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INTERROGATION OF

gl&arguis ] KIDO, KOICHI

DATE AND TIME: 21 January 1946, 1415 -~ 1630 hours
PLLGE ¢ Sugamo Prison, Tokyo, Japan

PRESENT +  (Marquis) KIDO, Koichi

Mr. Henry R. Sackett, Interrogator
Lt. Fred F,. Suzukawa, Interpreter
(Miss) S. M. Betar, Stenographer

Questions by; Mr. Sackett

this proceeding?

Lt. s-lzu.ka'al I do.

Q We have a new interpreter as the other young men couldn't be here,
but we will proceed the same as before, We are g0oing through your
diary, if you remember, I think we were talking about your
entries on September 10, 1931, 1In your diary on that date you

refer to Mr. TANI as head of the Asiatic Burean., What was the
Asiatic Bureau?

A The Asiatic Bureau was a bureau of the Foreign Ministry and it
handled the China matter,

Q Generally speaking, what did it do with reference to China in
those days?

A It handled all matters concerning China. Before, it was divided
into administrative sections, It later was divided into a Buro-
pean Section, American Section and Asiatic section
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It was a division of foreign offices? Is that correct?

Yes.,

In your diary of September 10, you indicate that Mr. TANI told
you about the China affeir, as he understeod it at thet time. -
Yhat do you recall as having bheen sald?

At that time, theres were many disturbances by the Chinese and the
Japanese. Therefore, he told me that what would happen in the
future was inconceivable,

In other words, at that time, he was anticipating that there might
be some trouble?

And that at that time, the Foreign Ministry explained about the
rights of self-preservation,

Do you mean by thet that he explained it might be necessary for

the Japanese to defend their nationals in China?
Yes, such a thing has also been anticipated.

And what, if anything, did he say to you with reference to the
Army creating incidents in China in those days?

Those things were not heard of very much.

That developad later, is that right?

Yes,

Who was Mr. Oda?

He wes my friend,

tias he in government service?

No, he vas a member of the House of Peers at that time.

What other government offices did Mr. TANI hold in later vears?

He waes the Chief of the Intelligence Bureau of the Cahinet and
later on he wes Ambassador to China, Fe is still Ambassador to

China,
Was Mr. OKABE the former Chief Secretary to the Lord Keeper?

Yes




Q He was your predecessor as Secretary to the Iord Keeper? 1Is
that right? :

A Yes.

Q What offices, if any, did Okabe hold in the Government in later
years?

A At the last, during Tojo's Cabinet, he was the Minister of
Education,

Q Did he hold any other govermmental offices, do you recall?
A Before, he was an official in the Foreign Ministry,
Q Your diary indicates that on or about the 10th of September,

the Emperor called the Minister of War in with reference to
the March affair and that about that time you talked with
Vice Minister Kobayashi and he told you-~ what the Imperor dis-
cussed with the Wer Minister. Do you recall what that was?

At that time, he was very sorry to have caused anxiety to the
Emperor,

What else did he say?

A I have no recollection of these things. This [i_ndicating diarﬂ
pertains to the Navy,

I don't understand what you mean by "Phis pertains to the Navy,."

A Because the Navy did not participate in the Mareh Incident and
there was no special discussion of the affair,

It was my understanding that there was a generz)l plot on behalf
of the Army to try to take over political authority. That was
reported to the Imperor and the Baperor called in the War Minie

ster and discussed it with him. What was the Baperor's attitude
and what did he discuss?

There was no report given to the Eanperor at that time and the War
Minister had denied such a report. Therefore, it was only a
caution or admonition by the Emperor to follow the regulations

of the Armmy. Therefore, the March Incident, even up until today
is not known publicly,
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Who was the particular War Minister that the Emperor admonished
at that time?

Perhaps it was MINAMT.

Would you tell us in your own words, after reading your entry
in your diary as of September 19, just what happened on that
day with reference to the Manchurian Incident?

