Ten years of entrance ban for Dr. and Mrs. Sun Myung Moon – Time for a Reassessment

Frankfurt, May 2006

It has now been over ten years since the members of the Unification Church read with amazement a small report in “Die Bildzeitung” magazine,
 that the founder of their church, a Korean citizen with resident status in the United States, Dr. Sun Myung Moon, was no longer allowed entrance in the German Republic. Members and friends of the Church had already made all the arrangements for a planned speech engagement at the Marriott Hotel; the topic was to be “The True Family and I”
. The hotel had been booked, the invitations had been sent, and the program was decided. It was not the first time that Dr. Moon and his wife would be coming to Germany to minister to the young congregation and to give a public speech.

Dr. Moon first visited Germany in July 1965. At that time, the church had but a handful of members and together they visited the cities of Berlin, Frankfurt, Wiesbaden, Wurzburg, Rothenburg, Heidelberg, and of course, the Niederwald Memorial and Lorelei on the Rhine. In Frankfurt, Dr. Moon gave his first public speech. As well as members from Germany and the neighbouring countries, twenty invited guests attended. It was a successful event and the members were able to draw much strength and inspiration for their continuing mission. 

Four years later, in March 1969, Dr. Moon came a second time to Germany - this time with his wife, Hak Ja Han Moon, who would accompany him on all successive visits. For the first time in Germany, a Holy Marriage Blessing was held for eight European couples under the direction of the founding couple.

Three years later in March 1972, it was time again for Dr. Moon and his wife to visit the Republic of Germany. It was in the Saalbau in Essen where Dr. Moon gave three consecutive public addresses to a total of 500 members and guests.
 Subsequent visits occurred in 1981, 1989, 1990, and 1992 all of which took place peacefully and without much public attention. The events were only marginally reported by the Press. On November 12, 1995, as the Moons once again wished to enter Germany in conjunction with a worldwide speech tour and to deliver their message to German members and guests, it came to the aforementioned entrance ban. What at first appeared to the board and members of the church to be a misplaced media prank, turned out indeed to be the bitter truth, as confirmed by the Ministry of Interior upon inquiry. The Interior Minister at that time, Manfred Kanther, gave instructions to the border authorities not to allow Dr. and Mrs. Moon entrance into the Republic of Germany.  Furthermore, he saw to it that Dr. and Mrs. Moon were recorded in the so-called Schengen Information System (SIS) for general entrance ban to all Schengen member states, with the result that the religious head of a church was no longer allowed entrance into practically all countries of the European Union. One can imagine the dismay of the German and European membership over this completely unjustified disgrace and their desperate desire to know why and for what reason! The event in the Marriott hotel went on as scheduled. The members and guests were not to be deterred despite the shocking occurrence; the speech was read by the president of the German Unification Church. Everything went according to schedule, however the disappointment could be read in the faces of all participants: the central people were missing – Dr. and Mrs. Moon. 

Why was the entrance banned? 

It was only through the courts that the Board of the Unification Church was finally able to discover exactly what the allegations of the German government were.

The “Moon sect”, as formulated by the Interior Ministry, is one of the so-called youth sects, whose activities could pose a possible danger to the social relationships and the personal development of young people. The ultimate goal of all “Moon sect”, according to the Ministry, is a world governed from Korea under the leadership of the Moon family. A public appearance by Dr. Moon would cause such a vehement public reaction that the visit of the Moons could be seen as a threat to public safety and order. – During the following years the Interior Ministry persisted in holding on to these arguments. As justification for a further renewal of the Schengen wide ban, which is usually valid for only two years, it was cited, that in the opinion of the German government, the Unification Church had not distanced itself from its conflict provoking basis, and that this inherent potential for conflict is only held in check through banning the entrance of its founders and leaders, Mr. and Mrs. Moon.

Do the accusations stand hold in an objective examination?

