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This essay would introduce and comment on the appealed
summary civil judgment No. 1202 in 2020 of Taiwan High
Court which was definitive. The topics about a contract
against the public order and moral would be introduced, the
opinions in the domestic legal praxis would be analyzed,
and the relative literature would be reviewed, basing on
the conclusion that: “the surrogacy contract, according to
which the surrogate could offer the germ cell as well as
the born child to get benefits, would commercialize the
germ cell, uterus and the pregnancy; it breaks the moral
stand in the social common sense based on the respect
of life as well as human dignity and therefore against the
social interest in a country and the public order and moral
respecting life. Consequently, the surrogacy contract and
the agreed remuneration are against the public order and

moral according to paragraph 72 Civil Law and no longer

invalid.”
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