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Abstract

This commentary examines the structural constraints on implementing end-of-life preferences
in South Korea, arguing that a healthcare proxy designation system is essential. While current
policy relegates proxy designation to a supplementary role when family members are unavailable,
we contend that it is a fundamental component of advance care planning. Korea’s Life-Sustaining
Treatment Decision Act excluded designated proxies from its framework, requiring instead either
explicit advance directives or family consensus; however, this exclusion mistakenly treats surrogate
decision-making as disconnected from, rather than an extension of, patient autonomy. Conversely,
international frameworks recognize proxy designation and living wills as interconnected exercises of
self-determination grounded in the substituted judgment standard. Appointing a healthcare proxy
is an active exercise of prospective self-determination that extends a patients values into future
incapacity. In contrast, Koreas current framework, which assumes kinship automatically qualifies
surrogates, overlooks the reality that authentic surrogate choice demands deep understanding and
trust. Without legal recognition of patient-designated proxies, implementing end-of-life preferences
remains severely constrained.
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Y 5 A= AR v 7I7ke] H S7F8IAL AUEolAM ESdTh EA, o] =t
o] Afolof EAA|sh= BrEC] EATTHE Aot Kim et al.[11:& AJofE7] A%} o] 3
2t ELAL HiE s ARE 1) AP =9 B4, 2) &7 A @A, 3) 4F7 B ©
A, 4) T °1F E5 GAR Wiro] Ay 7 DA R HAN WS AR 53] 9
2718 A9 9 4F7] B DACIA A= AR B ol BAIE e At =2 7 =
0= 7| & fdslo] tet H2 ol Al AR tigt Hete = Qw2 Hig
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Q77 o] 37 oo R oloiA7 )R] AEA Aok & sz Thelel
AEE Ags A F4402 BT B3 ool Awsh Aojer] At ojHEA)

She A=A AZA|o] Febsol i Flo] oz o] A5 F4 o)y, B2
.2 o]o]x]i= A& AN HAIHQl Z0.2 Tl dot & Wavt 98- ek T,

1. Q2= 2 HXlet 2F80IA 2|2l M= 50| 7H= EHH

=9 A8 A=A FINA A= Bastrhs =oe A A7 A, A5
224 A7 ol A=ofollA b=l AgdEL A9 7124 del= dAEHUAeH,
200199 tigtfAtEe] o] AR AR, 2009 ATt g U] Fofu]t AR E o
Sl digt @ikl SolA gAsHAl AH =AU HAS o] d RIZIA o] A4l A = of
2 AL 0w StaL AT T2 A =2 WALkt AFS] A gte] dgollA Hie]
Al Aol ek Xhto] AL F=olle A A Fg2 715 2700 & ¢ Sl AL
=, BAIA JAE 91 Brolle 71 Aol gefste] 24 24 & Aok Jos UY
Qto] mRElE A, 1 23 271 =ejek o nlJEAE A Qfstale H2lojeke &0
A7t HAE ol A ArbR.

RSt T PE o5 FA] t2ll A7t viAlE RS W] AR A A5k glom o
It SHoA Hepo] "agkE FASIAL ok 7RI SAIEL 191 77 soive
AAOIA =4 " A EAIA o HiEZj)le AFE 4 U= She Alert st
(2], @Ae] oAb} Qle wf 7h=o] HiE|atA & = QA ol wet dete] fdE e Holl
St ulH(3,4] AT EAFe] A9 2He W] ol AL AAskeE Soltb.0l. ols =
o= diFd A=E ZE3HA| 3ok FA AglrdgA e AE A&she Hodle 29
7F QAR Kim et al.[11419 A =9 AZAIH' & Eeetths A3of S9tEs 5740] 3t
A ez H2lE AHshe g A7 Aol At AR GAME 4T 5 S
ks, HEl )l 217 A7 o] AR QAteks =2 =RlAA] et

el AT AR A4 /g ZHe] Al Tt ol 9] 2o I AgelmdYH WA
oF BN E A E 4 o AR Z2HHES WASIEA 7118 59 =2dAle
4 dAks VI 219 AeRt S| A et tiEljlel ot Hie] A4S 2ot
A7), 271 2ol AR dE Rl e VI 22 SAAZIA etk &, diF ]l &4
O] BAIA At ER g AReIM HE 22 HE o e dde Ald A2z ofsE
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223 - U2l X8 M

S 715U SAkE AT 5 Sl SAE A HoR VIS ol ofsjdrtH Vst ¥
7Hi QL o] xR} AARE HiAlshA Aok Aoz ofdiste A2 =2 #o]A] gt

olF% A=A HAS HA oM EA] qAE AT 4 Ae EAe FA ?FX*
ShaA gate] olog Al 2T ¢ e SAE T A2 YAAL AR At @
mol e dFe] Ha dHYAH o= #d 2Ao] ojFold ZAE vl fddd 7/12_%
FgEn. 2oy ol v Hig] 2ol EAke] AR QARe Ageglo] oo 4 e A
A9 olsfi=]7] ot di=] 2ol2hs A AAITE A AR QJARet o] jlow, tiE) 2
ol 7hs e A2 A4 HAl Wzl FACKS, A7 EAe] ikg 7 & giid
ArteE SHol EASH] HEde Lefsfof et o] AAIE F3otal =] 274o] vpA] Ab
A oAret Aaglel o] Fod & QUttal AR = AARllA = Kim et al.[117F A2 74 3}
A= A H sk AAstaLle Al=o] 7uket AR QJAre] Y443 &2 154 o] g7t o
FOIA|7] of .

