7 August 2008 ~ 25 August 2008
“Candlelight suppression” – Haphazard governmental power
The police shot water canons containing colors in the 100th Candlelight Demonstration on the 15th August and arrested more than 150 demonstrators by the only reason of being stained with colors. In this process, nearby citizens were also indiscriminately arrested as well as the demonstration participants. To such an action, legal circles and human rights organizations criticized saying, “It is the abuse of governmental power to arrest citizens by the only reason of being stained with colors in the open space.”　It is the second case that the police shot water canons containing colors to demonstrators since “the demonstration against Bush’s visit who is the president of the USA” on the 5th. However, if the police had arrested some radical demonstrators at the spots with collection of evidences or photos until that time, the police adopted the method to arrest demonstrators based on “color staining” rather than “activity” on the 15th. It was an “police-convenient arrest method” to consider all the color-stained persons as offenders. 
On that day, one troop of plainclothes arrest team not wearing police clothes was also put in the spot. The stood at footpaths like common citizens and, upon color water cannon was shot, they rapidly ran in and arrested the persons whose clothes or bags were stained with colors. In this process, the police did not noticed Miranda Rule and ignored the request for identification of their position and identities. The police shot color canons to the reporters to collect data on the demonstration as well as the citizens stood at the footpaths and offered violence to Human Rights Monitoring Members protesting them against illegal arrest. 
Due to such police’s haphazard arrest, not only demonstration participants but also fairly large number of nearby citizens was arrested. People Conference against Mad Cow Disease asserted, “The citizens stained with colors when they took seasoned bar rice cakes at a nearby street stall and the citizens stained with colors when they went out of a coffee shop were also arrested.” 
The extreme case was that a plainclothes policeman stained with colors came near being arrested by other policemen. Due to the property of water canon, the water containing colors splashed to unexpected directions and, due to the only standard of arrest, such matters were happened. 
In relation to these matters, the country’s 39 human rights organizations including Lawyers for a Democratic Society and Joint Conference of Human Rights Organizations issued as statement and criticized on the 17th, “The feature of the police shown on the streets is full of voluntary and illegality which cannot be deemed as the feature of official duties.” 
Lawyer Sang-Gyo Song said, “Staining with colors shows the only fact that a person was at a certain place at a certain time and does not show what the person did and even does not show whether the person participated in meeting” and criticized, “Arresting based on such evidence is the abuse of arrest of flagrant offenders by policemen.” A judge from Seoul Central District Court said, “To arrest the persons stained with colors, the police should prove that they shot the water canons containing colors to the meeting participants only and that nobody was exposed to such water canons except such meeting participants.” 
Against such assertions, a staff of Seoul Metropolitan Police Agency asserted, “Color water canon was shot toward roads and only the persons wearing dripping-wet clothes were arrested; therefore, there was no problematic matter” and said, “As we intend to attach collected evidences in the punishing process, the right and wrong should be judged in the court.” On the 17th, the police requested arrest warrants for two persons and dismissed seven juveniles with a caution, among 157 persons arrested at that time. Four persons requested the reviews of legality of arrest are under investigation and remaining 144 persons were booked and investigated.1) 
“ChoJungDong Advertisement Interruption” - Detention two netizens
The Internet Credibility Obstruction Investigation Team (Team Manager: Bon-Jin Gu, the manger of Advanced Crime Investigation) of Seoul Supreme Prosecutors' Office  applied advanced warrant of arrests of six netizens led the advertisement interruption movement against Chosu, Jung, and DongA newspaper companies that have been indulged in straining reports of Candlelight Meeting and the USA’beef. They come under suspicion that they interfered with the works of enterprises and gave 10 billion won of damage to Cho-Jung-Dong newspaper companies by posting the list and phone numbers of advertisers and by leading netizens to make protest phone calls as a group. 
The prosecution asserts that the action to make protest phone calls as a group and to ask to stop advertisement comes under the category of work obstruction in the aspect of Criminal Law. 
