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1. What is “human security”? Is there a useful concept? Who wins and who loses when this concept is employed by policy-makers?

The concept of “human security” often considered as security of state by military means. However, its concept is in change for broader context in recent years. The Human Security: Concept and Measurement said that the two most important sets of writings on human security have been done by United Nations Development Programme (UNDP) and the Canadian Department for Foreign Affairs and International Trade (DFAIT). The definition provided by UNDP in its Human Development Report in 1994 introduced a question of “security for whom” by arguing the “security of individuals, not just security of their nations” and “security of people, not just security of territory”
. The UNDP Report established seven dimensions of human security: economics, food, health, environment, personal, community and political
. Therefore, it brought up the idea of human security as safety and well-being of all the people everywhere, at their work, home, communities, environment and so on. 

DFAIT’s definition of human security also implies security for individuals. The DFAIT brought up a question of “security of what values” beyond the question of “security of whom” by UNDP by arguing “global security”
. It said “human security means safety for people from both violent and non-violent threats”
. And its value included “an acceptable quality of life,” and “a guarantee of fundamental human rights” such as “basic needs…, sustained economic development, human rights and fundamental freedoms, the rule of law, good governance, sustainable development and social equity”
. Thus, it can be said that the definition of DFAIT is narrower than that of UNDP. 

Definitions of human security by UNDP and DFAIT overlap in many parts. Both state human security means not only state security, but also individual security. Also both said that human security means guarantee of political, cultural, social, economic, environmental rights with a respect to fundamental human rights. I agree on the mixture of both concept developed by UNDP and DFAIT. Also, I agree to consider gender perspective in human security as Beth Woroniuk said in the Women’s Empowerment in the Context of Human Security. The aim of including gender perspective in human security is to bring “women and men benefit equally” and “the ultimate goal is to achieve gender equality”
. 

The winner and loser changes when this concept of human security is employed by policy-makers depending on the range of values on state sovereignty. Also, interpretation and emphasis of understanding of the definition make difference as well. However, it can be said that some groups of people always become winners and losers no matter the range of value in state sovereignty, interpretation and emphasis of the definition of human security. The winners are the state and state authorities such as decision-makers, police and military. And the losers are the general public. Especially among the general public, the poor tend to become the first group of people who loses. It is true that women and children are considered as the less powerful group of people in society. However, no matter gender, sex and age, the poor is ignored and lose their fundamental human rights and human security that are supposed to be ensured by their sovereign states. For example, women and children are protected and supported by laws in case they are trafficked. But it is not the case with men. Men are also trafficked to labor exploitation, for example in fishery and construction. However, they do not have any protection because they are men and men are not considered to be trafficked. Those men, women and children have nothing in difference in their reasons to be trafficked. They are trafficked because they live in poverty and do not have human security. Women and children are at higher risk to lose their human security than men in general and also among the poor. However, in certain extent, men become worse loser than women and children who are protected by laws. 

Also, people without citizenship and stateless people, such as ethnic minorities in hill tribes in Thailand and its neighboring countries, become loser all the time. As it is said above, women and children in this group are at higher risk than men in their community. But those women and children are better protected than men if all are in the same risk as same as poor citizens. As conclusion of this argument, it can be said that people with power and voice become winners and people without power and voice become losers all the time. And among the poor, women and children are at higher risk than men but if all are in the risk, women and children are better protected and supported than men specifically in case of trafficking. For this reason, gender perspective should be included in human security. Gender perspective not only empowers women who tend to be at higher risks, but also improve treatment for men at risk as well. 
Sovereignty that each state has sometimes becomes a negative factor for human security. Sovereignty means that “a people and its government have exclusive control over some space and territory” and it also implies that “within their territory, they are free to regulate their own affairs as they see fit”
. Therefore, a state that is supposed to ensure not only national but also human security can be an actor that limit human security over its national security. The form of government’s political structure has influence on the range of winning and losing between the state and its people because of the state sovereignty. For these reasons, definitions of human security by both UNDP and DFAIT are important. UNDP definition says that human security “is not a concern with weapons—it is a concern with human life [physical safety and well-being] and dignity [freedom]”
. In consequence, this means that freedom and/or dignity of the individual in social and political life
. Similarly, definition of human security by DFAIT states that human security implies “an acceptable quality of life
” as well as “a guarantee of fundamental human rights
”. Thus, DFAIT definition also indicates physical safety, well-being and a basic charter of political freedoms
. 
2. What are the “human security” issues confronting Thailand? How are these issues being addresses by the government of Thailand? (According to official reports? To NGOs?) How are these issues being addressed by nongovernmental organizations? (According to NGOs? To their critics?)

