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International human right expert

points out how Japanese courts of

law consistently use debunked
concepts to deny justice for religious minority

Patricia Duval, French attorney specialised in
international human rights law, sent on 22nd
September 2024, a 29-page report titled "Japan: A
Witch Hunt to Eradicate the Unification Church"
to several UN offices. Bitter Winter, the leading
international magazine on religious freedom and
human rights published 3 days later, on 25th
September, an executive summary of the report.
The day after, the magazine started publishing a 5-
part series where Duval gives a more detailed
description of the content.
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Winter's 5-part series
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Civil cases lost by religious minority as judges swallow debunked
concepts exploited by activist lawyers

As Patricia Duval outlines in "Terms from Consumer Law Used to
Rob Faith", Japanese courts have consistently accepted arguments put
forth by National Network of Lawyers Against Spiritual Sales taken
from consumer law. According to such rationalizing, they disregarded
the sincere faith of Family Federation members who engaged in
fundraising, instead assuming that the sole objective behind it was
profit-making. Despite acknowledging the deep commitment of
members of the Family Federation (until 2015 called the Unification
Church in Japan), the courts characterized their beliefs as merely a
"pretext for deceiving new followers".

Duval writes that the Ministry of Education, Culture, Sports, Science
and Technology (MEXT), in its petition to dissolve the Family
Federation, asserts,

"From around 1980 to 2023, Unification Church believers caused
significant damage to many people by making them donate or buy
goods by restricting their free decision and preventing their normal
judgment, which resulted in disrupting a peaceful life of many people
including the family members of the guests [attendees of seminars or
conferences].”

The primary basis for this accusation is that the Unification Church
lost 32 civil cases and was ordered to pay damages. As a result,
MEXT concludes that the church broke the law and engaged in
actions that may plainly be "found to harm public welfare
substantially," as per Article 81(i) of the Religious Corporations Act.

International human rights expert Patricia Duval points out that this

interpretation faces several issues. First, this provision of the Religious Corporations Act contradicts
United Nations recommendations, as it does not qualify as an acceptable restriction under Article 18.3 of



the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights (ICCPR).
Furthermore, MEXT's reliance on the
32 civil cases is according to Duval problematic due to several reasons:

Ministry of Education,

Culture, Sports, Science Faith-breaking (deprogramming): In many rulings, the courts referred to
and Technology (MEXT) of the "victims™ as having been "rescued" or "protected,"” which is
Japan essentially another way of describing faith-breaking (deprogramming).

This suggests that individuals were coerced into renouncing their faith
and encouraged to file lawsuits against the Unification Church. Since their original donations were made
when they still held strong beliefs, the cases may have been constructed against the church, with coercion
being necessary for devoted members to abandon their convictions. It is notable that in the 32 civil cases,
121 plaintiffs had their faith coercively broken, according to court findings.

Mental Manipulation Theory: The courts relied
on the debunked theory of mental manipulation to
dismiss evidence presented by defense attorneys,
who claimed that the former believers had
willingly made their donations.

Old Cases: The incidents in question occurred 20
to 40 years ago, but the courts used the same theory
to reject the defense's argument that the cases were
time-barred under the statute of limitations for civil
cases. The courts ruled that the "victims" were not
aware they had been wronged until they
encountered the network of activist hostile lawyers,
as while being members they were allegedly under
"undue influence™ from the Unification Church.
This application of the law is discriminatory.

Arbitrary Standards: The courts presumed

wrongdoing if they deemed the donations excessive
compared to what is "'socially acceptable™. This is an arbitrary and unclear standard used to declare the
solicitation of donations unlawful.

Condemnation of Doctrine: The courts also condemned the use of religious teachings related to beliefs
in the spirit world, karma, hell, and salvation to encourage donations, even though such teachings are
fundamental to religion generally and the very right to found and keep religious institutions in existence.

The 32 civil cases cited by MEXT and the issue of illegality
The 32 civil cases referenced by Japan's Ministry of Education, Culture, Sports, Science and Technology

(MEXT) in their argument for dissolving the Family Federation rely on a shared legal theory of illegality.
According to Patricia Duval, this theory states:

"When believers of a particular religious
organization engage in the sale of goods, which is
essentially a solicitation of donations, as part of
their religious activities, such actions are not
considered illegal as long as the methods, manner,
and amounts are reasonable by social standards.
However, if these actions are carried out under the
name of religious activities with the sole purpose of
gaining profit, increasing the anxiety or confusion
of those solicited, and making them to spend
excessively large amounts of money relative to
their social status and assets, thereby significantly
exceeding the socially acceptable scope, such
actions must be deemed illegal.”