I had heard, as written here in the diary, that the M anchurian
Incident had occurred, Therefore, I stopped my schedule of

pPlaying golf and went to the office and heard the details of the
news from the Chief Aide-de-Camp.

What did he tell you that you recall?

At that time, detailed informetion was not available,

What did he tell you?

I have no accurate recollection, and because the situation was
complex or troublesame, I referred the matter to the Lord Keeper
of the Privy Seal, who was living at Kamakura at that time.

What did you tell him on that day?

I do not remember the exact content but I reported what the
Chief Aide-de-camp told me,

Do you remember what the Chief Alde-de-camp said about what
happened in Manchurie thet day?

I have no special recollection but I believe that he just told
me of the lMukden Incident and that Menchuria was occupied,

Was he critical of the Army's action or did he approve what had
taken place in his conversation with you,

and
NARA is a mild man/is not the type of a man to be critical. UHis
story was simple and terse.

What, if anything, did the Lord Keeper have to say when you
reported it to him?

I only remember that he remarked that this was o regrettable
incident and that it would became troublesome,

Did you then discuss that with the Lord Keeper - that fear?
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T have nc minute recollection but I believe I did,

Do you remember what the Lord Keeper's attitude was as tc wvhat
might be done? -

There was no discussion as to what to do on the part of the Lord
Keeper. :

The Prime liinister went to see the Emperor at that time, tco,
did he not?

\
Yes,

what was the nature of the conversation between the Prime Minister
and the Bmperor as you learned 1it? |

As T have written in the diary, the situation would become
aggravating and the matter will be solved when we have gained
sup ariority.

Thet was the Emperor's attitude, is that right?

This was the advice given by the Cabinet and the Emperor advised
that such a policy be taken,

In other words, that was the attitude that the Cabinet recamended
to the Emperor?

Yes,

That the matter be brought to e conclusion as rapidly as possible
and not be permitted to enlarge. Is that right?

Yes o

Later on that day, according to your diary, you had a talk with
B aron HARADA, who seemed to be very much concerned about the

Arny's attitude.

According to what the Prime Minister said to Harada, the Army's
attitude was adement and therefore I did not know whether they
would econform to our decision and was very much worried in that

respect.

In other words, boih you and Harada were fearful that the Army
would want to enlarge the Incident and move on in and take con-

trol of Manchuria,




Yes, that was worried over and had been to the concern of the
Prime Minister.

And that was WAKATSUKI at that time?

YeSe

At that particular moment, who were the leaders in the Army

that you gentlemen were fearful would enlarge the lMukden Incident?
Who were the individual men you were afraid of?

They were the staff officers of the Kwantung Army.

Do you recall what their names were or the outstanding men in
that group of staff officers that you were afraid would enlarge
this incident?

The staff officer by the name of ISHIWARA was very adamant in
his Standt‘

What was his Army rank, do you recell, at that time, approximately?
e was either a lieutenant-colonel or a colonel,

and how did you know that he was particularly troublesome at that
time? What made vou fear that particular individual?

T have no absolute knowledge of him but I heard as Chief of the
Operations Section that he was very vigorous and positive in his
action.

What did he advocate?

He was more or less the center of all rumors which emanated cone-
cerning the Mukden trouble,

Did he make speeches in those days?
The militarist does not make public speeches,

where did you get this information that he was the leader of
the military movement in Manchuria?

That became clear from the stories in the newspapers, correspondents
and other sources,

what did this Colonel became later on in the Army service?
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He went up to Division Commender which is the same as lieutenant-
colonel. Right now, he is retired.

Did he ever become a government official?

No,

Who else besides this officer were noted for their activities in
Manchuria in those days?

The staff section wes strong in this., I do not have any information.
You mean the staff in the Kwantung Army?
Yes, the staff section of the Kwantung Army.

What wes the War Minister, Minamis', attitude about the MNukden
Incident at the time it took place?