Human security issues confronting Thailand relate to lack of social, political, economic and cultural rights of people who live in the territory of Thailand. For example, the issue of nationality and stateless people in hill tribes
, lack of trafficking related laws’ implementation and enforcement
, trafficking in not only women and children but also in men
, corruption of police and immigration officers
, and media control against local and international nongovernmental organizations by the Thai government, especially by Prime Minister
. In addition, the core and overall issue concerning trafficking in human beings is poverty
. Lack of all sorts of opportunities including receiving education, public health service, general information about their human rights and the reality of trafficking, language skill and so on make the poor in risk of being trafficked. Furthermore, the most importantly, lack of economic opportunities among the poor make them at high risk of trafficking, forced labor and labor exploitations.


Some of these issues Thailand confronts, such as the issue of nationality and trafficking in men, are recognized by the Thai government. This is why there are laws that regulate trafficking in human being and international conferences with the presence of Thai government officials in Thailand. Also, Thai government recognizes that international cooperation, especially cooperation among sub-Mekong region, is essential to combat trafficking in human beings. However, as it is mentioned as one of the issues, these issues Thailand confronts are not addressed, laws are not implemented or enforced and some international cooperation established in sub-Mekong region is not functioning because the lack of human capacity in authorities. 
While the Thai government does not address the issues strong enough, local and international nongovernmental organizations and international institutions, such as institutions in United Nations, address them well. All local and international nongovernmental organizations recognize issues Thailand confronting as issues and address, but because they have their own beliefs and policies in their work. Therefore, their standpoints on each issues, how they address or work on them and their priority issues differ depending on organizations. 
Many international and local nongovernmental organizations address the issues both at international and Thai local level. Specifically, local nongovernmental organizations tend to focus on addressing the issue among the local Thai people at risk rather than addressing them at international community level or toward the Thai government. International nongovernmental organizations and international institutions also address the issues among Thai people at risk of trafficking in persons. But at the same time, many tend to address the issues toward the Thai government, that local Thai organizations are harder to do so for political reasons. In addition, some international institutions, such as AUSAID, provide trainings for Thai authorities, such as the Thai Loyal Police
. 


One of the essential factors to address these issues Thailand confronts is to use statistics and research data effectively. Many international institutions and local and international nongovernmental organizations use statistics to draw attention on the issue of trafficking that Thailand has and also to gather funding. And sever criticism gathers on the use and reliability of statistics and other research data
. Since numbers and fact stories always capture attention of international community and people in general public, statistics of some research are exaggerated. At the same time, gathering data for statistics is difficult since it is possible to draw various interpretations and emphasis from the definition of trafficking and also human security. David Feingold stressed the difficulties of defining the differences of trafficked persons, illegal workers and immigrants in gathering statistics on trafficking. Statistics and research data are useful tool to address the significance of the issues Thailand confronts, but at the same time they are one of the points that criticism emerges. 

3. What has been the role of regional actors and international in addressing these issues? Can or should this role be changed?

As it has been mentioned in the section for question two, both local and international actors address the issues of trafficking and human security at the local Thai people level, the Thai government level and the international community level. However, how they address the issue, perceptions on each issue, priority issues and which level the local/international actor is good at addressing the issues are different depending on their interpretations, definitions and emphasis of understanding trafficking in persons and human security. 

The local actors, such as local nongovernmental organizations are good at addressing the issues among local Thai people from the stand points of the local Thai people at risk by asking “what do you need.” International actors also work with the local Thai people, but they are good at addressing the issue toward the Thai government and international community in general. Because of political reasons, it is difficult for local actors to address the issue toward the Thai government. But in case of international actors, it is easier because they have other channels, such as diplomacy, to use. While local actors tend to ask the Thai locals at risk the question of “what do you need
,” the international actors tend to provide protections and support by considering “what we think what you need and want
” in my personal impression after hearing guest speakers. The issues of citizenship and how organizations perceive women and children “trafficked” are the examples that we can see the differences of attitudes among local and international nongovernmental organizations with their standpoints depending on interpretations, definitions and emphasis of “trafficking” and “human security” as well as the “need” and perception of the locals and international standpoint of how they perceive the situation of themselves. 

