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Committee against Torture, Concluding observations on the second periodic report of 
Japan, CAT/C/JPN/CO/2, 6-31 May 2013. 





Report of the Human Rights Committee, 
 UN Doc. A/64/40 (Vol. I) (2009) 









Statement by the Chief Cabinet Secretary Yohei Kono 
on the result of the study on the issue of "comfort women", 
4 August 1993, 
http://www.mofa.go.jp/policy/women/fund/state9308.html 
 
[I]t is apparent that there existed a great number of comfort women. 
Comfort stations were operated in response to the request of the 
military authorities of the day. The then Japanese military was, directly 
or indirectly, involved in the establishment and management of the 
comfort stations and the transfer of comfort women. The recruitment 
of the comfort women was conducted mainly by private recruiters who 
acted in response to the request of the military. The Government study 
has revealed that in many cases they were recruited against their own 
will, through coaxing coercion, etc., and that, at times, 
administrative/military personnel directly took part in the 
recruitments. They lived in misery at comfort stations under a coercive 
atmosphere. 

http://www.mofa.go.jp/policy/women/fund/state9308.html


Article 14 











Japan, Second Periodic Report, CAT/C/JPN/2, 2011. 



Digital Museum: The Comfort Women and the Asian Women’s Fund 
<http://www.awf.or.jp/> 



<http://www.mofa.go.jp/policy/women/fund/pmletter.html> 







In Claims Agreement negotiation, Japanese government did not acknowledge 
colonial rule's unlawfulness and denied legal compensation for forced mobilization 
victims. ROK and Japanese government did not agree on the nature of Japanese 
Korean peninsula rule. In this circumstance, claim rights for tort against humanity 
involving Japanese government power or colonial rule tort damages were not 
addressed in Claims Agreement. Thus, Plaintiffs' damages claim rights have not 
expired due to Claims Agreement. ROK's diplomatic protection right was also not 
abandoned. Further, a country may not expire a citizen's individual right to claim 
without consent of an individual citizen by treaty where a diplomatic protection right 
is abandoned. It is against the principle of modern law. If a country may expire 
citizen's individual right to claim by treaty under the international law, unless 
explicitly expressed in the treaty, citizen's individual right to claim cannot be seen 
as expired together with the country's diplomatic protection right since the country 
and individual citizen are separate legal entity. Claims Agreement does not have a 
sufficient basis to show agreement between ROK and Japan government as to 
whether an individual right to claim expired. 

ROK, Supreme Court Decision, 2009Da22549, Decided on 24 May 2012 



Asahi Shimbun, 25 May 2012 
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