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True Mother's Statement At Court 
 

   
 

"I am not the kind of person the Special 

Prosecutor describes." 
  

  

When the judge asked Dr. Hak Ja Han at her trial on December 1, “Do you have anything you 

wish to say?”, this is the full statement Dr. Han, the Mother of Peace, offered: 

“For more than eighty years of my life, I have worked with the dream of attending the 

Creator, our Heavenly Parent, here on earth. That is why, in April of 2025, the dream 

of the Creator—to live on earth as the True Parent embracing His children—was to 

be realized according to the principle of creation. Knowing this, I dedicated my entire 

life to accomplishing that dream, and I resolved that I must build a palace where the 

Creator could dwell. So I gave everything to that mission. 

  

I have had no interest in the politics of this country. Not in my entire life. My life has 

been devoted to educating humanity so that all people, as one human family 

attending our Heavenly Parent, receive Heaven’s love as true families and ultimately 

enter the Kingdom of Heaven. 

  

Because of this, everyone - political leaders, religious leaders, academic leaders 

around the world - know me as the Mother of Peace, as Holy Mother Han. Regarding 

this current situation as well, since they have observed me for a long time, they are 

deeply concerned about what is happening. It is true that many high-level figures are 

hoping that this trial will be handled in a genuinely democratic and just manner. 



 

 

  

I am not the kind of person the Special Prosecutor describes! I have not feared 

Heaven for even a moment—I love Heaven! Because fulfilling the dream of our 

Heavenly Parent on earth has been my lifelong wish, I earnestly ask that, if any 

opportunity arises in connection with this unfortunate event, you will come to 

Gapyeong and see for yourselves. Please come to Gapyeong. See with your own 

eyes what I have done.” 

  

 

   
 

Rev. Dunkley's Report on Day 1 of 

True Mother's Trial 
 

 

 

Inside the December 1 Hearing: What Unfolded in the Dr. Han Case 

 

The first substantive hearing for Dr. Hak Ja Han and three co-defendants took place 

on December 1, 2025, at the Seoul Central District Court, drawing significant media 

interest and a long line outside the courtroom even before proceedings began. The 

morning session, held from 10:10 to 11:40, provided the clearest view yet of the 

prosecution’s strategy, the defense’s overarching rebuttal, and the court’s approach 

to managing a complex, high-profile trial. 
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Speak up on 
social media 

 

Share this injustice and your personal 

testimony on social media. Facts and 

articles to share about her detention 

can be found in the News section of 

MotherOfPeace.com and by following 

Rev. Dunkley on X. 
 

 

  

   
 

  

get informed  



 

 

 

  

Support 
religious 
freedom 

 

Your generosity is helping us fight this 

injustice. Help us promote religious 

freedom in South Korea by making a 

donation below. 
 

 

  

   
 

  

 

  

Wear the 
message 

 

Show your support for True Mother 

with a #ReleaseTheMotherOfPeace and 

FAITH FREEDOM PEACE t-shirt or 

hoodie. 
 

 

  

   
 

Follow Us 
 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

   

  

   
 

  

Did a friend forward this to you? Subscribe to The Newsletter. 

  

   
 

  

   
   

   
     

 

support here  

buy here  













5. Embezzlement involving payments to foreign politicians, notably in 

Senegal, under the Aggravated Punishment of Specific Economic 

Crimes Act. 

6. Workplace embezzlement concerning internal "gift money" funds. 

Co-defendants Jung and Lee were separately accused of personal 

embezzlement-approximately KRW 2 billion in Jung's case and KRW 145 

million in Lee's. 

The prosecution portrayed Dr. Han as the organization's "supreme 

authority," describing a structure in which "not a single won could be 

moved" without her approval. Jung was positioned as a "gatekeeper," while 

Yoon was depicted as the executor of the alleged scheme. 

Political Motive Allegations 

The prosecution asserted that the group sought influence in two directions: 

• Toward the National Assembly, allegedly approaching Rep. Kweon 

"using votes as a bargaining chip." 

• Toward the Presidential Office, allegedly attempting to create access 

to First Lady Kim Keon-hee and President Yoon Suk-yeol. 

Prosecutors cited meetings and phone calls as evidence of improper 

religious-political entanglement, arguing that the conduct violated Korea's 

constitutional separation of religion and state. 

At one point the prosecutor added a pointed remark that church members 

had donated "using their jeonse (housing deposit) funds"-a statement 

with no legal relevance but clear emotional effect. 

Defense Pushes Back: "This Case Begins With 

Yoon, Not Dr. Han" 

Dr. Han's legal team presented a sharply different view of the case, arguing 

it originated entirely from Yoon Young-ho's personal political ambitions 

and his unilateral activities. The defense stressed that: 

• The doctrine cited by prosecutors reflects Yoon's personal 

interpretations, not official teaching. 

• Dr. Han never advocated "theocracy," nor did she ever claim that 

political leaders must obey her. 

• Statements such as "politics and religion must become one" referred to 

cooperative values, not institutional domination. 

Charge-by-Charge Denial 

The defense rejected every major allegation: 

• Political donations/ split donations: Dr. Han did not receive reports 

about such activities, which were handled by Yoon. Funds used were for 

church purposes, not personal or political gain. 

• Gifts to Kim Keon-hee: Dr. Han gave no instruction to purchase gifts. 

Yoon selected the items, purchased them using Lee's credit card, and 

withdrew excess funds-su estin ersonal misuse. 








