
Did Hwang then-Acting-President not know of Martial Law Plan? 

- Original Marital Law Documen, “Preparation Plan for the Current State of Affairs,” Disclosed - 

 

The Center for Military Human Rights Korea (CMHRK) has obtained a piece of evidence 

that implies the possibility of involvement of the Head of Liberty Korea Party, Mr. Hwang 

Gyo-ahn, in the process of drafting the so-called ‘Defense Security Command (DSC) Martial 

Law Document’. Unlike the inter-investigation briefing of ‘Joint-Investigation Team’s 

Martial Law Questions’ which was halted on 7 November 2018 due to former Defense 

Security Commander Jo Hyeon-cheon’s flight overseas, it appears that the Prosecutors 

actually had numerous pieces of concrete and clear evidence regarding armed oppression 

over the candle-light vigil. However, Mr. Hwang was not even once summoned by the then-

prosecutors who closed the case with ‘suspension of witness’.  

The CMHRK has secured the original version, “Preparation Plan for the Current State of 

Affairs”, of the DSC Martial Law Document, “Implementation Plan of Wartime Martial Law 

and Joint-Investigation”, released on 6 July 2018. The new material contains much more 

detailed instructions than the previous one. Also, the CMHRK gained knowledge of the 

process of the draft of the document through monitoring on-going trials (2018Go37: charged 

against responsible figures and working-level staff of the martial law document). 

On 17 February 2017, then-Minister of National Defense Han Min-gu instructed then-

Defense Security Commander Jo Hyeon-cheon to draw up the concerned document. Then, 

Commander Jo assigned the task to 3rd Investigation Director Gi U-jin. On 18 February, a 

task force team was established under the name of ‘Future Counter-espionage Development 

Task Force’ as a disguise.  

The Task Force swiftly carried out its mission. The draft work was done in 5 days; it was 

reported to Commander Jo on 23 February. At that time, Mr. Jo ordered the working-level 

staff to: 

1. Organize the formation of Martial Law Command in details 

2. Review the possibility of appointing the Army Chief of Staff, instead of the Chairman 

of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, as a Martial Law Commander based on peacetime martial 

law 

3. Attach a fully drafted proclamation of martial law and others to immediately execute 

martial law upon an order 

The Task Force, on 2 March, reported the final version which Mr. Jo brought to Mr. Han on 3 

March. Then, Mr. Han appears to have instructed, “Well done. Be prepared.” Later on 10 

March, the Constitutional Court withheld the impeachment, and the martial law, with a piece 

of colossal good fortune, was not executed.  

On the very next day of the 19th Presidential Election, 10 May, the DSC was turned upside 

down after that morning. The Task Force leader, Mr. Gi, decided to eliminate the existence of 

the document upon the election of President Moon Jae-in; he hastily ordered Major Jeon 



Gyeong-il to classify the document as a second military secret, and Mr. Jeon ordered Captain 

Baek In-cheon to do so. Mr. Baek changed the title of the document from “Preparation Plan 

for the Current State of Affairs” to “Implementation Plan of Wartime Martial Law and Joint-

Investigation” and the attachment to “Detailed Preparation Plan”, and deceptively classified 

them under the ‘Second Secret for Drill.’ They did not even keep the “secret” in the Joint-

Secret Archive for fear of the truth being discovered. This is the reason why So Gang-won, 

Gi U-jin, and Jeon Gyeong-il are brought to trial before the General Military Court under the 

Ministry of National Defense. To see that the original draft contained much more concrete 

instructions, one may not exclude the possibility of edition of more sensitive parts during the 

process of deceptive classification. 

According to the newly obtained document, there are more detailed guidelines than the 

previous one disclosed in the last year: 

1. In addition to the previous one: ‘plan of arrest of opposition Members of National 

Assembly upon the Assembly’s attempt to clear the martial law’, it stated ways to 

intensive arrest of opposition Members of the National Assembly by issuance of 

‘proclamation of prohibition of anti-government political activities’, ‘instruction on 

crackdown of resident spies,’ followed by judicial actions; 

2. The locations of deployment of martial law armed forces are more specific: 

Cheongwadae, Ministry of National Defense, Government Complex, Courts, 

Prosecutor’s Office, Gwanghwa Gate, Yongsan, Sinchon, Daehak-ro, Seoul National 

University, National Assembly, Toll Gates to Seoul (West, East Seoul and Seoul) and 

10 Bridges on the Han River; 

3. It more concretely specified the paths and ways of transportation for each of the 

martial law armed forces. 

What is worth noticing is that it contains a source that provides us with implications 

indicating, possibly, the origin of this whole discussion of martial law implementation. The 

DSC clearly stated “Establishment of Consensus amid Government Bodies with the NSC 

(National Security Council) as the center” where the necessity of martial law proclamation is 

discussed. This is not included in the previous document. The then-Chairperson of the NSC 

was Mr. Hwang the acing-President. Head Hwang presided over the NSC meetings after 

becoming acting-President on 9 December 2016, 15 and 20 February 2017. The timing, alone, 

provides the possibility of the suspicion that Mr. Hwang and other major figures in the 

Government would have discussed the necessity of involvement of the armed forces. 

The Prosecutors’ investigation was, nonetheless, superficial and selective. The 

aforementioned information was acquired through the monitoring of military court trials, 

which means that the Joint-Investigation Team must have recognized all the facts and 

obtained materials. However, the Joint-Investigation Team did not mention any of these parts 

during the inter-investigation briefing. They, de facto, covered the investigation, saying that 

nothing could be confirmed, by using the flight of Mr. Jo as an excuse. Hwang and others 

were not even summoned. Is there precedence where an attempt to subvert constitutional 

order was investigated like this and closed? The then-Head of Joint-Investigation Team was 

in the Seoul Central District Prosecutor’s Office which was led by current Public Prosecutor 



General Yoon Seok-yeol.  

This ‘Martial Law Document Incident’ is a grave case that tried to override the nationals with 

the armed forces. Leaving no doubt whatsoever, the truth shall be revealed. The Prosecutors 

shall inform the people of the truth of this incident with innumerably accumulated materials 

and testimonies, and resume the investigation to investigate inter alia Head of Liberty Korea 

Party Hwang Gyo-ahn and related figures.  

This afternoon, I attend the National Assembly National Defense Committee as a witness to 

the DSC martial law incident upon the request of the Liberty Korea Party. The full version of 

the document will be submitted to the National Assembly when the Committee requires so. 

The CMHRK promises you to uncover the truth of this case in spite of tenacious disturbance 

of the Liberty Korea Party.  
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