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Hiroshi Ogasawara, born in 1963 in Hiroshima Prefecture, graduated from the Faculty of Economics at
the University of Tokyo in 1988. While at university, he studied the doctrines of the Family Federation.
After graduation, he joined a general trading company and worked both in Japan and overseas. In 2020,
he left the company and started his own business in Chiba Prefecture as a small and medium enterprise
management consultant. In January 2024, he founded the "Chiba Citizens' Association for Protecting
Freedom of Religion and Human Rights" and became its representative. In the summer of the same year,
he established the political organization "Association for Protecting Japanese Families."

Closed-door religious oversight sparks transparency concerns as disclosure of
crucial religious council minutes are denied from a meeting where authorities
allegedly lobbied to suppress opinions

Tokyo, 6th April 2026 - Published as an article in the Japanese newspaper Sekai Nippo.
Republished with permission. Translated from Japanese. Original article.

[Part 2 of a Series] In Search of a Spiritual Anchor - One Month After the Dissolution
of the Family Federation

Internal Rules Changed to Make Religious Council Minutes Non-Public

Sekai Nippo

by Takahide Ishii (B3 £%)

See part 1 of the series: Beyond the Ban Believers Sustain Community

Hiroshi Ogasawara (/N3 [E%8), a believer of the Family Federation for World Peace and Unification
(formerly the Unification Church) and representative of the Association for Protecting Japanese Families,
filed a request with the Agency for Cultural Affairs to disclose the minutes of the Religious Corporations
Council, which have been kept non-public. He revealed on his blog in March that the Information
Disclosure and Personal Information Protection Review Board determined that the agency's decision not
to disclose the records was appropriate. We spoke with Mr. Ogasawara, who is calling for open
discussion in religious administration.

Interviewer: Takahide Ishii (B3 £55)
- When did you first file a disclosure request?

I first submitted a request on 8th September 2023. I asked for the release of eight sets of minutes related



to the exercise of the right to question (B R4 1T{E) [See editor's note 1 below] and notifications of an
administrative fine G@#4:@%0) [See editor's note 2 below]. After the request for a dissolution order
against the Family Federation was issued, and when the organization was specified as a "designated
religious corporation" (8 € SR Z% A) [See editor's note 3 below], I also filed additional requests for

disclosure of minutes, but all resulted in decisions of non-disclosure.

[ also filed an administrative appeal against the decision not to
disclose the minutes concerning the exercise of questioning
authority [See editor's note 1 below] and the dissolution order
request, but the Agency for Cultural Affairs rejected it.
Subsequently, in April 2024, the agency referred the matter to
the Information Disclosure and Personal Information Protection
Review Board under the jurisdiction of the Ministry of Internal
Affairs and Communications. On 18th March 2026, the board
issued its recommendation that the non-disclosure decision was
appropriate, effectively finalizing the decision. It is now difficult
to expect open discussion in Japan's religious administration.

- What were the key points of your argument in the appeal?

Not disclosing requested minutes

concerning the Family Federation: | According to the internal rules regarding the minutes of the
Japan's Agency for Cultural Religious Corporations Council, they are, in principle, to be
Affairs disclosed. However, it also states: "When the chairperson deems
it necessary, after consulting the council, all or part of the
minutes may be withheld from disclosure for a necessary period."

The Religious Corporations Council discussing the use of the questioning rights by the Ministry of
Education, Culture, Sports, Science and Technology against the Family Federation for World Peace and
Unification (previously known as the Unification Church) - December 14, 2022, Chiyoda Ward, Tokyo

However, this sentence was added on the very first day discussions were held on the exercise of
questioning authority [See editor's note 1 below]. There were other changes as well, but the revised
internal rules were not disclosed. If I had not filed a disclosure request, they might still remain
undisclosed. Although my request for the minutes was rejected, some materials such as the list of
committee members were partially disclosed, and the revised internal rules were included among them.
The revision date was also specified.

This is the issue I consider most problematic. In my appeal, I argued that it was unjust to keep even the
minutes related to the revision of the internal rules non-public. This raises concerns that not only this case
but future matters may also be handled internally in ways convenient for the authorities. Given that this is
an important council concerning the nature of religious corporations, the lack of transparency fails to
adequately consider its impact on other religious organizations.

- What is the Ministry of Education, Culture, Sports, Science and Technology's position?

The ministry explains that the minutes in general, including the revision of internal rules, fall under
information exempt from disclosure under the Act on Access to Information Held by Administrative
Organs. Specifically, they argue that the minutes contain confidential information about the religious
organization, which must be protected, and that disclosure would hinder free and open discussion among
committee members.