The local nongovernmental organizations seemed like to recognize trafficking in persons as a worst case that could to happen in the process of migration for labor purpose. The local organizations know people want to and need to work in order to support their family. And they consider migration is necessary to earn economic opportunities for the poor. Thus, in consequence, trafficking could happen as a worst and unlucky case. At EMPOWER, we heard stories of Burmese woman that she saw herself migrated to Thailand, but recognized that she had been to trafficked by the government. The woman did not want to need to stay at the Kredtrakarn Protection and Occupational Development Center. Of course, this case would be seen with totally different perspective from the side of government or some other organizations that have different belief. But in case of EMPOWER, they support and protect women and girls in the ways they want to be support and protected. In addition, Foundations for Women also said similar thing. They provide information to women for successful migration and if those women need and want to receive support, they help. They said citizenship issue in Thailand and its neighboring countries are certainly an issue, but they do not force people without citizenship and state to have one. It is their choice of wanting to have Thai citizenship or not. These ideas are only few examples of the perspectives among local organizations. But in my impression, local organizations tend to provide “what you want” support if women and children want it rather than making them take what should be done as first and decisive choice. 

Many international nongovernmental organizations see that citizenship should be provided to people in Northern Thai hill tribes in easier and shorter processes
. Citizenship is seen as one of the basic human rights they should have from the state and it is a form of human security. Not many organizations make the issue of citizenship as a priority issue to work on, but many said that people who do not have citizenship and state should have it. Also for trafficking in persons, I personally had an impression of international organizations seeing it different issue than migration issue. International organizations are taking the pass ways of what should be done and should be provided in order to support and protect “victims” of trafficking with the scale of international understandings of definition of trafficking. 

The roles of local and international actors can be changed, but do not necessary to be changed. All the actors are taking roles of what they can do in their limitations, such as political limitation that all nongovernmental organizations face in Thailand. If democratization develops in Thailand, the general public has full rights of freedom of speech and the government becomes more transparent, the roles of both local and international actors may change in better ways since there will be less limitations. 

After having speakers of various perspectives and visiting both governmental and nongovernmental facilities and shelters in Thailand, I personally think that even though actors work and address the issues in different ways, all the actors do try to make things better by following their belief and perspectives. I still do not know which way is the best and right for Thai and its neighboring people. I can say these because I had a chance of getting to know various actors in the field. However, people at risk and being trafficked might not know there are various actors in the field. Those people at risk and have already trafficked are the ones who are reached by the government and other actors in the field, tend not be the one to reach organizations by themselves. They do not have a choice of choosing which organization to support them if they decided to be supported and protected. Therefore, actors in the field need to ask “what do you want
” questions in order to provide what the ”victims” really need. This is the most important question to ask in order to combat trafficking
. Not “this is what we thing what you need and want
.”
Also the general public that does not know much about people at risk and the facts of trafficking issues in Thailand might not know there is not only Thai government but also local and international nongovernmental organizations combating trafficking in human beings. The public might not know there are criticisms about the work of the government concerning treatment of trafficked persons because they do not have full freedom of speech and receive government propaganda every day. People might think what government is doing is enough and right work to combat trafficking because the information they have is very one-sided. Thus, organizations not only try to combat trafficking issues itself, but also need to provide development programs that generate democratization of Thailand. It will take a long time to develop democracy among people, but it is necessary to democratize the country by the hand of its people, not given democracy that does not have anything but frames. 
4. Is the issue of human trafficking being adequately addressed in Thailand? Why or why not? What difference does it make to frame the issue as “sex slavery” or “prostitution” vs. “sex work”?
The issue of trafficking is not adequately addressed in Thailand. It is true that there have been progress made by education and protection people at risk, creation of international and domestic laws, and establishment of international cooperation. However, in general public of Thai people, the issue of trafficking is not addressed as much to combat and prevent it. There are several possible reasons for Thai government failing to address the issue of trafficking to its people. The first reason is in implementation effort of laws by Thai government. Thai government has not implemented the newly created laws to prevent trafficking and punish traffickers
. At Embassy of the United States, the Ambassador Ralph Boyce mentioned that countries like Thailand that is still in the process of democratization and economic and social development tend to pass laws against trafficking in persons by answering pressures from international community. However, they tend not to implement them. Thus, even though Thailand has laws to prevent trafficking and protect trafficked persons, laws are not functioning. 