He agreed to the plan presented in the Cabinet meeting to the
Emperor but he was fearful that we wculd not be able to carry
it out,

That plan was to minimize the incident? Is that what you refer to?

Yes.
In taking that position was Lhe opposing the wil? of the Army?

As far ss his going against the will of the Kwantung Army, it is
not very clear, but it has been feared that the Kwantung Army
may not conform to such a plan,

Was the ettitude of the General Staff in Tokyo the same or different
to the attitude of the Kwantung Army staff?

On that matter, I have no accurate reco’lection.

As a matter of fact, the military activity in Mukden took place
witout the prior sanction of the Emperor, did it not?

That wee a measure of self-defense which arose s:ontaneouély, 80
T believe such a thing was not done,

Normally, before starting a military campaign, you would have to
have the sanction or approval of the Emperor, wouldn't you?

Yes,




But your thought was that the Mukden Incident was in self-
defense and took vlace on the spur of the moment without
prior sanction? Is that right?

I believe it was so. I have no accurate recollection.

Is that your impression of what took place?
My impression is thet it occurred suddenly.

In your diary, under date of September 21, you have some notata-
tions which would indicate that Baron HARADA, at least, was con-
cerned with what was going to happen vhen the Chief of the Gener=-
al Staff reported to the @mperor. Vhat do you recall about that?

I have no recollectiocn,

Wasn't Prince SATONJI fearful that there might be some friction
between the Emperor and Chief of Staff when the report. was made?

Everything is not clear on this matter. I carnot recollect any-
thing, ¢

Do you mean you reelly can't remember or you prefer not to say?
I don't remember,

If you get something where you just would rather not say, I wish
you would tell me so so that T can appreciate the situation, will
yon do that?

If T remembered the details of thies part, I would willing’y give
the details but since I heve no recollection ot it, I cannot
give it,

that is your personal understanding in the light of what hes
happened and what you have learned since, zs to what actually

toock place around September 19, 1931, known as the 'ulden Incident.
Tell us in your own words what took place in view of all your
knowledge.

From before, Mukden had been considered to be a problem child

and that numerous incidents would arise in the future. Then

thie Incident arose, I thought surely this was a very burdensome
matter coming into cur hands, The Prime Minister in the Cabinet
meeting hes desired to solve the Tncident as early as possible

but he was not sure vhether it could be solved at all, The Cabinet
measure concerning it, did nect progress smoothly and therefore

the Incident became enlarged, I was very much concerned but I
could not do anythirg beyond my office or the reanonaibiTity

which I had in my official capacity.
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ihat did you do?

I had no other recourse but to follow the developments of
the situation,

that, if anything, did the Covernment do to try to minimize the
event and keep it from spreading?

The Government has endeavored to do its utmost in thot respect
but the militarists went right ahead and consequently the matter
became more and more ageravated,

ihat did the Covernment do to try to stop the scope of the
Incident?

The details are heyond my recollection but the fact that the
Cabinet had made definite suggestions to the war Miiister has
come to my attention,

I
lhat suggestions did they make that you reco’lect?

I have no recollection.

Do you know to whom the suggestions were made to? Vhat indi-
viduel? VUVias it the Minister of War?

It was the War Minister.

And, what was his attitude when he was approached toward
minimizing this thing? What did he say?

The ¥ar Minister tried to follow according to what the Cabinet
wanted him but unfortunately the Staff Officers tocok matters
in their own hands and more or less .

The Staffofficers in Tokyo?
The Staff officers in Tokyo and in the Kwantung Army.

In other words, the top staff officers in Tokyoc backed up the
officers in the Kwantung Army, didn't they?

I believe so, but I am not sure about it,
fhat individuals, Marquis, at that stage, wou’d you say were
responsible for expanding the Mukden Incident instead of follow-

ing the recommendations of the Government?

1 believe thaet a portion of the War Ministry and the Staff
Headquarters were resmonsibles.
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Alright, what individuals in the Var Ministry were responsible?

I forget their names.

