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QKB Tatkazum:

Doc. No. 2R90 Page 1

Fxcernt from Irterrogation of OKA, Tukazumi, 30 arch 1946.

Page 7, B, 9

%» As I understand it, Chief of the iilitary Affairs ‘
Bureau is a very powerfrl nosition in the Government. |
Is that rir>t? '

A. Yesqt-ITilss

I TN s

"« As Chief of the Naval Affairs Buareau vour nosition was
corausrable in power to the Chizf of the Wilitary
Affalrs Bureau. Is that right?

A, Yes, it was corparzble but the work which the Chief of
the - 'ilitary A{®~1irs Bureau éid was different - our
duties were cdifferenc, :

Qe I understand that your duties wovld be different but
your vosicion as to power was corvarable, Is that riesht?

A, Yes. As you kncw, the influence the Army had with the ’
Cabinet was stronger thar =izt of the Navy. In this
resvect, our strength difrered,

Qe Akira -TTO was Chief of the Military Affairs Brreau at
this tirme, vas he not®

A. Yes, he was,

‘e Did not “U"0 and vou frequventlv contact the Foreign
Office in connect*ion with the “ratting of the final

y notification to the United States?
! A. We didn't have any discussions.,

e Did youv and «UTO contact the Foreign Office in connection
t with the drafting o the final notification?

A, Yes we did, However, 1 don't rccall the contents of

the ressage. |

G Yith reference to the 7inal note that was delivered in
’ Vashington on December 7, 1941, did vov have any part in
‘ preparation of this note?
E fe 1 only read it. I dic not ma¥e any of it up,
H
\ Q. Did you or MUTO rake eny revisions in the note during
I the period of drafting it?

: A, 1 do not know about MUTD but I didn't do anything to
l 1C. as ali,

‘2 "Mhen did you first read the note?
A, I don't remember,

r 7¢ If 'Ir. TOGO should sav that vou and LUTO kepnt in

\ constznt touch with the ¥Foreien 0ffice an® took n»art in
k revising the note before fts final prevaration, would
you Say he was ristaken?

A. 1 reallv am not sure about it., 7T do a“mrit I went to the
l Foreign .{ir.istr¥ quite ofter, also "TT0, brt as far as
correctinz the final draft eoes, ' do not rememrmter, <o
\ vhat Ar. 0G0 sayvs rav or may rict be true,

r‘ v * -
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Certificate of Interpreter

I cecil Uyehara Civ. .

"’. e e . —  —— i —

.

b A .
(nane) (Rank) (Serial Jdumber)

being sworn on octh, statethat I truly translated the quest:icns
snd answers given from rnglish to Jipanese and frow Japanese to
snglish respectiively, ang thabt Lre above branscription of such
questions and answers, consisiing of __ pages, is true and
accurate to the best of my knowledge «nd pelief,

Subscribed and sworn to bgiure me this 30 dey of __ March ,1946,

T __\/LCL_%_@;___

( vame and Rank

Duly Detailed Investizating Ufficer,
Internatioral Frosecution Section, GH, SCaF.

Certificate of Stenogrepher

I's Bernice Orr ___ 5 hereby certify thet I acted
as stenographer ot Lhe inge swwvescation set out above, dnd thet 1
transcrioed the foregolig questions and answers, dﬂﬁ'thn the

transcription is true and eccurate Lg_uhe best of ny knowledge

and belief,
‘ (/?EJ
— R P
v

Certificate of Interrorutor.
I, (@) _Grover C. Hardin > ;
and AT s Rl = g . e W
certify that or. the 39  day of __ Maroh  _,1946, personally
appearad bafore meouex __ Takezumi OKA . ____ e 3
and accozdwng to _- Oecil Uyehara . _ _ . . ____,-nterpretzr,

guve the foregoing answers to the several questions set forth
therelin.
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INTERROGATION OF

OKA, Takszumi

Date and Time: 30 March 1946, 0200 = 1115 hours
Flace : Room 618, Meiji Building, Tokyo, Japan

Present - - OKA, Takazumi

e Grover C. Hardin Interrogator
IMr. Cecil Uyehara Interpreter
Miss Bernice Orr Stenographer

Oath of Interpreter, administered by
Mr. Grover Hardin;

Do you solemnly swear, by Almighty God, that
you will truly end accurately interpret and
translate from English into Jepanese and from
Jepanese into English, as nay be required of
you, in this proceeding?

