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I. Information on the Korean Council
The Korean Council for Justice & Remembrance for the Issues of Military Sexual Slavery by Japan (The Korean Council) was established on November 16th, 1990 to restore victim’s honor and human rights through righteous resolution of the issue of Japanese Military Sexual Slavery. Not only the Korean Council has been closely working with victims of Asia-Pacific region and conducting various activities to resolve the issue of Japanese military sexual slavery, but also has been working with wartime sexual violence victims to eliminate sexual violence in conflict.  

II. Updated situation related to a 2015 agreement
Since previous exam on Japan in the Committee, the South Korean government’s policy and position on a 2015 agreement changed based on its own investigation. Although the South Korean government announced that they would not request a renegotiation to the Japanese government, it acknowledged that the agreement cannot be a resolution for the Japanese military sexual slavery issue because it didn’t adopt a victim-centered approach and there was a secret deal such as removing the statue of peace so that the agreement was a result of political and diplomatic negotiation. 
As the South Korean government accepted some demands of victims, some follow-up measures were made over the last 2 years such as disbandment of ‘Reconciliation and Healing Foundation (RHF)’ that was approved establishment by the Ministry of Gender Equality.
Regarding the South Korean government’s decision on RHF, Deputy Secretary of Cabinet, Yasutoshi Nishimura, said that “Such measure is a serious matter in light of bilateral agreement between South Korea and Japan, so the Japanese government will continue to make a strong demand South Korean government to implement the agreement steadily”. 
In July 2019, the Japanese government mentioned that counter measure close to restrict exports on the South Korea is being prepared in response to “unilateral disbandment of RHF” and other reasons. At the very same month, the Japanese government started to impose economic sanction on the South Korea.
In the meantime, the Japanese government has escalated its level of denial and distortion of historical facts. When Japan was reviewed in the UPR in November 2017 and afterwards, the Japanese government has kept insisting that the issue was fully resolved with the agreement and 1 billion yen, which was contributed for the establishment of RHF in order to distribute ‘consolation money’ to surviving victims and late victims’ families. Furthermore it has been continuously using the number of victims’ who received ‘consolation money’ as if such number has been proved legitimacy of the agreement and showed the level of victims’ consent. 
When the Committee Against Torture made its recommendation to the South Korean government to revise a 2015 agreement in May 2017 to comply with international human rights principles, the Japanese government immediately responded that the recommendation just for the South Korean government and it is just a recommendation, which doesn’t oblige member countries to comply[footnoteRef:1].  [1:  https://www.scmp.com/news/asia/east-asia/article/2094212/un-panel-calls-japan-and-south-korea-revise-comfort-women-deal] 

Last December, there was a ruling from the Constitutional Court of Korea on a case submitted by the Korean victims and bereaved families to review the constitutionality of a 2015 agreement. The Constitutional Court of Korea declined to rule on the validity of the agreement saying that the agreement was a political agreement with Japan and therefore not subject to the Constitutional Court’s review. The Constitutional Court also added that the agreement “certainly lacked transparency or was deficient in recognizing ‘legal responsibility’ and on the nature of the one billion yen provided by the Japanese government”. Such ruling meant that the agreement is not legally binding and so victims’ rights are valid, which is exactly opposite from the Japanese government insist that the issue is resolved. Thus, legal responsibility of Japan is still there. 
Although the Japanese government didn’t make any comments on the ruling, Chief Cabinet Secretary, Yoshihide Suga said that “South Korea and Japan confirmed that the issue of “comfort women” is resolved finally and irreversibly, and the Japanese government has demanded the South Korean government to implement the agreement continuously and reliably”, adding that “will not make a comment on other country’s litigation issue”.  

III. Other issues 
A. Infringement on Freedom of Movement, Right to Travel, and Arbitrary Detainment of the Korean Council Representative, Y. M.
(a) On August 11, 2017, arbitrary detainment in Kansai Airport, Osaka: Y. visited Japan for a lecture scheduled on 12 and 13 August, with invitation from the Japanese civil society “Comfort Women” Resolution Movement. When Yoon was looking for her baggage after clearing the security check, the airport security called Y. and took her to an interrogation room without proper explanation. The airport security prohibited her from use of phone calls, interrogated her schedule in Japan, and purpose of visit for more than an hour. 
(b) On June 7, 2019, arbitrary detainment in Narita Airport, Tokyo: Y. visited Japan for a lecture on the life of Kim Bok-dong, with invitation from the Japanese civil society Kibotane Fund. Y. was detained in an interrogation room without a proper explanation for two hours. 