You must remember some people who stood out head and shoulders
above others in those days against the oprosition that you
thought were responsible? Who were they?

Generally, the person respensible is the Chief of the Military
Affeirs Bureau,

iho was he in those days?

I have no reccllection who he was, If I investigated the matter
pertaining tc him, I might be able to find out.

You do recall that the Government wanted to limit the Tncident
while the Chief of Military Affairs Pureau wanted at that time
to move in and exrand the incident. 1Is that right?

I can only say that such a thing is true.

I take it from what you sey you wer< one of those in the Covern-
ment who wanted to minimize and limit this thing and you were
being opposed by another faction, I think you would have some
recollection who your opposition was instead of just in general
terms, Don't you remember those who stood up 2gainst you,
peonle vhom you had to pacify and win over to your point?

I really do not remember their names,

Tiell, how can I find out who they were. Where do you suggest
I go to find cut who those men were who represented the opposi-
tion to those with whom you were,

Among the people, I feel that there are a great number that were
opposed to the policy and especially among the Rightists and I
do not know their names at all,

To clarify my points to you. In our conversation, all the way
through, we sconer or later come to point where we talk about
the opposition in terms of "they". They wanted to do this and
they wanted to do that., The word "they" doesn't ccnvey any-
thing very definite in terms of individuals, I want to know
what "they" means. All I want to know is who can tell me who

Mthey" are, if you can't,

55

J‘m"’ﬁw-‘—*‘h ol — W - - —— R —




R e S g

.

.
i
-
&
-
.i‘
- z .

£ M PR AN A Y| o £

-

=

&)

S

A

Persons like OKAVA SHUMEI were very positive and vigorous
in their stand,

‘hat was Okawa Shumei's position in the Government in those
days?

He was a civilian,
that group or organization did he head at that time?

He had a Rightists organization under him but I forgot its
name,

Did he favor the Army group or the Government group?

Army group,.

tven thovgh he was a rightist, he favored the Army? |
Yes.

Is he still alive?

Yes.,

Do you think he would have been acquainted with the Army
attitude at that time?

I feel that he does but since I am not acquainted with him,
I do not know,

He was the seme OKAWA who was involved in the Mareh 1931 plot?
Isn't that right?

Yes,

fhat did thie Okawa say or do along September 1931 that indicated
to you he wes lined un with the Army?

At that time, I heard nothing about what he did or anything like
that,

ihat makes you think he was lined up with the Army, then?

It was because I have heard he was supporting an organization
that had such a policy,

lere those Army organizations?
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They were civilian organiz ations.

You don't remember the names of the organizations?

No, their names change occasionallye. *

You indicated in your diary Yyou thought it would be well for

the elder statesmen to come tO Tokyo in those days. why did
you advocate thati?
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Tt i3 because the situation had become terrible and it 1is hard to
tell what we have in the future so I think it 1is better that they
come to Tokyo. If the Cabinet took a strong attitude azainst the

Army, it was felt that the Cabinet would fall,

In other words, in Japanese politics, had the Cabinet fallen
because of a dispute with the Army, it would be better for the
elder stateamen to be in Tokvo to select a new Cabinetv?

Yes.

Tn other woxrds, the presence of the elder statesmen in Tokyo
was needed to help form a new cabinet if the existing cabinet
fc11? Is that a correct statement?

Yes.

And the situation was SO eritical that you, at least, felt that
the elder stateamen should be present because ihe Cabinet might
fall any moment?

T+ did not reach the situation wvhere the cabinet might fall
any moment e

But you were fearful that it might?

ves, I felt that it would have been better if the cabinet
went to such an extent as +c be strong in their attitude toward

the Armye.

who was Mr, HAVASHI? He is mentioned on September 23 in
your 4iary?

He is HAYASHI, Katsura and he was Chief of the laintenance Sections

Of the Amy?

of the War Minisiry.
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Is that "maintenance" or mobilization" section?

Maintenance.

