February 21, 2020

To: Chief Judge Toshiro Tamiya
The Tsu Family Court
Mie Prefecture, Japan

To: President Mariko Watahiki
The Nagoya High Court
Aichi Prefecture, Japan

Re: No. 699, 2016 (Domestic Relations Mediation Case) Legacy Division Mediation Conference
No. 715, 2016 (Domestic Relations Mediation Case) Legacy Division Mediation Conference

No. 1478, 2019 (Family Court) Case Associated with a Petition for Legacy Division
No. 1479, 2019 (Family Court) Case Associated with a Petition for Legacy Division

I am Yukihisa Shida, the eldest son of the late Shigeo Shida, my father and Ikuyo Shida, my mother, one of the parties
concerned of the aforementioned cases. On February 15, 2020, I received documents dated February 14, 2020 from
the Tsu Family Court in connection with the cases associated with the petitions for legacy division (a letter to confirm
that my letter to Mr. Toshiro Tamiya, Chief Judge of the Tsu Family and Ms. Mariko Watahiki, President of the Nagoya
High Court dated February 11, 2020 regarding the main text of judgment dated January 31, 2020 in connection with the
cases associated with the petitions means my willingness to file an immediate appeal «legal objection» against the main
text of judgment dated January 31, 2020, in connection with the cases associated with the petitions for legacy division)
and information on legal procedures for an immediate appeal. The following is an excerpt from the document of

February 14, 2020.

Please send a written reply to the Tsu Family Court (a document to confirm whether my letter to Mr. Toshiro
Tamiya, Chief Judge of the Tsu Family and Ms. Mariko Watahiki, President of the Nagoya High Court dated
February 11, 2020 regarding the main text of judgment dated January 31, 2020 in connection with the cases
associated with the petitions means your (Dr. Yukihisa Shida’s) willingness to file an immediate appeal (legal
objection) against the main text of judgment dated January 31, 2020, in connection with the cases associated
with the petitions for legacy division) before February 27, 2020. If we don’t receive your reply before the

deadline, we deem you don’t intend to file an immediate appeal.

Since the Tsu Family Court (Judge Masato Morita and Chief Judge Toshiro Tamiya) is one of the parties concerned
involved in this trouble, I believe that the documents dated February 14, 2020 prepared by the Tsu Family Court (Judge
Masato Morita and Chief Judge Toshiro Tamiya) is not a response as the court (Judge Masato Morita and Chief Judge
Toshiro Tamiya) from the party that received the complaint from me under normal social conventions, as with the case
of the main text of judgment dated January 31, 2020 in connection with the cases associated with the petitions for legacy

division.
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It is beyond common sense in society at large, and not deemed to be reasonable that the deadline for indicating my
intention regarding whether I file an immediate appeal (legal objection) was set as February 27, 2020, one-sidedly by
the Tsu Family Court, the party who received a complaint. Please note that the content of the document sent to Mr.
Toshiro Tamiya, Chief Judge of the Tsu Family and Ms. Mariko Watahiki, President of the Nagoya High Court dated
February 11, 2020 is how a person in charge handled my complaint regarding the trouble occurred during the mediation
conference at the Tsu Family Court. It is presumed that the judge of the Tsu Family Court wrote the documents of
February 14, 2020 according to the law that took the place of family conciliation in connection with legacy division,
after the Tsu Family Court, one party concerned with the trouble, committed a factual error concerning his own words
and deeds in the discussions on the arbitration case in connection with legacy division, when obtaining permission from

the Nagoya High Court and without fact-checking with the parties concerned, including me.