Of course not! The pretext that this is a sect of young people who strive for world domination and pose a serious threat to the national security are as old as the history of the discrimination of minority religious groups itself. One doesn’t have to be a scholar of comparative religion to realise that these clichés can be used for the wide range of various religious bodies including the main world religions in their formative years. But how does the German Government come to this opinion? Upon closer examination, one easily recognises that the origin of these accusations stems directly from the so-called “sect-experts” of the main-line churches in Germany, that is to say, the Catholic and especially the Lutheran church. That the established churches bring these arguments is not surprising given that neither church has a tradition of recognising and protecting minority religions. Historically those who thought “differently” undoubtedly experienced the “holy wrath of God” from the “protectors” of the Word. So long as the debate remained theological it was alright, but as soon as the Church found political allies, the situation for the given minority group would often become life threatening. For example, it was only in 1521, when Kaiser Karl V gave his backing to the Catholic Church in its struggle against the Reformation and placed his political power at their disposal that Martin Luther’s life became threatened. Wasn’t it in the eyes of the ruling church that Luther appeared a rebel, sectarian who represented a great threat to the social order (or perhaps the Church itself)? Similar scenarios have repeatedly appeared in the long history of religious intolerance and persecution, and not just in Christian Europe.

At times, the Unification Church has been accused of being anti-democratic because it supports the idea of bringing “the Kingdom of Heaven on Earth” and this does not comply with the Constitution. The Unification Church is however one of the few religions that has a recognition of Democracy in its main religious texts. Democracy, as one may read in the teachings “Exposition of the Divine Principle”, is “the political system for the final stage in the providence of restoration.” Concerning the separation of powers, one reads in the Divine Principle: “From the beginning, the separation of powers was to be characteristic of the political structure of the ideal society which God has been working to realize.”

Just as one cannot proclaim the Lord’s Prayer unconstitutional for saying “Thy Kingdom come, Thy will be done, on Earth as it is in Heaven”, one cannot accuse the Unification Church of having anti-constitutional aims.  

Time for a reassessment, human rights report of the United Nations 

Even if one could somehow understand the fears the Federal Government held in the middle of the 1990s, the question arises whether these have been confirmed within the last 10 years and, with that, the question about a reassessment. 

In December 1997, the special commissioner for human rights and religious freedom of the United Nations, Abdelfattah Amor, published his final report on the situation in the German Federal Republic.
 After interviewing several religious minorities, Amor reported that a climate of complete mistrust and latent intolerance prevails, for which the large churches, being “anxious to maintain their dominant religious position and to undermine the changing of a few of their members to other religious communities,” are primarily responsible. 

Amor recommends the Federal Government to “implement a strategy which is suitable to halt the intolerance in the areas of religion and faith… the State should take an active role in creating a consciousness [among its citizens] for the values of tolerance and non-discrimination toward religion and faith”. Furthermore Amor recommended “to initiate a campaign with the aim to sensitize the media, particularly the press, which all too often portrays faith and religion in a grotesque, and not to mention, in a completely distorted and damaging (for the religious communities concerned) light.” 

Final report of the Inter-parliamentary Enquiry Commission 

A year later in June 1998, the Enquiry Commission of the Bundestag submitted “So-called sects and Psycho-groups” as its final report.
 The members of the commission represented the entire political spectrum in Germany and yet, came to agree on the statements made in this report, which, in this form, have never been seen at such a high political level. And just what did they agree upon? According to the wording of the final report, the religious groups which were subjected to investigation “[fall] in principle within the frame of religions, religious groups, ideologically-oriented communities as well as other social groups.” In addition, “at this moment in time… seen from the point of view of society as a whole, new religious and ideological communities such as the Unification Church and the “psycho-groups” represent no danger to the State and society or to the socially relevant sectors”. At its conclusion, the report clearly recommended eliminating completely the historically tainted term “sect” from the discussion with religious minorities. It was even conceded that membership in a new religious group could even lead to improvements in the quality of life: “Individual and social benefits, however, which people (can) experience, must also be taken into consideration.”