Generally speaking, what would his duties be?

I have no accuraté information pertaining to the war Ministry.
was he an officer?

T believe he was af lecast a Major General.

On that date we are talking about, you had conversation with
him with reference to the Manchurian Incident. Do you recall

his explanation of what took place?

He said that the situation concerning the demolition of that rail-
way was not clear.

As a matter of fact, the railroad never was bombed, was it - it
developed later on? Is that correct?

T never heard such newsS. There was & Iumor +o the effect that
the bombing plot was done by the Japanese and thet was never found
out to the end,

Where did you hear +hat rumor that the Japanese had created the
incident in order to be able to move in?

I heard such a thing from the newspapers.

At about the time that the incident took place or long afterwards?

The Incident happened on the 18th and this was written on the
23rd@ so on the 23rd such a rumor appecared so I asked about the
bombing incident, egpeciallyeesee '

vou asked HAYASHI?

Yes, and since he aid not know about it, I felt very much
indignant,

vou think he kKnew about it but refused to tell you?

T do not feel so but everything was muddled up. Since hardly
time elapsed since the actual incident, the invesctigation was
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As of Seprtember 23, 1931, you mean?

Yes,

Were you and your friends in the Government in those days
very suspicious that the Army might create an incident in
order to become more active in Manchuria?

Yes, there was such a worry.

You would not have been surprised if they had created an incident
during that time because of their conduct in March, April and
summer of 1931? Is that right?

I did not anticipate it but upon hearing the runor, I felt that
maybe they might do such a thing,

There were other incidents on or about thatperiod of time
in addition to the railroad bombing that happened in Manchuria,
weren't there?

Yes,

And were those incidents created by the Japanese Army personnel
rather than the Chinese?

There were rumors to the effect that the Japanese did commit
those things but the actual facts were not knowvn. There were
stories to that effect,

The activities of the Kwantung Army, you will agree with me,
won't you, were all out of proportion to ordinary self-
defense of Japanese nationals ?

At the beginning, I thought they were acting in self-defense
but later on I felt they had gone out of the scope of self-
defense,

I appreciate the fact that everyone in the Govermment didn't
favor what took place in Manchuria and I'm interested in know-
ing what you understand to be the true situation,

Yes, it is as you say.

what did Mr. SATTO, the director of the South Manchurian Railroad
have to say about the Incident? You mention him in your diary
as of September 23,




SAITO was a bureau chief in the Foreign Ministry and he also
was director of the manchurian Railway,

What did he have to say about what was going on in Manchuria?

He just spoke about the M anchurian situation and I have no
recollection of the detailas,

You and your close friends, such as KONOYE and HARADA got to-
gether and talked quite often in those days about the situation
in Manchuria, did you not?

Yes,

Was anything ever said about the likelihood of the Manchurian
situation violating Japanese treaties?

Yes, naturally, we were very mich concerned about it.

You and Prince KONOYE and HARADA were familiar with the nine-
power treaties and other such treaties, were you not?

Yes.

What was the nature of your discussion in those days as to the
effect of the Manchurian Incident being in violation of the
Japanese treaties? What did you have to say about it? What
was the nature of your discussions?

We would discuss the fact that disregard of the Pact will
make other countries distrust Japan,

And did you at that time feel that the Manchurian Incident was
a violation of the Treaty?

At the beginning, they were saying it was self-defense so the
situation was not clear and the Government also said that it
was made in self-defense so I have no recollection as to

arguing in that respect,

But it was discussed among your friends and government officials
as to whether it was self-defense?

later on, since this matter of self-defense became more and more
involved, we felt that everything might be leading up to a
violation.

You felt that the original incident might have been in self-

defense but when the Army group insisted on taking a stronger
and stronger attitude, you certainly realized that you were

approaching the point where the Treaty was being violated?

Yes,
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They went so far so that the time came when they violated
the nine-power Treaty, didn't they?

&2

A I felt that way but the Govermment's attitude toward it was
not clear.