The actions made by the six persons, for whom warrants were requested, are merely informing the telephone numbers of enterprises which are open information. Furthermore, the subjects of actions are not the six persons but an unspecified number of general public. Also, as the enterprises received netizens’ calls cannot be deemed to have decided to stop advertisement against their intentions, there is no reason to apply work obstruction to this case. This case is merely a “modified customers' movement.” 
On 21st August, the court issued warrants for two persons among the six persons for whom the warrants were requested. The court expressed the opinion that there was an explanation that all the six persons had made actions over the limit of free expression guaranteed by the constitution and were guilty in terms of work obstruction. It is exceptional that the court expresses its opinion on the criminal suspicion of the suspects for whom warrants were requested. 
The court explained, “The suspects interfered with the proper business activities and free decision making of advertisers by intending to accomplish their assertions through continuous telephone offensives. In addition, the court clarified, “There is an explanation that such actions are the ones that exceeds the limit of free expression guaranteed by the constitution and belongs to work obstruction against advertisers and newspaper companies.”2)
“Candlelight suit merchants” – Punishment of 9 persons disclosed the list of merchants
The Cyber Crime Investigation Team of Seoul Police Service arrested 9 netizens on the suspicion of disclose of merchant list (defamation etc) who brought a lawsuit for indemnification for the damage caused by candlelight demonstration on the 13th and decided to request for arrest warrants of Ms Kim (female, 37 years). 
According to the police, Ms Kim and the like come under the suspicion that they defamed the merchants, who brought a lawsuit for indemnification for loss against People’s Conference against Mad Cow Disease led Candlelight Meeting at the end of last month, and interfered with work by disclosing their firm names, representatives, telephone numbers, and location. 
The police grasped the personal information of other 7 netizens and is tracking, due to the suspicion that they threatened the merchants, whose list was posted on internet, by making phone calls to their stores and saying, “Why did you bring a lawsuit? I’ll let you become bankrupt.”
  

1,458 Candlelight Meeting demonstrators in Seoul only – exceeds yearly average arrests
The police continues the unsparing investigation of Candlelight Meeting. The arrests of Candlelight arrests exceeded the number of past yearly average arrests. The police is reviewing the introduction of new evidence-collecting equipment to arrest demonstrators. According to Seoul Police Service, the number of arrests in violation of Meeting and Demonstration Act exceeded 1,500 persons as of August in Seoul only. Among them, 1,458 persons were arrested by the police due to participation in Candlelight Meeting. 
According to the Crime White Book published by Supreme Prosecutors’ Office, the number of arrests in violation of Meeting and Demonstration Act was 1,316 in 2007, 1,497 in 2006, 1,354 in 2005, and 1,100 in 2004. The number of arrests for last three months when Candlelight Meeting was held in concentration exceeded the yearly average for recent 4 years. 
The police have continued the trend of tough response focused on arrest since the middle phase of Candlelight Meeting when the Government party including Cheong Wa Dae, the office of the president, made a security situation emphasizing strict application of legal principle. The strength is especially strengthened in this month: they introduced a reward system to promote the arrest of Candlelight demonstrators and unconditionally arrested the citizens stained with the colors of water canon by inputting plainclothes arrest teams.
Female Candlelight Meeting arrests were asked “divestment of underwear” in the police stations
People’s Conference against Mad Cow Disease filed the National Human Rights Commission of Korea a petition asking the correction and authorized investigation of human rights infringement in relation to the matter that the police asked the female persons arrested during Candlelight Meeting to undress their underwear, on the 21st. The police arrested, “We removed underwear due to possible use as the tool for self-injury or self-murder.” People’s Conference against Mad Cow Disease announced that the cases that the police forcibly demanded underwear divestment to the female arrests of Candlelight Meetings form 25 June to 15 August were 1 case in Mapo, 5 in Gangnam, 3 in Jungbu, and 6 in Seobu, in total 15 cases.