Mr. Uyehara I doa.

uestions by : Mr. Hardin

Q. Where do you live now?

A. I live at Tsurumi.

Do you live on a farm?

It is my own house.

What business are you engeged in now?
I have no occupation at present.

How much of a family do you have?

A. I am by myself with a maid.

Exhibi? o 2879

(f'b‘f‘ Lec )




OKA, Takazumi - 30 March 1946

Q. Have you ever had a family?

3
Wy — g e

A. There was my mother but she died.
Q. You have never been married?
A% "NO,

Q. How many brothers and sisters do 'you have?

rl-# -""'H-.ﬁ.'-lw"-#'- W Sl W -.-.‘,h‘ f"_ o e g .
- ! -

A. They have all died through sickness.

Qs So you are alone now?

J'_I-FT--_-'I-.-‘-
- gis - .

A. That is right.

lr.ﬁ_-

Ly

-
M I
-r-.-__...

Q,.f When did you retire from the Navy?
A. In June of last year (1945).
Q. You were born in 1890%
A. That is right.
Q. What month?
A. In February.
Q+ Where were you educated?
A. At the Naval Academy (Kai Gunheigakko).
Q. What year did you graduate?
e - INL191
Q. You remained in the Naval Service from that time until 19/5%
A. That is correct.
Please outline your Naval career from the time you were graduated

from the Naval Academy, giving the various positions you held
from 1911 until the time of your retirement in June, 1945.




OKA, Talkazumi 20 March 1946

A. In 1912, I was commissioned a Second Sub-Licutenant and was assigned
to the battleship "Katori" and soon after transferred to the battleship
"Hie". Not long after thet I went to the Gumnery School and Torpedo
School, graduated and became a Sub-Lieutenant of the First Class. Then
I wes acsigned to a destroyer for six months and then tranesferred to
a submarine and became an advanced student of the Torpedo School.

After one year I graduated and assizned to a submarine and was promected
to a full Lieutenant of the Navy. Then in 1921, I entered the Naval
Staff College (Kai Gundaigakko) and graduated after iwo years. Upon
graduation from this collegze I was promoted to Lieutenant Commander.
Then I was appointed instructor to the Submarine School and after six
months I went to France. I remained in France for one year then T

went to Constantinople where I stayed for one year and returned to
Japan., )

What was the purpose of your time spent in Constantinople and France?

I went to Paris for studying. I went to Constantinople to attend

the Straits Committee, which was a Committee in the League of Nations.
After I returned to Jepan, I was assigned to a submarine. After six
months I was taken ill and took a holiday for one year. Then after
recovering, I was appointed to the Naval General Staff. At the time
of the Disarmament Conference at Geneva of the three nations, I was
doing that work, ‘

That is, you were a delegate from Japan?

I was doing that work in Japan at the time the conference was taking
place,

I do not gnite understand what work you were doinz in Japan in
connection with the Disarmamsnt Conference.

I received reports from the conference and gathered them together
and ordered to make such replies. That ig the kind of work I did,
liaison work between Japan and the conference,

You were, so to speak, the liaison agent or officer in Japan
to negatiatie between the Cabinet or authority here and the Leazue?

I was mainly occupied in liaison werk in rezards to Navel effairs
with the Foreign Office.

Then I understand that you were all the time in the Navy and
represented the Navy as liaison officer here at home?




OKA, Takazumi 30 March 1946

4. At that time I was Lieutenant Commander, therefore I was not the
representative, I just did the dirty work in regards to reporte,
gathering them and liaison work.

Your job was ministerial then and not executive?

My work was ministerial.

At the same time you knew, you became acquainted with the work
of the Geneva Conference?

I do not remember much of ithe Geneva Conference as I had just
entered this work. I was doing this liaison work for some time.
Then I was connected with the London Conferedce and the Geneva
Disarmement Conference. *

When was it that you were connccted with the Geneva Conference
as liaison officer?

I vas connected with the Geneva Conference after the Three Power
Conference: Great Britain, America and Jepan.

For how lonz a time were you connected with the Geneva Conference?

I do not remember exactly the number of years, it was quite a
long time. In 1918 I went to Geneva and I was then connected
with the Conference.

When were you in France as & student?
In 192].

A1l right, was your experience in Geneva after that or before that?
It was four or five years after.