Again, let me tell you that you don’t seem to understand what I said in the letter dated June 21, 2019 to President Mariko
Watahiki of the Nagoya High Court: “It can be considered that Chief Judge Tamiya has broken the business rules because
the chief judge who has enough authority didn’t deal with a claim about the trouble at the mediation discussion and
continues to have the mediation discussion as if nothing happed even after I sent a letter to him on October 21, 2018.”
The cases the Tsu Family Court and I face each other is a matter of common sense that a court and Chief Judge and
President of a court should hold, even though the Tsu Family Court and the Nagoya High Court allege the legality of
the cases. I suppose that both President Tamiya (Bachelor of Law, Ritsumeikan University) and President Watahiki
(Bachelor of Law, Chuo University) are private university level (where 40% of the students are mediocrities in the 21st
century) people. Therefore, it would be difficult to say that the Japanese judiciary system including Questions and

Answers (the presence or absence of accountability) is working well.

Thank you for your attention to the above.

Sincerely yours,

Yukihisa Shida, M.D., Ph.D.
Mie University
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February 11, 2020

To: Mr. Toshiro Tamiya
Chief Judge
The Tsu Family Court
Mie Prefecture, Japan

To: Ms. Mariko Watahiki
President
The Nagoya High Court

Aichi Prefecture, Japan

Re: No. 699, 2016 (Domestic Relations Mediation Case) Legacy Division Mediation Conference
No. 715, 2016 (Domestic Relations Mediation Case) Legacy Division Mediation Conference

No. 1478, 2019 (Family Court) Case Associated with a Petition for Legacy Division
No. 1479, 2019 (Family Court) Case Associated with a Petition for Legacy Division

I am Yukihisa Shida, the eldest son of the late Shigeo Shida, my father and Ikuyo Shida, my mother, one of the parties
concerned of the aforementioned cases. 1 received the text of judgment dated January 31, 2020, in connection with

the cases associated with the petitions for legacy division from the Tsu Family Court on February 1, 2020.

As you know, the problem occurred during the mediation conference at the Tsu Family Court on October 15,2018.  So,
I sent a letter of October 21, 2018 to Chief Judge Tamiya of the Tsu Family Court and a letter of June 21, 2019 to Ms.
Mariko Watahiki, President of the Nagoya High Court, a higher court of the Tsu Family Court, and now I am expecting
her to handle the trouble. The following is an excerpt from the main text of judgment dated January 31, 2020, in
connection with the cases associated with the petitions for legacy division from the Tsu Family Court (Judge Kazuyoshi

Kato and Chief Judge Toshiro Tamiya).

In this regard (the Tsu Family Court conducted adjudication that took the place of family mediation in
connection with the cases associated with the petitions for legacy division on August 8, 2019), the petitioner,
Yukihisa (Dr. Yukihisa Shida), who is the successor to late Shigeo Shida, filed an objection to the adjudication
that took the place of mediation to the court. Regarding the reason for the objection, he (Dr. Yukihisa Shida)
made a complaint about the way of the clerk of the Tsu Family Court and conciliation commissioner in charge’s
handling the case, but neither expressed any specific opinions as to the way of dividing the estate nor showed
up on the day of adjudication.  Given the circumstances where all the heirs other than Yukihisa (Dr. Yukihisa
Shida), the petitioner and successor to late Shigeo Shida, reached an agreement and the content of the agreement
is deemed to be rational, it is reasonable to divide the ancestor’s legacy in accordance with the adjudication that

took the place of family conciliation for this case.
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Regarding the claim I pointed out as a trouble, this main text of judgment says that I “made an objection,” or “made a
complain.” However, you don’t seem to understand what I said in the letter dated June 21, 2019 to President Mariko
Watahiki of the Nagoya High Court: “It can be considered that Chief Judge Tamiya has broken the business rules because
the chief judge who has enough authority didn’t deal with a claim about the trouble at the mediation discussion and

continues to have the mediation discussion as if nothing happed even after I sent a letter to him on October 21, 2018.”