Q When you say "government", are you referring to the Cabinet?

A I am referring to the Foreign Ministry and to the individual

stories and reports.

< What was the Lord Keeper's attitude in those days as to whether
or not thls amounted t0 a violation of the Treaty?

A He felt that we must solve the Incident quickly because the
- Lord Keeper was en advocate of abiding by treaties and he was
very much concerned over the matter,

a) He didn't want to take chances on wanting to have to construe
this as a violation of the Treaty, is that it?

A Yes, he desired there wouldn't be any vioclation of the Treaty
or any constrvual in that respect.

a) You will agree with me, won't you, that the smount of force
that was eventually used and the action texen in Manchuria
was entirely inconsistent with self-defense, wasn't it?

A I felt that the situation developed to a point where it was
outside the scope of self-defense.

Q What was the Emperor's attilude with reference to this self-de-
fense theory. Did he think it was self-defense or did he come
to the conclision finally that it got past that stage?

A I heard that the Emperor occasionally asked that the situation
be solved immediately but since -I did not contact the Emperor

at that time, I do not know. -

Q Did you attend any Cabinet meetings in those days or other meet-
ing of govermment officials where the relative merits of self-
defense were discussed pro and con?

A I have not had occasion to participate in a Cabinet meeting .

Q How about meetings with the Lord Keeper himself, attended by

other Government officials, was this question of self-defense
discussed at those meet ngs? |




There was no such occas ons.

There was a faction or factions in Japan in those days that felt
+hat Manchuria should be brought in to the Japanese Empire, were
there not?®

There were organizations advocating such things, that Manchuria
be part of the Japanese Empire but there were more advocating
that Manchuria become an independént country - that is, among
the civilians, :

Do you recall who the cutstanding leaders were that advocated
bringing Manchuria into the sphere of Japanese influence?

such sentiment was highly prevalent among the military groups
and among civilians., Persons like CKAWA was very much in the
limelight.

In your mind, this man OKA WA stands out as a leader advocating
expanding into Manchuriae, is that right?

It appears so. I have no direct connection sc I do not know
accurately,

I think I asked you the other day what OKAWA did in Gqvernment
service or civilian service?

In the Covernment, he didn't do anything. He had no post, He
may have been connected with the Manchurian railway, but I am
not sure,

The Govermment that was set up in Manchuria eventually and which
waa recommized by Japan was really a Government that was cone-
trolled by the Japanese, wasn't 1it?

Yes, it actually had the final word and it was instituted by

and was more or less controlled by Japan, wasn't 1t?

YESe

T+ was not a free, indepencent govermment in the ordinary sense
of the word. There can be no dispute about that from the record,
is that right . Wercn't there people in the Govermment at the

time thet the independence of Manchuria was recognized that felt

that such action was a violaticn of the Nine-Power Treaty?

Around thet time, that matter wasn't of much concern - or, it
wasn't a problem,




Why not?

It is because events moved so fast,

Do you mean by that that Japan or the Japanese Government was ine
different to the fact that it might be violating one of its
treaties or didn't care that it was violating a treaty?

Those things were not clear?

Wasn't there anyone in the Japanese Government who came to the
front and pointed cut that there were treaty obligations that
perhaps the Japanese should respect? |

I have no recollection of anyone coming out to the fore from the
Cabinet.

Do you mean that the Government just paid no attention to the
fact that it had signed a treaty that might be violated,

I have heard that there was some concern as to whether they
were violating trcaties or not but since events moved so fast
and the military had stepped down, it was/perceptitle whether
they were, not

You don't think the militarists mentioned the fact that the
treaty night be violated? They just passed over the whole
treaty picture?

I believe that it consequently became so and I bslieve that the
Army were giving various explanations -« but I have no recollection,

You think the Army did recognize that there was a Treaty and
they were trying to explain away their action, then?

Yes, I believe that they were standing behind the assertion of
self-defense,

Which many thinking people in the govermment became to realize
was not a true situation? Is that right?