Votes from the United States and the Republic of Korea

For many years, the German entrance ban for Rev. and Mrs. Moon has been a subject of attention in the human rights report of the U.S. Department of Foreign Affairs. In its annual International Religious Freedom Report, the German entrance ban is listed at the top of its section on “Restrictions of Religious Freedom”. The rigid position the German Government regarding the entrance ban for the religion founder is depicted as bewildering. In 2001, Foreign Secretary Collin Powell went so far as to explicitly instruct the U.S. embassy in Berlin in this matter and to point out to the German authorities that the Federal Republic is a signatory of the International Covenant on Civil and Political Right (ICCPR). “Consistent with the German Government’s policy of promoting religious freedom for all, and in view of the international norms of religious freedom contained in Article 18(1) of the ICCPR, [the] Department wishes to express to German authorities USG support for allowing the visa ban to expire, barring any evidence of criminal or public safety issues involving the Unification Church over the past years”.
 According to information provided from the U.S. embassy in Berlin, this assessment and position of the U.S. authorities regarding the entrance ban is still just as valid today as five years ago. 

The Korean government ordered their embassies in the Schengen countries to investigate the legality of the entrance ban. Most recently, 

Lifting of the entrance ban in Great Britain and exceptions for other Schengen countries

On 25th October 2005, the government of the United Kingdom lifted the entrance ban which it had imposed on Reverend Moon (independently of the German ban). When asked by the Press on the reason for lifting the ban, the Home Office replied that the reasons given originally (the very same reasons as those put forth by the German government) did no longer apply. In a letter written by the Home Secretary on October 2005, it simply stated: “Following a review of the case, the Home Secretary has revoked the exclusion against Rev. Moon. There is no longer any restriction on Rev. Moon applying for entrance clearance to visit of the UK.”
 Naturally, this didn't come by accident. A court of appeal had already reprimanded the British Home Office regarding immigration matters. The Home Secretary and the judge at the lower level were criticized sharply for basing their assessment almost exclusively on emotional statements of “anti-cult” activists and not at all on serious academic works provided by the religious studies experts Eileen Barker and Dr. Bryan Wilson. When questioned by the press about the reason for lifting the ban, the Home Office replied that the reasons (the very same reasons as those put forth by the German government) given originally did no longer apply. On November 5th last year, Rev. and Mrs Moon paid a visit to London and read their founder's address in front of approximately 1200 guests. Of course, a disturbance “of public safety and order” never occurred there or in any other European country, before or after London. On the contrary, a large number of prominent British citizens including Lord Tarsem King of West Bromwhich and Rev. Dr. Clinton Bennett, former director of Other Faiths Committee of The British Council of Churches, congratulated Rev. Moon personally for his successful visit to their country. 

Additional Schengen countries which opposed the German black listing and welcomed Rev. Moon included Holland, where Mrs Moon had already gotten a temporary lifting of her entrance ban on three occasions as well as Denmark. The decisive factor which led to the Danish exception ruling was the statement of Rev. Linderoth, head of the Aarhus Dialogue Centre, a Lutheran anti-cult organisation, which has been strongly opposed to the Unification Church and other religious minorities. Rev. Linderoth made it clear to his government that from a civil and human rights point of view, he could not at all agree with an entrance ban for Rev. Moon. One should rather give mature citizens the opportunity to form an opinion and decide for themselves whether they want to hear the message of Rev. Moon or not, and if so, to make their own judgement. 

Opinions of experts

Protestant theologians and Religious Studies academicians have spoken about the entrance ban. Dr. Jürgen Redhardt, Protestant theologian and psychologist at the University of Gießen, sums up in his statement: “The abrupt entrance ban imposed upon the Rev. Moon and his wife conveyed to the members and executive board of the German Unification Church the discomforting revelation that they, a church which is friendly toward democracy and acts without exception cooperatively with the institutions of the state, will have an essential element for their free development as a religion withheld from them and consequently, the chances for the growth of their faith will be severely limited.”

Dr. Marco Frenschkowski, who is likewise a Protestant theologian and Religious Studies Professor at the Universities in Mainz and Duisburg, comes to the following conclusion: “My work in the field of religious studies had led me to reside in the USA and Canada and to a lesser extent in Great Britain as well, where I'm constantly asked about the following point: How does the massive and generally accepted opposition to certain religious minorities by the German government actually develop? In religious studies discourse, where questions concerning the treatment of minorities have received increasing attention, this question has become a central topic of discussion. I have often personally experienced, most notably during international meetings, that the views and opinions of the Federal Republic become the focus of attention.”