2. ofi2]2] T2 XY =

A8 AF50] RHEA 0 & A 45130l AP 9& Ago] Al =7lol A= tiEQl A
3 A7t oAl =YP= L A2 o] ot v=9] 19919 SRR A (patient self-
determination act)} AFAQEAA|A ] B4 F-AE ofe} ZAp4lo] QJAMEAH5E S LS
7350l ol& ti4lsto] YAE A & U= At tiAl ASES sl &, diEel A
A AAE AP B A A9 Y& 02 g5t O]‘:} A o] ‘FoE Wok=7F & Al
= AAZQ1 AP Ak e )l AL FE AlFel=7t & BAISkE 1A AP QA
A A1 EA Y 553 BAE A HTHS] “ﬁ 1Ho] SAAEHE Y HA] o 7= oY A
9 A7 ARG SHAY Qmd A4S UE & s | Qe vy AT dde
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3. L2191 XI5 HIZo| S2IfA o|njot 2Lj A

Zhol A Al S et AA ZE QT HES HETTE tEel AR AEE Fe
L ojg] gt & (substituted judgment standard) A7} A1) A7 A4 O] A
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& e AU AP HE AR dEsiA A 4= §ick 183 ALY AR A|A
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ofl=- = Shae] AIA SRR} 3 7}
]

5l F a0t} vk oje] g o] BV 4%
iy NS F2o= 2 419] o]9] HZE(best interests standard)

ALt vhtol] et 2t Aol
off ojAste] 27gsfoF gt

a2y dA9] A olmdgH2 SRR FAIA At B 7HA] ol et olshet At
flo] 715 A9 gejoll wat 2ol o] fold & Qle A= ettt B3 diE] ddvt

o SJg A% ol YA Yk & Y
A e B AP B71o] A ARA NS PASPIE, AHY oloS HooE HE
W1 ofele Holet.

2FBE g 43 ATE 3 el 5
AZAY S B3 5 A AEZE P
A AZolehs ol 42 Bkl 7ML YA
2 AAYE. BT B4 A7 2BS PAS
o] ohjet thelel A4 9N FAT FUL AR
3 L ofete] o 2220 ool 2T 4 ¢l 1 &
£ 25 5 900 AT & U= A3 BAE skl 2
A EAJ0]7] o]k, thelele At OIA Bt Hheielol ) A 2ol Het Bkl
7% Bl AP ol ol FokE A 7| ALAL AUt B} 222 B
AT 5 92 S ST Blelo] HAISH Bt 424 PAHES Ak, o] H3
ol A3 284 (prospective autonomy)| HAto]o], AEH 02 eig Tk 7hEo] 9]
L AolAL G A BEOA] BAF Tolth 3 Kim et al (110141 25K of
7| AEe) 34 Fgolet & 4 ek, olefRt 4 Qo] AZelvle] FAs] NS el 5
ek AL HAOR TAE £ART 2ol 919 BAE T AL B 2124

EF51e vlo] e BEAAS Btk 93 Bk AR TSt eRelo] Al 24

o
=2 -
T = 7Fe e AR
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2018499 2/ gz gHAR WA m= 7MIEEE Y] =2 oA
212782 DAk AR ojatet Aol AL, A28 dS BAstLA sk HAE whe i
a0l 271274 A3 o] gl dE2AdS TR A2 Ao FHAJol| 94 ekt A
7t B AEEH AT A7), SR A2 71 Aol AR SRk AR A7)
£ 2710 =5 st Brole EUEHIME oF Frtal 45 ] = 4l of et =2
S g 274 A7 SR A2 YA Aol FAIE 1t A0 AR, fie
A A= FA] FARBH &3 olshE 7hsAdol o Ty 7t Aol 27l A=
2 ERRlo] Al tiAlshA S83 24& FARIL E5S T =2 4 e Ae 7]
oty et BrQle] EA7F skl AgA o= Ao 271E +E dEloh A Era 2
7] ot} S AT gt Bjle] A2t WA o BAEA] o= ¢, Kim et al.[1]7}
FAE @Ak Aol ©7] At PArE 4 e A e g4 2ot H2ll A4
Ao =92 AA A=Y AFLAYE Td] Aed o s Hashks Ae dol A
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