Frankly, my impression is that the law is being invoked to prevent the minutes from ever being disclosed.
If the goal is to ensure free and open discussion, then disclosure should still be possible through measures
such as anonymization or abstraction. I argued this in my appeal, but the ministry dismissed it, saying my
point was "unclear in meaning".

Among the committee members were
individuals from groups such as the United
Church of Christ in Japan, which is openly
critical of the Family Federation, indicating that
not all members were neutral. For that very
reason, it should be difficult to ensure neutrality
without making the minutes public.

A Role in Preventing " Closed-Door"
Oppression

- What do you expect would happen if the
minutes were made public?

The original purpose of establishing the
Religious Corporations Council was to serve as
a supervisory body to prevent the government
from suppressing freedom of religion when
conducting religious administration.

It would be problematic if the council is not
fulfilling that function. The principle of
disclosing minutes can be seen as a safeguard
for that purpose.

I hope to clarify whether discussions were
guided by the ministry, whether committee
members actively voiced opinions, and to what
extent opposing views were expressed. The
deliberations on the dissolution order request
have become a "closed-door trial" as a non-
contentious case [See editor's note 4 below],
and I hope this situation will also be reformed.

The Kudan Church in Tokyo belonging to the
United Church of Christ in Japan, which together
with Japan Alliance Christ Church provided a
strong foundation for anti-Family Federation
groups. For decades, pastors and members from
those two churches were actively involved in
abducting, forcibly detaining, and coercively
breaking the faith of members of the Family
Federation

I do not believe that the Family Federation has
no points requiring reflection. However, in the
series of discussions and media coverage
regarding its dissolution, the perspective and
opinions of the religious organization have been excluded. Some criticize it as having a "blame-others
mentality", but exclusion is never desirable, and it is important to clearly state one's own position. Using
such labels to dismiss all objections and protests amounts to silencing dissent.

After properly hearing opposing views, | hope each member of society will make their own informed
judgment.

See part 1 of the series: Beyond the Ban Believers Sustain Community

See also Experts Question Legal Basis for Dissolution

See also Paper Reveals Hidden Story Behind Dissolution

See also Japan: "Death Penalty" Without Proof of Illegality

See also Shocked Author: "Japan Ignores Basics of Justice"

See also Scholar Questions Secrecy in Dissolution Case

[Editor's note 1: The literal meaning of & [S#£1T{# (shitsumon-ken koshi) is "exercise of the right to
question". This refers to the government formally using its legal authority to question an organization. In
this context, it means authorities (such as the Agency for Cultural Affairs) requiring the religious
organization to submit reports, answer specific questions, and provide documents or explanations.



It is not casual questioning - it is a statutory investigative power used when there are concerns about
compliance with laws governing religious corporations. ]

[Editor's note 2: The literal meaning of 1@ %48 %l (karyd tsiichi) is "notification of a non-criminal fine".
8% (karyo) is an administrative monetary penalty, not a criminal punishment (so it does not create a
criminal record).

1B AN (tstichi) means "notification." This term refers to official notice that such a penalty is being imposed
or initiated, typically because the organization failed to comply with the questioning authority (e.g., didn't
respond properly or at all) . In the case of the Family Federation, the authorities claimed it did not respond
properly. The Family federation claimed some questions were "impossible" to answer.

In simpler terms, the expression means "formal notice that an administrative fine is being imposed for
non-compliance."]

[Editor's note 3: The literal meaning of 8 E R A (shitei shiikyd hojin) is "designated religious
corporation". This refers to a religious corporation that has been formally designated by the government
for special oversight under Japan's Religious Corporations framework. The designation is not neutral - it
typically indicates that the authorities see potential legal or public-interest concerns, and the organization
requires closer administrative monitoring than ordinary religious corporations.

There are legal or administrative implications. When a group is labeled a "designated religious
corporation", it may be subject to enhanced reporting obligations, more frequent or detailed inspections or
inquiries, use of powers like B E#1T{E (exercise of questioning authority), and potential escalation
toward measures such as administrative penalties or even dissolution proceedings.

Unlike a standard classification (e.g., simply being a registered religious corporation), this "designation"
functions more like a regulatory flag. It does not automatically mean wrongdoing has been legally proven.
But it signals that the government considers the entity problematic enough to justify intervention.

In the context of the above article, the term is used to describe a stage in the government's handling of the
organization. After concerns arise, it becomes a "designated religious corporation". This enables stricter
scrutiny, which can eventually feed into actions like a dissolution order request.]

[Editor's note 4: A non-contentious case refers to a legal matter where there is no dispute between parties.
These cases typically involve administrative, procedural, or uncontested legal actions, such as probate
(handling a deceased person's estate), uncontested divorces, adoption, or registering a trademark. Since
there are no opposing parties or legal conflicts, these cases usually proceed smoothly through the legal
system without litigation. ]
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