Then it was about 1928 or 19297

It was about 1930 that I was in the Geneva Conference. I went to
Geneva in 1918 end in 1930 I did that sort of work in Japan.
After staying sbout cne year in Geneva, I returned to Japan and
then appointed Chief of the Research Section of tlie Navy Ministry
(Chosak). While I was in Geneva I was promoted to Ceptain and
then returned and becames the Chief of the above mentioned Section.




CKA, Takazumui 30 March 1956

After one year I was éppointed Captain of the "Jinei" which is
the Mother Ship of a submarine. After one year I was appointed
Chief of the First Section of the Navy Affeirs Bureau at the

end of 1937. I steyed there for two years at the end of which
time I was promoted to Rear Admiral. Then I was appointed Chief
of the Third Depariment of the Navy General Staff. After one vear
I was appointed Chief of the Navy Affairs Bureau. In 1942 I was
promoted to Viee Admiral. In 194, I beceme Naval Vice Minister
which after ten days I resigned. Then I was transferred to the
Navy General Staff. In September I was appointed Commander and
Chief of the Cuainkai Keibufu., T again was assigned to the Navy
General Staff in April, 1945. Then.in June I was put on the
Reserve list. That is the eng.

Were you stationed in Japan in 1941%

I was in Jepen during 1941.

Admiral, were you here in Tolyo on December 8th?

I was in Tokyo.
And at that time you were on the Nevy General Staff?
At that time I was in the Naval Affairs Bureau.

You were one of the secretaries of the Bureau et that time,
weren't you, Admiral?

At that time I was Chief of the Naval Affairs Bureau,

How long before that had you been Chief of the Naval Arfairs Bureau?
About one year.

How long did you remain Chief after December, 1941%

about two and one half years.

dAs Chief of the Naval Affairs Eureau, you were precent at the
liaZson conferences along in November and December, 1941, weren't you?

I attended most of the liaison conferences but which cnes T do not
remember,




Q.

A.

N ——

OKA, Takazumi 30 March 1946

Did you attend any Imperial Conferences along in October,
November or December, 1941?

I attended the Im;[;er:lal Conference in November.

Was there an Imperial Conference in December, before the December 8th
incident? |

T think there was an Imperial Conference before December 8th.

vou acted as one of the secreteries of the liaison conference?

T was one of the secretaries,

You kept in contect with the Foreign Office in the discussions
with reference to the differences with the United States and the

Hull notes, didn't you?

I did.

Were you present at the meeting when the letier in reply to Hull's
final note was drafted? |

I do not remember as to whether or not I attended the meeting or
whether or not there was any such conference.

You were present at the Imperial Conference on December lsi or 2nd,
weren't you Admiral?

Most probably I was.

Wasn't there quite a discussion at that meeting about the treaty
obligation between Japan and the United States ené Great Britain®?

I do not remember them discussing treaty matters.

There was a definite agreement that there would be an attack on
the United States and that Japan would go to war with the United

States, wasn't there?

There was almost none of those sort of things discucsed at thail
meeting.

They were discussed at the liaiscn meetings, weren't they?

— — e —— e — e e R o e =
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RiE OKA, Takazumi | . 30 March 1946 ¥

| | A. At the December 2nd Imperiel Conference, it was decided that war was ,
inevitable but as to when the United States would be-aitacked and i
such strategic problems were not discussed. They said that they were }

going to continue diplomatic negotiations for some time yet. -

Q. When was the note wriiten that celled off diplomatic relations?

A. I do not rememer, I think the Foreign Office drafted it.
Q. All the rest of the men ~resent there say thet it was read at this
meeting and that you were present.

A. I do not remember well, they may have been read.

Q. Who was the Admiral in charge of the fleet that attaclked the Philippines?

A. T do not remember but if you ask the Repatriation Department, they

will soon tell you.

Q. There was a meeting et the Naval Academy on December 3rd of the

hizh officiale in the Navy, vasn't there?

ferences because I do

A. T do not know when they held strategic con
I dia

not ¥now of strategy. If they held strategic conferences,
not know of it.

Q. It was not a strategic conference. You were present when 1t was
told that they would attack pearl Harbor on the morning of the &th
and that the operations crder would be given for the fleet, the
Second or Third Fleet, which ever it was, to ettack the Philippines

would take place inmediately, weren't you?

A, I did not attend any such meetings in regarde to Pearl Ilarbor.