It is not I but the Tsu Family Court (part-time judicial scrivener, clerk and president) who admitted his words and deeds
to “raise an objection” and “make a complaint” by saying, “There is no problem as I (the person in charge at the Tsu
Family Court) am speaking in my dialect” and “Nobody will take the place of me (the person in charge at the Tsu Family
Court) in this arbitration,” while we were holding family arbitration discussions regarding legacy division within the
Tsu Family court on October 15, 2018, and did not pronounce any specific view, including as to whether or not the
parties concerned will be able to continue to be involved in discussions on family arbitration in connection with legacy
division, the case associated with a petition for legacy division, etc. It is presumed that the judge of the Tsu Family
Court wrote the text of judgment in connection with the cases associated with the petitions for legacy division according
to the law that took the place of family conciliation in connection with legacy division, after the Tsu Family Court, one
party concerned with the trouble, committed a factual error concerning his own words and deeds in the discussions on
the arbitration case in connection with legacy division, when obtaining permission from the Nagoya High Court and
without fact-checking with the parties concerned, including me. It seems that it was not mentioned in the main text of
judgment in connection with the cases associated with the petitions for legacy division that the Chief Judge Tamiya of
the Tsu Family Court and President Watahiki of the Nagoya High Court, the higher court of the Tsu Family Court, hadn’t
confirmed the facts regarding the claim from Dr. Yukihisa Shida, the successor to late Shigeo Shida, even though Dr.
Yukihisa Shida said that it was difficult for him continue to hold family arbitration discussions in a calm manner and

could not attend the meetings for arbitration held at the Tsu Family Court to be involved in the mediation.

As I have repeatedly told you in my past letters, one of the two persons in charge (part-time judicial scriveners) talked
loudly for more than one minute one-sidedly, cutting me off, right in front of me who was the party concerned in the
mediation at the mediation conference at the Tsu Family Court on October 15, 2018 (attendees were two persons in
charge at the court and myself totaling three persons). Since the Tsu Family Court (Judge Kazuyoshi Kato and Chief
Judge Toshiro Tamiya) is one of the parties concerned involved in this trouble, I believe that the text of judgment in
connection with the case associated with the petitions for legacy division dated January 31, 2020, is not a response as
the court from the party that received the complaint from me under normal social conventions. It is beyond common
sense in society at large, and not deemed to be reasonable that after the case switched from arbitration to the petition for
legacy division in 2019, the date of the judgment on this case (the date of discussions for the case associated with the
petitions for legacy division at the Tsu Family Court) was set as October 16, 2019, one-sidedly by the Tsu Family Court,
without asking about my availability in advance, i.e., the person who made the complaint, in the letter dated October
21, 2018 and the Tsu Family Court stated in the text of judgment dated January 31, 2020, that “he did not show up on
the day of judgment on the case,” (Dr. Yukihisa Shida, the petitioner, who filed a petition to the Tsu Family Court by
submitting a letter dated October 21, 2018 to Chief Judge Toshiro Tamiya of the Tsu Family Court in which he made a
claim against a staff member’s behavior during the mediation conference for legacy division at the Tsu Family Court,
didn’t go to the Tsu Family Court on October 16, 2019, the day, the Tsu Family Court fixed one-sidedly), against me,
who was unable to go to the Tsu Family Court as I was working in the Tokyo Metropolitan area as a regular part-time

internal medicine doctor on the day.
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Chief Judge Tamiya boasts on the Tsu Family Court’s website by saying, “I passed Ritsumeikan University” or “I have
been concentrating on my career as a judge to always engage with the parties.” However, the cases the Tsu Family
Court and I face each other is a matter of common sense that a court and Chief Judge and President of a court should
hold, even though the Tsu Family Court and the Nagoya High Court allege the legality of the cases. I suppose that
both President Tamiya (Bachelor of Law, Ritsumeikan University) and President Watahiki (Bachelor of Law, Chuo
University) are private university level (where 40% of the students are mediocrities in the 21st century) people.
Therefore, it would be difficult to say that the Japanese judiciary system including Question and Answers (the presence

or absence of accountability) is working well.

Thank you for your attention.

Sincerely yours,

Yukihisa Shida, M.D., Ph.D.

Mie University
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