despite its ‘modernisation’. The vocabulary of harmony with its
emergent idea of respect has long been a core conception of Chinese political
philosophy and a common object of consensus in pan-Chinese society. In this sense,
both turn up in a number of policy documents in relation to gender and education.
School voices in response to reforms, however, seem to be rarely investigated and
heard. Located in the sociology of education policy, this article, then, first explicates
how school practitioners have interpreted gender equity as well as gender education;
second, seeks to capture the discrepancies between the conventional notions of
‘respect’, ‘harmony’ and gender equity through which examining possible
discontinuities between teachers words and discursive struggles in terms of the



delivery of policy in a Confucian society of Taiwan.

% - KB x%p 5 ¢ . Structural Change as a Form of Educational Policy
Legitimation: Contesting Gender Valuesin Taiwan » % % 3% Session 7: Old and new
conflictsin education. # < #f & 4= :

Abstract

The dramatic changes during the past 20 yearsin Taiwan offer a good example of how
gender policy in education is facilitated by a combination of interrelated economic,
political and socia forces. Taiwan's policy on gender education emerged from the
interaction of state, education, academic and non-academic feminist positions in
reforms. This paper demonstrates—first, the importance of the socio-political contexts
in which reform was proposed, and second, the actions of feminists in making best
use of the opportunities thrown up by a confluence of social factors. The socid,
economic and political transformations of the 1980s saw the rise of a'new" state both
supposedly and in reality more responsive to the needs of NPOs. In testing out
relationships of partnership with the state, feminist activists saw the deregulation of
education as an opportunity to get women's issues on the agenda. These reforms were
catalysed by a series of social events bringing together supporters in a mood of
celebration, protest or mourning specifically in response to particular events. The
struggles, contentions, and negotiations that underlay the eventual approva of gender

reform in education are illustrated.
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