B. Interference with the Butterfly Fund, a fund to support victims of sexual violence in conflict and to build international solidarity among the victims
(a) The Butterfly Fund was established on March 8, 2012, following the Japanese military “comfort women” victims Kim Bok-dong and Gil Won-ok’s hope to support victims of sexual violence in conflict, and has supported victims in Democratic Republic of the Congo, Vietnam, Uganda, Palestine, Yazidis from Northern Iraq, and Nigeria.
(b) In May 2019, the Korean Council sought and visited organizations that support victims of sexual violence by Boko Haram in Nigeria. The Japanese Embassy contacted these organizations to argue that the Japanese military “comfort women” issue is already resolved and to defame the activities of victims and the Korean Council. During the interview with the Korean Council activist, a leader of the organization received a call from the Japanese Embassy. 
(c) A leader from one of the organizations supported by the Butterfly Fund in Uganda shared that the Japanese Embassy had continuously contacted the organization, arguing that the Japanese military “comfort women” issue is already resolved and promising monetary support for building schools in the region in return of severing the relation with the Korean Council. 
In 2019, the Korean Council planed to build a shelter, farming areas and other facilities for wartime sexual violence victims to stabilize and improve livelihood in order to pass "comfort women" victims' lives on the victims in Gulu, Uganda. For in-depth discussion regarding the facilities, we went to Gulu, Uganda to discuss further details with Ugandan survivors’ organizations in November 2019. While we were staying there, we had witnessed that Gulu government high-ranking officials threaten representative of victims’ organization. Elected officials of Gulu even said that he would kill her, cancel certificate of the organization and forcibly close bank account before us. Not only was it a clear threat to the victims, but was indirect threat to us to make us stop the joint project in Uganda. Externally it was a threat from the Ugandan government, but we could know that there was pressure from the Japanese government. In the meeting, Ugandan officials kept saying that they wouldn’t want to see diplomatic and political war between the South Korea and Japan in Uganda because of the project. We felt like being interrogated under coercive atmosphere by them rather than having a conversation when we were questioned whether we are going to build the Statue of Peace, which was never been our plan at all.

C. Interference with movement for establishment of the Statue of Peace and related exhibition
2019, there were several exhibitions of the Statue of Peace in Germany and in Japan. The Japanese government used to interfere with the movement to establish the Statue. However recent years not only have it been interfering with the movement, but have it been trying to stop the Statue to be shown in public everywhere. Above all when the Statue of Peace was set for Aichi Triennale 2019, high ranking officials of Japan made a decision to remove the statue from the exhibition. Such measure had been criticized not just in Japan, but also other countries considering that such decision is clear violation of right to freedom of expression. Later Aichi Triennale's committee decided to reopen the exhibition of the Statue[footnoteRef:2].     [2:  https://news.artnet.com/art-world/censorship-aichi-triennale-2019-1617214] 


IV. Conclusion 
The Japanese government’s persistent denial of the historical fact and its legal responsibility is fundamentally connected to its perspective towards women’s human rights. The Japanese government should acknowledge seriousness of the situation that discrimination and human rights infringement against women such as trafficking and exploitation of women issues always have been raised every time when the Japanese government being reviewed in the CEDAW. 
Denial on acknowledgment of war crime of military sexual slavery that is against human rights and humanitarian dose not only cause additional infringement of human rights and dignity of victims, but also negative impact on improvement of discrimination against women in the society. 
In particular, high-ranking officials and political leaders of Japan insist that victims were prostitutes who went to the "comfort stations" voluntarily, but that is too far from the truth. The historical fact of the Japanese military sexual slavery has been already confirmed as a war crime that was planned and managed by the government and military for more than two decades ago. However, the historical fact of the Japanese military sexual slavery has been already confirmed as a war crime that was planned and managed by the government and military for more than two decades ago in the United Nations[footnoteRef:3]. The reason that the Japanese government has brought issue of coercion is to evade its legal responsibility as criminal.  [3:  http://hrlibrary.umn.edu/commission/country52/53-add1.htm ] 

Regardless coercion, the fact that the Japanese government planned and managed the system cannot be changed by some political leaders’ instigation and removing the issue of “comfort women” from history textbook. Rather, such behaviors have made the situation worse and helped to spread hatred and discrimination in the society. 

While urging the Japanese government resolve the issue of the Japanese military sexual slavery in compliance with international human rights, we kindly request the Committee to ask the Japanese government questions as follows.  

V. Suggested questions 
a) What has the State party been done in order to integrate the issue of “comfort women” in history text book and inform the historical fact to the public? Please provide implementation plan with timeline.
b) What kinds of concrete measures have been carried out by the State party in order to prohibit absurd remarks by high-ranking government officials that have been causing re-traumatize victims? Please provide detailed information on the measures with timeline.
c) Since the previous review by the Committee, what measures have been taken by the State party in order to provide effective and full remedies to ensure victims’ rights to truth, justice and reparation other than a 2015 agreement? Please provide concrete and detailed information with timeline.   
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