The second reason is miss function of international cooperation. Newly established international cooperation system is not functioning as it planned because of the luck of human capacity
. Therefore, even though Thailand and other countries in sub-Mekong region make collaborated working system, it does not function as it should be. 

Some guest speakers stressed that when people, including state authorities, talk about trafficking in persons, they tend to focus on the issue of trafficking in sex industry since it is morally wrong and attract attention
. This is the third reason why trafficking is not addressed enough to combat it in Thailand. For this reason, trafficking and exploitation in consequence of trafficking in other industries tend to be forgotten in many places of the world. 

Also, the media has influence on the government’s attitudes on addressing the issue of trafficking. Because most of the media are owned by the Prime Minister, they are controlled
. Negative propaganda about nongovernmental organizations is broadcasted every morning on television
. If Thai government continues to clamp down nongovernmental organizations working to combat trafficking in persons, the issue itself must not be addressed in Thai general public. Moreover, media reports tend to be one-sided stories and they attract short-term but enormous attention of the public. Thus, the public see only one side of the trafficking stories and show interests while media attract people’s attention. The case of house maid trafficked from Burma, abused, sat on fire, and dumped in mountain by her Thai employer is an example
. Even after her death, nongovernmental organizations and layers, such as Asian Forum for Human Rights and Development, are working to bring the case to the court and fight against the employer, who is from high rank in Thai Loyal Navy
. This emotional story attracted people’s attention for a moment, but now it has been forgotten because media do not broadcast about the case any longer. 
In addition, trafficking in women and girls gather attention of government authorities, international community and general public and the existence of others trafficked is not addressed. In reality, however, not only women and girls but also boys and men are trafficked in sub-Mekong region
. This fact has been recognized, but it is not taken care of as much as that for women and girls in sub-Mekong region as well as in international community. 
These five factors are the reasons why I think Thai government has not addressed about the issue of trafficking in persons adequately. 
According to the Redefining Prostitution as Sex Work on the International Agenda, the 16th Sessions of the Working Group on Contemporary Forms of Slavery in 1991 declared to be “sex slavery” or “prostitution” was “to be unconditionally sexually available to any male who bought the right to use a woman’s body in whatever manner of his choice
”. Thus, the “rights of ownership” emerge on people exploit a woman, such as agents, clients and their employers
. For this reason, the employer-employee relationship is deformed. Sex slaves or prostitutes are abused by their superior power, the employers. Therefore, sex slaves or prostitutes are unwillingly and forced to enter sex industry by their superior power. Trafficking in women and girls for sex exploitation is categorized “sex slave” or “prostitution” in this sense. 
On contrary, “sax work” means commercial sex, not social or psychological characteristics of a class of women while “sex slavery” or “prostitution” regard social category
. Thus, “sex work” and “sex workers” come with implication of income-generated, economic and labor activities as well as employment
. Therefore, sex workers are the ones who are willing to be in sex industry in contrary to sex slavers or prostitutes who are forced to or unwillingly entered sex industry. The issue concerning sex workers emerges in different level of human rights violations than that of sex slaves and prostitutes. Sex workers have rights to chose whether to be in sex industry or not while sex slaves and prostitutes do not. Their concern of human rights violation happens in the next step, human rights as workers. From the perspective of looking at commercial sex as a form of work, sex workers should be protected in the general way under existing labor laws as well as workers in many other industries. However, because of the lack of international and local protection sex workers as workers, they tend to face exploitation in the workplaces, harassment or violence by their employers, law enforcement officials, clients and general public. 
In academic definition and understanding, sex workers are women and men who chose to work in commercial sex industry for income-generating activities. In my opinion, however, some sex workers are same as sex slaves and prostitutes. For example, stories of some sex workers we heard at EMPOWER did not have any other choice than becoming sex worker for their living. Because survival of their families depends on their earnings, those women and girls willingly enter to commercial sex industry. If those women and girls have other choice of earning enough money to support their families, they do not need to enter the commercial sex industry. Also, I personally heard some stories of Thai women migrate to Japanese society for sex work at Forum for Women. Some Thai women choose to go to Japan in order to support their families in Thailand because this is the only choice they have to support them. In the process of this migration from Thailand to Japan, some women get trafficked. This is one of the reasons that it is difficult to define who the victim of trafficking in human beings is and who migrant is. 
By listening to our guest speakers in Thailand, I understand that international and local nongovernmental organizations, international institutions, Thai government institutions and sex workers have different perspectives of defining who the victims of trafficking in persons are, who the “sex workers” and who the “sex slave” or “prostitutes.” Because they have different perspectives on defining those categories, people in the field have different idea on legalization of prostitution in Thailand. If it is legalized, sex workers will be protected under the existing laws. But at the same time, it can encourage trafficking in persons for sex industry. 
After recognizing various perspectives of people in the field, I personally think that we have to consider the basic human security, including cultural, social and economic rights of the poor, the people who have no other choice than entering commercial sex industry willingly. The core demand factor for sex workers entering commercial sex industry is the same as that of sex slave and prostitutes who are trafficked and forced to enter sex industry. It is poverty. 