The concept of "social acceptability”, an
ambiguous and often discriminatory standard, is
employed by the Japanese courts to limit the
Unification Church's right to proselytize, turning its
missionary efforts into wrongful conduct. One notable example is the ruling of the Tokyo High Court on
13th May 2003, which MEXT cites among the 32 cases supporting its dissolution request. The court
found that the plaintiffs were gradually introduced to the doctrines of the Unification Church, particularly
the Divine Principle, through a series of seminars and workshops. These teachings slowly influenced their




thinking, and as part of practicing the faith, the plaintiffs became involved in specific missionary and
economic activities.

When doubts arose among the plaintiffs regarding the recruitment process or their involvement in these
activities, they were made to believe that abandoning their faith would result in the loss of salvation for
both themselves and their families. This belief created a psychological barrier that made it difficult for
them to leave the Unification Church (as stated in the Tokyo High Court decision, which upheld the
ruling of the Niigata District Court on 20th October 2002).

The court concluded that the mere act of spreading the Unification Church's faith was wrongful, as it
allegedly infringed upon the free will of the individuals involved. The court's decision emphasized that
while soliciting and proselytizing for religious purposes, as well as engaging believers in religious
activities and asking for donations, are normally protected under freedom of religion, such acts become
illegal if they deviate significantly from socially accepted norms. Even when believers outwardly appear
to have joined the organization willingly and acted on their faith, such solicitation and missionary work
may still be deemed wrongful if undue pressure or influence was involved.

This ruling was affirmed by the Supreme Court on 12th November 2004, thus setting a dangerous
precedent.

Ultimately, under the influence of the hostile leftwing network of lawyers and the media, Japanese courts
have embraced the theory of "mental manipulation” to condemn the members of the Unification Church
for proselytizing, thus violating their right to freedom of religion or belief.

The courts hold such a strong presumption of guilt against members of the religious organization that,
even when the defense provides evidence showing that donations were made voluntarily based on faith,
this evidence is dismissed under the theory of "undue influence". As a result, the Unification Church and
its members have been unable to present their case or achieve justice in the courts of law in Japan.

Text: Knut Holdhus

Seepart 1

See part 1, part 2, part 3 of comments on first article of Bitter Winter's 5-part series

See part 1 of comments on third article of Bitter Winter's 5-part series

Related to courts using debunked concepts: Lawyer Exposes Dirty Leftwing Plot

Also related to courts using debunked concepts: Appeal Dismissed in Case about Most Unjust
Fine

More, related to courts using debunked concepts: Ruling Aids Lawyers Group Exploiting
Donations

Also related to courts using debunked concepts: 12 Years of Forcible Detention and Awful Abuse

More, related to courts using debunked concepts: Inhuman Government-Supported Mass
Deprogramming

And more, related to courts using debunked concepts: Harsh Reality of 4300 Forcibly
Deprogrammed

Yet more, related to courts using debunked concepts: Illegalities of Activist Lawyers Exposed

Still more, related to courts using debunked concepts: Lawyers Manipulating, Coercing, Lying

Even more, related to courts using debunked concepts: Government's Foul Play Pointed Out

And yet more, related to courts using debunked concepts: Lawyers Using Witnesses under Duress

And still more, related to courts using debunked concepts: Parents Pay for Activism of Pastors
and Lawyers

And even more, related to courts using debunked concepts: Vicious Smear Tactic Used to Hide
Criminal Acts



And yet more, related to courts using debunked concepts:

Unknown

And yet more, related to courts using debunked concepts:

Exposed

And yet more, related to courts using debunked concepts:

Policy

And yet more, related to courts using debunked concepts:

And yet more, related to courts using debunked concepts:

Non-Citizens"

And yet more, related to courts using debunked concepts:

Religions

And yet more, related to courts using debunked concepts:

Deprogramming

And yet more, related to courts using debunked concepts:

Violations

And yet more, related to courts using debunked concepts:

And yet more, related to courts using debunked concepts:

Denouncing Japan

Lawyers Exploiting Fear of the

Sinister Plot of Hostile Lawyers

Militant Lawyers Dictate Government

Collusion to Rob Minority of Its Rights

State and Media Creating "Today's

Dangerous Precedent to Crush

Inhuman Government-Supported Mass

Japan Criticized for Glaring Rights

Japan Following the Way of China

12 Religious Freedom NGOs
