Members of the Foreign Ministry were very much worried in that
respect and I did not hear about any positive statements but
T did hear individual statement to that respect,

Do you recall from whom you heard individual statements and
what you heard?

A person like Mr. TANI of the Foreign Ministry mede such a story.
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What did he say?

I have no accurate recollection,
What was the gist of what he said - the nature of it?

He was saying that the question of 1:-'arh«:s’cher it is a violation
of the Treaty or not will soon come up but that the Army was
hiding behind the assertion of self-defense,

What was Prime Minister SHIDEHARA's attitude in those days with
referecnce to treaty violations?

I never heard.

Leter on, INUKAI was both Premier and Foreign Minister. What
was his attitude with reference to the treaties?

I never heard anything with respect to that.

I notice in your diary entry of September 29, you mention the
question of the "freedom of the prerogative of the supreme
command®", What were you thitking about when you wrote that?

At the time of the London Conference, there was a rumor to the
effect that the Lord Keeper of the Privy Seal has violated the
prerogative of the supreme command, which later proved entirely
false and we felt that the dispatch of troops to the Yangtze
involved the question of prerogatives.

The prerogative of the supreme command is apparently some sort
of a principle in Japranese affairs., What does it mean? What
sort of prerogatives does the supreme cormand have?

Under the Japanese Government system, thc Chicf of Staff of the
Army and the Navy is functioning independently of the Cabinet,

And as such, they have the right to make decisions on military
matters without first consulting the Cebinet? Is that what
you mean?

Yes, the Chief of Staff of the Army and Navy can act independently.
only in matters such as budget do they conform with the Cabinet,

In other words, if the Army and the Navy conclude that military
action should be taken, there is no way that the Govermment or
the Cabinet can prevent such action? I3 that right?
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It doesn't mean that their action can not be stopped but their
authorities are separate.

How could it be stopped? By what mechanical procedure could

military action on behalf of the Army and Navy be stonped by
the Cabinet, for example?

Since the Minister of War is in the Cabinet, the Cabinet, throuch
the Minister of War can take appropriate action. In the matter
of operations and in the exercise of matters of the troops, the
Cabinet has no aunthority or no hand in it.

In other words, the Cabinet has nothing to say as to the details
of military operations but as to whether a military campaign
is started or not, the Cabinet does have some voice?

In the use of force cutside the country, the Cabinet has the power
of expressing its will. I am not absolutely positive as %o the:
detalls of the matter of prerogatives of the supreme command and

I advise you to ask someone who knows.

You do mention in your diery that the Chief of the Army Staff sug-
gested to the Prime Minister that the Government should not inter-
fere with the Army. What do you remember about that? Who was it
that said that and what did he say?

I have heard such a story from around HARADA and I have no recole-
lection and from the Cabinet, I have also heard a story in that
respect,

Do you mean by that that the Chicf of Staff indicated that it wanted

to run its affairs and didn't want any interference from the
Goverment?

Becauge if the Cabinet stopped to mix in the problems, they would
become more difficult so he said that it is desired that the
Cabinet do not become involved,

In other words, the Chief of Staff of the Army, in effect, said
"Jet the Army run this Manchurian Incident and let us alone"?

t was not as strong as =zaying "leave everything to us® but
"everything is in my authority and I will exercise it and don't

become meddlesome too much',

I notice in your diary, September 30, you have a notation that
"We cannot trust the activities of the Metropoclitan Police",
What were you referring to and why couldn't you trust them?
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A Mr. TAKUONO, at that time, criticized the ILerd Keeper of the Privy

Seal and I felt that he had connection with the Metropolitan Police
Board and that is why I made the statement, -

O

What were you fearful that the Metropolitan Police might do in the
case of the Lord of the Privy Seal?

A It was not that the Metropolital Police Board would take positive
action but that their control is inadequate,

Q You mean by that you were afreid the police wouldn't protect
or cauldn't be trusted to protect the Lord Keeper if he were in
dangzer?