5. What would you like to know more about human security in Thailand? What issues interest you most and why? Make a list of questions to explore re. your area of interest. 
My primary interest in the issue of trafficking in persons is in trafficking of Thai women and girls to Japanese sex industry. One of the main reasons why I applied to this program in Thailand is because I vaguely knew that my home country, Japan, has been one of the major destination countries for trafficking in human beings from East Asian countries, especially from Thailand, for the purpose of “sex work”. 
By growing up in Japan, I knew about trafficking in persons for Japanese sex industry through media and also from my experiences. It is easy to tell that there have been so many non-Japanese sex workers in Japan just by walking down streets in cities even though I had no idea of telling whether those women and girls have trafficked or not. Trafficking in persons and forced entry of trafficked persons to Japanese sex industry is an issue that Japanese people can feel and see in their daily lives. Also as TED Case Studies and Trafficking in Women from Thailand to Japan report, the existence and involvement of Yakuza and Bouryokudan in trafficking in human beings and Japanese sex industry is famous in general Japanese society. Despite the fact that the issues of trafficking and forced entry of trafficked persons to sex industry in Japan are well known in Japan, I personally knew nothing about the reality of trafficking in women and girls from Thailand to Japan. Therefore, I would like to know how and why those women and girls ended up coming to Japan, as well as the legal stand points of countries involved in trafficking, such as Thailand and Japan. 
Both TED Case Studies and Trafficking in Women from Thailand to Japan claim human rights violation through forced entry to Japanese sex industry in addition to the exploitation in the industry. This is one form of threats and violation of human rights and in consequence it is violation of human security at personal level. These two reports do explain responsibilities of states and direct violators of human rights in terms of law making and enforcement. However, these two report lack about responsibility of states in human security in Thailand before women and girls enter the process of trafficking to Japan. In my opinion, the lack of human security that should be ensured by state makes women and girls into trafficking. Beth Woroniuk says in Women’s Empowerment in the Context of Human Security that despite the different interpretations, definitions and emphasis on the concept of human security, there are common stand points. One of those common stand points are the obligation of states to ensure the security of their citizens. If Thai women and girls are not in poverty, for example, they do not need to be trafficked to Japan. It is important to support women and girls who have already been trafficked, but at the same time, Thailand and its donor countries for its economic and social development have to develop strategies to provide human security to combat trafficking in women and girls from Thailand to Japan. 
The following is my list of questions concerning the issue of trafficking in Thai women and girls to Japanese sex industry. 
· How many women and girls are trafficked in a year? 

· What are the processes that women and girls go through in trafficking to Japan? Are those process seen by organizations working in Thailand are the same or different from what TED Case Studies and Trafficking in Women from Thailand to Japan describe? Are they same as the processes that women and girls go through within Thailand and Sub-Mekong region? From which process, women and girls are considered as trafficked?
· Do women and girls trafficked from Thailand to Japan know that they are trafficked? Or is this a form of migration? 
· Does this issue of trafficking in persons from Thailand to Japan an issue of trafficking or migration? Should persons trafficked to Japan be seen as illegal workers who violated immigration law and labor law rather than victims of trafficking or international crime? 
· Does government of Thailand see this issue as trafficking or migration? 

· Why does not the government of Japan differentiate the treatment of persons who are trafficked and migrated to Japan illegally while Thai government does? Does the “victimization” treatment of Thai government for trafficked persons make difference to support those women and girls trafficked? 

· Do Thai government and non-governmental organizations in Thailand work to prevent women and girls to be trafficked to Japan? If they do so, how? 