Q. Did you ever hear mach of them meking an atteck on FPearl Harbor?
A. I don't remember how I obtained the information whether by hearing
| it or by reading reporis buv T ¥nmew of it after the middle of

. November. I most probably obtained the information by reaeding

reports. The American side has asked me if there were any' such
documents so I went with that person to the Repatriation Depariment

but we were not able to find any and the Repatriation Departrent
sent a note containing the words which the members of that Depert-

ment remembered in regard tce the above incident.

Q. Do you not now that we now heve the minutes of all thcse meetings?

A. I 4id not know. I am often asked but I do not remember them S0
well especially those in regards to the conferences.

2i :
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Q. In October, you hed a telk with Prince Konoye about the subject
of ‘a war with America, didn't you, Admiral?

I heve not had meny chances to talk personally with Prince Konoye.

You told him everybody but the Nevy General Staff seemed to went
war with America?

T do not remember saying such a thing and I do not remamber the
time I met Prince Xonoye. Amongst the Navy, most of them did not
W&nt' war,

But the Army were the ones who were more in favor of it?

Tn the conferences between Admiral NOMURA and Hull, the problem
of removing the Japanese troops from China was brovght up. 1In
rezards to the Navy, they were only garrisconed in Shanghai and
the Navy's opinion was thet it was quite easy to remove their
forces but as to the Army, it was not a very easy job to remove
their forces. Therefore, I thought that the negotiations between

America and Jepan would be rether difficult,

As Chief of the Navy Affairs Bureeau, you were the officer through
whom all other governmental functions dealt with the Navy. That is,

. you represented the Navy as head man in the conferences with other
government offices.

I was the representative.

vour econclusion was to leave the question of whether there would be
war with the United States up to the Prime Minister?

I did not give this to the FPrime ¥inister, the Navy Minister did.
Wio was the Navy Ilinister?
Admirel OIKAWA,

. . /
0f course, the main subject of conversationsand discussions of all
meetings now through October, November and December was reletions

with the United States, wasn'i it?
On the whole, it was.

Admiral, TOJO was Prime winister in December, 19L1l, wasn'l he?




O¥A, Takazumi 30 March 1946

A, TOJO was Primse iinister in October of that year.
Q. 4nd continued to be all throuzh that year and up to 19L4%

A, Yes. He was Prime Minister up until the spring of 194k,

Q. Now, Admiral, about thies Imperiel Conference juet before the declaration
of war, that was on the 1st or 2nd of December, wasn'tl 139

A. I do not remember whether it was held on the lst, 2nd or 3rd, but
i+ was held in the beginning of December.,

Q.. 'And you were present at that Conference whensver it was held?

-

A, Yes, I was present.

Q. Did you act as secretary of that conference as you had in the liaison
conferences?

A. I acted in the same capacity.

Q. The question of the war with the United States was the main issue
for discussion at thet time at the conferences, wasn't it?

That is rigut.

And they discussed there ihe question of the note that would be
sant to the United Staves?

T remexber that the question was that war was inevitable.

"And they discussed whet sort of note the Foreign Office would wvrite
to the Tmited States?

T do not remember as to whether that sort of thing was discussed.

You remember that t+he form or the ccatents of the note wase discussed
in that mesting, don't you®

They 4id not discuss t+hat sort of thing so much.

They did discuss there +he method of attack and nhow the war would be
started, didn't they?

The gquestion was by locking at Mr. full's note they thought that the
negotiations would not succeed and war was inevitable. I do not
~evenber as to whai questicns were discussed incidentally at that




OKA, Takazumi 30 March 1946

Conference. At the Imperial Conferences it was just for formality
and no big discussions were made there.

The Emperor seid nothing, did he?

He said that we must try and avoid the war as‘much.as,pbssible and
ne read a poem of Emperor Meiji and I think it was et this confsrence.

Do you'recall vhat the contents or the substance of that poem was?

I do not remember this poem so well as I do not have much interest
in poems, but the gencral outline of it was why all the people of the
world were in so much troublescee.e

Well, at that same Imperial Conference Mr. Hull's note of November 256th
was read to the Conference, wasn't it?

I do not remember whether it was read or not.

Now don't you remember, Admiral, refresh your memory, thet that note
was read and also the Foreign Minister's reply had been prepared

and i1 was read?

I do not rem=nber.

T0JO was pre$ént there, waen't he?

Yes, he was present,

‘Was a vote taken at the Imperial Conference on whether to call off
‘negotiations with the United States or not?

That sort of thing was not done.
Al whet confercence was that done?
That was not doue at all.

