FFWPU Europe and Middle East: Japanese Government Secrecy in Family Fed
Case

Knut Holdhus
March 24, 2026

The unconstitutionality of dissolving a religious organization in secret. lllustration: ChatGPT

Japanese legal expert calls dissolution order legally void as he
challenges the deliberately chosen secrecy of proceedings,
calling it unconstitutional

On 20th March 2026, Japanese constitutional scholar Manabu
Ishizaki (51%%¢) shared a concise but pointed legal argument on
his personal X account concerning the legality of the dissolution
order issued against the Family Federation for World Peace and
Unification - formerly the Unification Church. Writing from the
standpoint of constitutional law, Ishizaki challenges the
procedural framework under which such dissolution orders are
handled, arguing that it conflicts with fundamental guarantees
enshrined in Japan's Constitution. His post distills a complex
legal issue into a focused critique: whether the classification of
dissolution proceedings as "non-contentious cases" [See editor's
note below] can withstand constitutional scrutiny when
fundamental rights are at stake.

The Constitution of Japan
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At the center of Ishizaki's argument is Article 82 of the Constitution, which establishes the principle that



trials must be conducted publicly. This provision reflects a core tenet of modern constitutional
democracies - transparency in judicial proceedings serves as a safeguard against arbitrariness and ensures
public trust in the legal system. However, under the Religious Corporations Act, proceedings related to
the dissolution of religious organizations are directed to follow the Non-Contentious Case Procedures Act
[See editor's note below]. This classification effectively removes such proceedings from the category of
formal "trials", thereby exempting them from the constitutional requirement of public hearings.

Ishizaki's critique hinges on the tension between this statutory
framework and the substantive nature of dissolution orders. He
argues that labeling these proceedings as ""non-contentious™ [See
editor's note below] is a legal fiction that fails to reflect their real
impact. Non-contentious cases are, by definition, matters that do
not directly adjudicate the rights and obligations of individuals.
Yet, a dissolution order against a religious corporation has
profound consequences: it restricts the freedom of religious
association, including the ability of a group to exist as a legal
entity. This freedom is explicitly protected under Article 20 of
the Constitution, making any state action that curtails it a matter
of constitutional significance.

From this perspective, Ishizaki contends that dissolution
proceedings are not merely administrative or procedural matters
but are, in substance, adjudications of rights. They determine, in
a final and binding manner, whether a religious organization may
continue to operate. As such, they bear all the hallmarks of a
"trial" as contemplated by Article 82. If this interpretation is
accepted, then the current practice of conducting these
proceedings behind closed doors becomes constitutionally
problematic.

He further reinforces his position by invoking Article 82,

X account of constitutional paragraph 2, which explicitly mandates that cases involving the
scholar Manabu Ishizaki 20th rights guaranteed in Chapter I11 of the Constitution must always
March 20, 2026 be conducted publicly. Since freedom of religion is among those
protected rights, any judicial or quasi-judicial process that
directly affects it should, in principle, be open to public scrutiny.
The implication is clear: the procedural route prescribed by
existing law cannot override constitutional requirements when
fundamental rights are involved.

Ishizaki's conclusion is that the dissolution order against the
Family Federation should be understood not as a routine
administrative matter but as a constitutional adjudication
requiring full procedural safeguards, including public hearings.
The use of non-contentious procedures [See editor's note below],
Family Federation were held \_/vhich are_typi_cally closed to the public, is therefor(_e _
behind closed doors in joint inappropriate in this context. It creates a structural inconsistency
building of the Tokyo High Court, between statutory Ia\_/v and constitutional rr_la_ndqtes, one that
cannot be resolved simply by formal classification.
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Tokyo, Japan. Consequently, Ishizaki argues that the dissolution order, having

been issued through a non-public process, violates Article 82 and
should be regarded as unconstitutional and legally void. He extends this reasoning to the appellate level,
asserting that the Supreme Court, upon reviewing the case through a special appeal, bears the
responsibility to correct this constitutional defect. Specifically, it should nullify the Tokyo High Court's
decision on the grounds that it rests on an unconstitutional procedural foundation.

Ishizaki's post presents a tightly reasoned constitutional critique that calls into question not only a specific
legal outcome but also the broader procedural framework governing state intervention in religious
organizations.

Manabu Ishizaki (5155 - born 1968) is a Japanese constitutional scholar and professor in the
Department of Law, Faculty of Law, Ryukoku University in Kyoto.
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[Editor's note: 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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After this compliance declaration, there was a significant decrease in the
number of lawsuits against the Unification Church - since 2015 called the
Family Federation. The religious organization has used this as evidence that it
has improved its practices and should not be subject to dissolution.]
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