· What are the demand factors? 
· Japanese Criminal Law and Immigrant Control and Refugee Recognition Law (laws before the amendment concerning the issue of trafficking passed in July 16, 2005) do not recognize trafficked women and girls as “victims” as Thai law does so. Are there assistance from Japanese government or/and non-government organizations? Is there collaborating legal frame between Thai and Japanese government in order to support women and girls trafficked to Japan from Thailand? 
· Is there legal and social assistance for those Thai women and girls trafficked after they go back to Thailand as women and girls trafficked domestically? 
· Trafficking in Women from Thailand to Japan by Kinsey Alden Dinan says both Thai and Japanese governments had made little progress in combating trafficking in human beings from Thailand to Japan even though both governments had expressed concern about the problem. What are the factors that make both governments slow on combating on the issue of trafficking in persons?

· Is this issue of trafficking in Thai women and girls to Japan known in general Thai society?

· Do media report about this issue of trafficking in Thai women and girls to Japanese sex industry in Thailand?
· Do Thailand and Japan, or Asian countries as a whole, have the same concept or ideas about human rights as many countries in the West or so-called developed countries do? Are there cultural factors that make it difficult to regulate and diminish trafficking in human beings? 

· Why is Japan a major destination country from Thailand? TED Case Studies mentions about economic situation in Thailand and Japan as one of the reasons for trafficking in persons from Thailand to Japan. Is there only economic reason?
· Is there any place or organization that can help women and girls trafficked in Japan?

· Do international conferences with the presence of both Thai and Japanese governments, such as the one held by OSCE, help preventing trafficking in persons? Does the pressure of international community effective to combat trafficking in persons from Thailand to Japan?

· Is it only women and girls who are trafficked to Japan from Thailand, also from other South East Asian countries?
· Police training of Thai Loyal Police always becomes an issue dealing with trafficking. How about training of Japanese police, other Japanese authorities and layers? Are they trained? How about the case of other Sub-Mekong region’s police, government authorities and layers?
After I got back to Japan from Thailand, surprisingly, the issue of trafficking in women and girls from Thailand to Japan for its sex industry was brought into spot light by media. It seemed like Japanese police arrested some Japanese men for helping women being trafficked from Thailand. Not all detailed information about what specific work the men arrested were responsible for in the process of trafficking by media at this moment. Even though the information prevailed are small, I personally thought it was a significant progress on addressing the issue of trafficking in Japanese general public considering long ignorance of Japanese society in general. It is true that short term attention of media do not change public opinion and attention dramatically. But at least the issue of trafficking was brought up, it was a progress. 

The Japanese National Diet unanimously passed the amendment of Criminal Law and Immigrant Control and Refugee Recognition Law concerning trafficking in persons to cast aside the criticism toward Japan in the Human Rights Report of the U.S. State Department in 2004 and 2005 in July 16, 2005
. The Amendment allows Japanese police and immigration authorities to provide legal and diplomatic support and protection for women and children trafficked to Japan for its sex industry as victims
. Also it will carry heavier penalty on agents and any other people involved in trafficking processes
. This showed that the Japanese authorities will treat women and children trafficked to Japan as same as Thai government is doing. The Amendment does not include how to cope with the pressure of Yakuza and Bouryokudan nor how authorities treat trafficked persons to other industry than sex industry in Labor Law. Dr. Pisawat Sukontapan at Thammasat University and Khun Usa Lerdsrisunthad from the Foundation for women answered to my personal question about Thai-Japanese relationship to combat trafficking in women and girls from Thailand to Japan, she said the involvement of Yakuza and Bouryokudan make the work of both Thai and Japanese authorities difficult to prevent the crime and protect trafficked persons. Working against trafficking in persons for Japanese sex industry might mean putting one’s life in threat of, the worst case, death as well as putting the victim’s and her family’s lives at risk. Thus, in my opinion, legal protection against Yakuza and Bouryokudan is essential to make progress to combat trafficking in human beings to Japan.
Japanese Laws concerning the issue of trafficking in persons just caught up with the level of international community but nothing further. Other countries, such as Thailand, and international community have started to explore the ways to develop further solutions for trafficking in persons. Because trafficking in persons today is cross-border criminal activity, Japan needs to work to establish further cooperation with other countries and international community as well as law creation and implementation. Moreover, the issue of trafficking in person will not be diminished unless poverty continues in countries of origins. Japanese government should support and provide development aid that allows sustainable development that reduces poverty and the aid should not only enrich material wealth but also increase human capacities of aid receiving communities. 
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