And he further states: “In my assessment, an entrance ban against the founding figure of a new religion considerably harms the reputation of the Federal Republic of Germany in a particularly sensitive area, namely in regard to the treatment of minority religions.” Concerning reproaches of the Federal Government regarding the Unification Church’s “potential for conflict”, Dr. Frenschkowski had the following to say: “The probability of a conflict situation resulting from a visit of Rev. and Mrs Moon with their supporters in the Federal Republic is exceptionally low and anyway, can not be judged by the obsolete controversy surrounding the Unification Church from the 1970s and early 1980s. In particular, the discussion has to be kept free of any clichés and antiquated anti-cult polemics. The considerable changes within the Unification Church over the past decades must be taken into account.”

Prof. Dr. Hubert Seiwert, well known scientist for comparative religions at eh University of Leipzig and member of the Parliamentary Enquete Commission “So-called Sects and Psychogroups” mentioned earlier, criticizes the “overly protective behaviour of the German government” and German courts, dealing with religious minorities. In his essay with title “The overly protective state and religious freedom: a bizarre legal battle surrounding Sun Myung Moon”, originally published in the scientific journal “Religion – Staat – Gesellschaft” (Vol. 7, 2006, Nr.1) Seiwert is concerned that the whole issue “breathes the spirit of an overly protective state disrespecting the powerless – be they religious minorities or other marginal groups lacking economic and political influence”. He continues: “Certainly one has to consider that the entrance ban against the Moon couple was spelled out in 1995, during which time the hysteria against so-called sects was at its height and the Enquete Commission was just established. Therefore it might well be possible that representatives of the German Ministry of Interior at that time acted according to the best of their knowledge. However this does not hold true any longer for the successive prolongations of the entrance ban. Even though they must have known clearly that there were no proofs substantiating the allegations against the Unification Church of Germany, the government did insist on its original decision.”

German Lutheran Church officials also have doubts about the appropriateness of the entrance ban 

Dr. Reinhard Hummel, a former head of the German Lutheran Church Central Committee, specialising in world views (Evangelische Zentrale für Weltanschauungsfragen) notes that the Unification Church corresponds in no way to the stereotypical images surrounding it in the seventies. Hummel writes in “Panorama of the New Religiousness”: “Judgement of the VK mustn't orientate itself to earlier conflicts but must take into consideration new developments”.
 

Dr. Ulrich Dehn of the EZW has doubts whether the entrance ban against Rev. Moon is a sensible method of opposition. In the “Materialdienst” 21/05 Dehn writes: “Presently, it rather seems to promote a martyr syndrome and moreover, bestows Moon the honour of being the only religious leader placed on the Schengen black list, which otherwise holds the names of internationally known drug smugglers and arms dealers who have warrants out for their arrest.”

Yes, even well-known German anti-cult experts who can be likened to the “natural enemies” of religious minorities regard the entrance ban as an excessive reaction of the Federal Government. Dr. Hansjörg Hemminger, the appointed expert, specialising in world views (Weltanschauungsbeauftragter) of the Lutheran Church in Baden-Wurttemberg wrote in a letter to the first chairman of the Unification Church: “As far as the entrance ban for Moon is concerned, a violation of the law from his side is not necessary according to existing law. It suffices that the person, in the opinion of the government, might be damaging to national interests. I admit that this formulation can easily be twisted and I would not have any problem if Moon were to enter Germany at this time.”
 

Voices of concern from Germany, Europe and the world 

Many people involved in public life, both at home and abroad, do not share the fears of the Federal Government and have expressed their lack of understanding about the position of the Federal Government in letters to the chancellery and the Home Office. Amir Mohammed Herzog, chairman of the Islamic Community of German-Speaking Muslims in Berlin, is surprised that the foundering couple of the IIFWF (Inter-religious and International Federation for World Peace), with which he organizes regular events, is prevented from entering the country by the Federal Government: “It is incomprehensible for us how the Federal Republic of Germany, as a liberal democratic state under the rule of law, wants to ban the entrance of a man for even a short visit, who, throughout his life, has supported interfaith dialog and world peace. The only way I could explain it is to say it must result from highly inadequate or one-sided information which is at the Federal Government's disposal.” 