A Ies, I was worried in that respect.

Q Who was it that the Lord Keeper was fearing might cause him
personal harm? |

A He was fearful that he would be attacked by the Rightists organiza-
tion during the Manchurian Incident as he took the stand against
them,

o) And by Rightists organizations, you have in mind people who favored
a strong centralized or totalitarian gover mment? Is that a fair
statement?

A fes, it is those totalitarian organizations and after *he Manchurian

Incident, numérous organizations arose which advocated such policies,

< OKAWA was one of such persons?

A I don't know to what extent but I feel he was such a person,

Q You can't recall the names of any of the others?

A There are numerous others but I cannot remember them now; If you
go and inquire about it at the Metropolitan Police Board, you
can find out,

Q In other words, you think that the officials in charge of the
Metropolitan Police would be able to disclose who were the
leaders of this movement for a strong centralized zgovernmment?

A The Metropolitan Police Board had been keeping track of such

things and therefore they have all the information but I do not
know if they will hand over such information.

Do you mean the present Metropolitan Police Board or the Metro-
politan Police Board of 1931 would have that information?

&
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Such material should exist but it may have been burned.,

In other words, it was part of the function of the Metropolitan
Police Board to keep an accurate check on organizations and in-
dividuals who were advocating a change in the form of goverrment?

They were supposed to have,

It was part of their job to do that?

Yes, that was their job and also the Home Ministry's Bureau of
Public Order, The Home Ministry handled all such matters cover-
ing the entire nation, The Metropolitan Police Board handles

it just in Tokyo.

Those records, if they exist, would be where insofar as the
Metropolitan Police Board is concerned?

I am not sure about it but I believe it should be held by the
Metropolitan Police Board Headguarters here in Tokyo,

And the other information in the Home Ministry would be with

the papers and documents of the Fome Ministry if they haven'y
been destrcyed? 1Is that right?
Yes,

n other words, it was the job of the Bureau of the Home Ministry
to keep tab on all organizations and individuals who were advo-
cating reforms in the Govermment? There should be a written

record of their names and activities if they haven't been dese
trocyed., Is that right?

That is, supposing?
Which would be more accurate than your memory?
Yes.

Do you know as a matter of fact whether or not they have been
destroyed?

I have no idea,

Do you know of any orders which were issued to have them destroyed?

I never hecard enything about it,

Do you recall who was at the head of the Metropolitan Police
in Tokyo back in 1931 when you were concerned about the personal
welfare of the lord Keeper?
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I do not remember exactly who he was,

You remember you didnt't trust them in those days but you dontt
remember any names. Is that right?

It is because the Chief of‘thefMetropolitan Police Board changes with
the Cabinet that I huve no recollection,

By October of 1931, you personally had become convinced there was a
definite plot in the Army to eliminate the political parties and
form a dictatorship? Is that right?

Yes, just as in the March Incident, it was urged that the existing
govermment be destroyed and a totalitarldn government be set in,
and one group of proliticians did not fully realize the extent of

. this feeling. They were much concerned about the fact.

You, yourself, felt much concerned about what was going on and you
fel* that there was a definite plot? Is that right?

Yes, I waes very much ccncerned and wondered if there was a way
whereby the existing government would not be destroyed and that
everything will be settled amicably and well,

But what took place in Manchuria tended to verify your feelings
that the Army was plotting to change the political system in
Japan?

IT was not dnown to what extent they actually wanted to destroy
the Government but it was known they wanted to institute a dice
t thT‘B}lll ™

You rc%e éﬂed the trepd in those days and were very much ccncerned
about/ a redical change in the Japanese system?

And because the two major political parties of Japan at that time
did not fully realize the magnitude of the situation, they were
more or less indifferent. I was very much worried,

You sensed this trend partly from what happened in the March Plot
and partly from the way the Army caonducted itself in Manchuria?

Yes, because everything began to become clear,
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