Volker Taher Neef, head of the Muslim community of the oldest mosque in Germany, writes the impressions he gained personally about Dr. Moon: “I was in Copenhagen for an event on 19. November and my wife was at a conference in Warsaw shortly before. Rev. and Mrs. Moon were also present, as well as several thousand people attending. I can report to you that the topic of peace was discussed there, be it in the Middle East or worldwide. The program was conducted peacefully, in a civilized manner and with much dedication. It therefore astonishes me and my community that Rev. and Mrs. Moon may not enter Germany.” 

Dr. Achim Rohde, lawyer, councillor of the city of Neuss, former district president, former representative and chairman of the parliamentary group of the FDP in the Landtag Nordrhine-Westphalia, points out the fact that the Federal Republic does not make many friends for itself in the free world with its restrictive attitude: “If the American Foreign Secretary Powell along with many others, petitioned for an entrance to the Schroeder government, it was not without reason and in coordination with the President. I had the impression that the Home Office was fundamentally more restrictive than the Foreign Office. Hardly anyone in the USA can understand that Germany interprets religious freedom so strangely in its constitution and the examination of some of the legal arguments and discussions with the Federal Government causes a certain feeling of embarrassment.” 

Dr. Elke Preusser-Franke, chairmen of Jewish Womens’ Union in Dresden, criticizes the overly protective state which thinks it must decide for its citizens what is good for them and what is not: “As a (former) DDR citizen, I know all too well of restrictions imposed by an overly protective state which forbade its citizens to have any contact with ‘western foreign countries’. That meant it was rigorously specified whom we were allowed to get to know. The SED determined what was good for us and claimed, so to speak, 'to protect us from bad influences'. Only our totalitarian government was entitled to judge what was good and not we ourselves. And now, more than 16 years since November 1989, we are again facing a new situation which is astonishing parallel to the past. Once again, the right of personal discretion has become overshadowed as an overly protective government decides for us whose acquaintance we are permitted to make.” 

Letters from other European countries have been addressed to the chancellery and the Home Office as well. Dr. Ernoe Lazarovits, President of the Hungarian Jewish Districts' Committee, Director for International Relations of the Jewish Municipality of Hungary and holder of the Great Order of Merit (Bundesverdienstkreuz) observes the German policy toward religious minorities with great apprehension: “It was the Jews who were the state enemy no. 1 in the past, and now it is the so-called sects - once again, religious minorities. Please understand that I, as a survivor of the holocaust, am deeply troubled by this attitude of your government.” 

Steingrimur Hermannsson, former Prime Minister of Iceland, speaks about its personal experiences with Rev. Moon: “I have attended several of the international peace conferences sponsored by his organization. On those occasions, I have met Rev. Moon and found him to be strongly devoted to promoting global peace and understanding.” 

Indrek Toome, former Prime Minister of Estonia, appeals to Home Secretary Schäuble to lift the entrance ban: “From my personal experience and observation, there is no reasonable justification for keeping these two people out of our [European] countries. In fact, Moon is a person who has worked hard throughout his whole life for the reconciliation of religions, cultures and also his own divided country Korea … I do not wish that he and his wife will be unable to enter my country Estonia, due to the treatment they receive from another country. But once Estonia joins the Schengen treaty, exactly that would be the case.” 

Dr. Josef Hromadka, former representative Prime Minister of Czechoslovakia, expressed astonishment about the German entrance ban: “I am very surprised to discover that the Federal Government does not want to grant entrance to the Federal Republic to the founders of the Inter-religious and International Federation for World Peace, Dr. Moon. The reasons for this, so far as I know, is fear on part of the German government that Dr. Moon and his movement are seeking world dominion and that Dr. Moon’s presence in public would lead to significant social disturbance and therefore cause public disorder and endanger public security. I do not think so. It is not necessary to mobilize against religious minorities in open relationship between cultures and religions.” 

An increasing number of letters targeted to German authorities have been sent from non-European countries. Alexander M. Haig, former Foreign Secretary of the USA, already wrote in 2002: “I know of no occasion in which their (the Moons) objective were other than in the interest of promoting harmony among religions, the reconciliation between races, strong family values and global peace. Again, as a friend of Germany, respectful of the religious tolerance encouraged by your government and its predecessors, I urge the lifting of the visa ban which has greatly inhibited the Reverend and Mrs. Moon from travelling not only to Germany since 1995, but under the Schengen Convention, also to other European countries.”

Sir James R. Mancham, founding President of the Republic of Seychelles, expresses his astonishment about the attitude of the Federal Government to the entrance ban of Rev. and Mrs Moon: “Your Excellency, for more than ten years now I have been attending conferences all over the world organized by the IIFWP which the Moons have founded. Initially, I was aware of some negative publicity particularly in the USA which had surrounded Rev. Moon’s religious initiative – but when I found that personalities like US former Secretary of State Alexander Haig, former Vice President Dan Quale, former British Prime Minister Edward Heath and a host of other world’s statesmen were attending these conferences, I decided I should attend one to see things for myself. Over the last ten years, the conferences which I have attended have always focused on the need for all religions in the world to work together on the basis of their communalities … It would appear to me that something must have gone wrong in your decision making process and that there is indeed an urgent need to review the Moon case and to resolve the current inequity.”  

Prof. Eliezer Glaubach Gal, long-term City Council of Jerusalem and President of the Foerder Institute for Liberal Studies, values Dr. Moon's commitment for peace in the Middle East: “We in Jerusalem and in the Holy Land have a very special admiration for the vision and deeds of Rev. Dr. Moon ... We are witnessing a great change in the Middle East thanks to the international activity initiated by this establishment, the IIFWP under the unique leadership of Rev. Dr. Moon. During the last 15 months, more than 12,000 pilgrims, members of IIFWP from all over the world and from all religions and creeds have visited and stayed with us, reached out to Palestinian and Israeli leaders a well as citizens for the purpose of enhancing the Culture of Peace and Love.”

Stanislaw Shushkevich, former president of White Russia, has known and appreciated the peace work of the Unification Movement since 1992: “In my opinion, all those well organized conferences were helpful in getting people to know each other better and help people of different religious conviction to have a better understanding of each other. They foster the formation of high ethical values in what we here in Europe call Christian spirituality and Christian morals: establishing stable families and the peaceful solution to social, international and inter-religious conflict. I was unpleasantly surprised to learn about the decision of the former government not to allow entrance for Dr. Sun Myung Moon and his wife onto German territory and would request your cooperation in making sure that such a mistake is not being repeated once again.”

Twelve years entrance ban - time for a reassessment 

The IIFWP has promoted numerous peace campaigns since its founding 5 years ago. Among these programs, the Middle East Peace initiative (MEPI) has made it possible for more than 12,000 individuals from over 18 countries with different professional and ideological backgrounds, to directly take part in the peace process in Israel and Palestine. These efforts for peace in the Middle East have been equally welcomed by both Jews and Palestinians. 

Another important peace initiative of Dr. Moon focuses on a peaceful reconciliation between North and South Korea. The whole world was surprised in November 1991 when Dr. Moon was greeted in Pyongyang by the late North Korean leader, Kim Il Sung. The discussions and negotiations concerned practical steps along the way toward a peaceful reunification of the country and overcoming the predicament of North Korea's isolation. An active exchange of cultural events and joint economic projects followed over the next few years. Dr. Moon sent the folklore group “Little Angels” which he himself founded to Pyongyang while a North Korean folklore group could travel to Seoul for the first time. Dr. Moon has been also actively involved in mediating in the ”Six Parties Talks” (USA, Japan, China, Russia and both Koreas) which are taking place at the moment because of the good relationship he has to the son and present leader Kim Jong Il since his historical visit. 

It was not without merit that the UPF/IIFWP, as an international NGO, was granted a special advisory status in the UN Economic and Social Council (ECOSOC). 

It is high time that the German Federal Republic abandons its misconceptions and discontinues its discriminating policies against a religious leader and his wife, who have shown a life long commitment for interfaith dialog and reconciliation and whose one concern is the building of a peaceful world. The time is indeed ripe for a reassessment of the Unification Movement and its founders. 
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