Do you mean thai there was no agreement and conference at which a
decision was made to go to war?

Thers was such a confzsrence but at none of these conferences was
there 2 vote held.

Everybody expressed his opinicn at the conference?

That is correct.




OKA, Tekazumi

30 March 1946

But you mean to tell me that there was juét no formal vote ta}cezi?
There was no voting but nobody spoke against it.

You mean everybody present spoke for the outbreak of war?

‘Rather they said that war was inevitable rather than agreement with it.

But nobody spoke up against it?
I think that nobody =said anything against it.
Who wes present representing the Army at these meetings?

The War Minister and the Chief of the Army General Staff and perhaps
the Vice Chief of the Army General Staff.

Anc on the Navy side,viere the Navy Minister and the Navy Chief of Staff
end the Vice Navy Chief of Staff present?

Same as the Afw, the fice Chief was pe'rhaps present.

Who wes the Navy Minister in November and December, 19417
Admirel SHIMADA,

Who was the Vice Chief of Navy General Staff at that time?
Admj.‘ral IT0. He is dead now. .

Your position was Chief of the Naval Affairs Bureau at that time?
That is rizht.

What was said about how the war would be started against the United
States?

After the middle of November I heard of such plans,

An‘d that was that Japan would take adventaze of the situation to
gain as much advantaze in the initial attack as she could?

The Navy's opinion was to conquer the South Seas and to establish
power of entrance.

Admiral, when they decided to meke the attack on FPearl Herbor, even
the Japanese suthorities did not expect that America would be taken
by so much surprise as they were, did they?

-
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They thought that it would not be such a big incident.

What time of day was it here in Tokyo when the news got back of
the attack and the results of it? : :

It was still dark.

Can you remember now the ‘neme of the Admiral who was in Commend of
the fleet in the Philippines attack on the day following the Pearl
Herbor attack? :

It was Admirel KONDO,

Thet is right. I have read Admiral KONDO's interrogation and he was
the man, Now, Admiral KONDO says that on the 3rd of December there was
@ meeting in which they were told thet attack on Pearl Harbor would
occur on the morning of the 8th., This was in a liaison conference -

of the Navy people.

Most probably I did not attend this meeting. I think this was a
meeting of the Navy General Staff.

Who was the overall Commander of the Navy?

Prince FUSHIMI and if you omit Prince FUSHIMI, it was Admiral NAGANO.
Now, Admiral NACANO is the man who gave instructions on the 3rd of
December that Pearl Harbor would be sttacked on the morning of the
Gth, isn't he?

Probebly ke wass I do not lmow whether it was the 3rd or not.

But it was at least some days vefore the 8th?

Yes, bul il negotiations betwecen America end Japan were successful,
we were ready to act accordingly.

Although the present plans were to attack Pearl Harbor on the Sth,
they were still open minded to the negotiations with the United States
and ready to recall that order or plen tc attack?

Yes, there was such an order issued.

But the chief difficulty with Hull's note wes that he still insisted
that Jepan withdraw its Army from the China area?

That is right.
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Q. And Japan had determined that she wouldn't do thet?

A. I think Prince Konoye was thinking of removing the troops from China

and in regards to the Navy, it was all right with us to remove our
troops from Chind and the Navy told Prince Konoye that we would leave
it up to him end if he said retreat from China, we would.

Q. But if he said don't retreat then you would gc alonz with him under war?

A. Yes, we left that up to Frince Konoye.

Q. Admiral, who were the chief leaders in determing the issne here about
var with the United States? :

A. TO0JO,

Q. And who were ths thief backers or supportors in the movement even
outside ' the Government?

A. T do not know of those sort of people and from ny principels I aid
not meet such people so I do not know their nam=s. The Navy did not

keep compasny with such People and organizations and they did not
come near us.

Q. What were some of the orgenizations that you refer to?

A. They were the radical parties scattered all over the place, for
¢xmmple, Mr., Shumei OKAWA. I think most probably there were many
such kind of people around Prince Konoye.

Q. Frince Konoye is dead now?

A, Yes.

Q. He was one of the chief men in that influence, wasn't he?

4, I do not understend in what influence.
. Fromotinz the idee of war and agzression,

A. Prince Konoye trisd to avoid the war es mich as possible but he
was overruled by the War Ministry at that time and so he resigned.

Q. Whe was the War Minister at that time?
A. General TCJO.
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Do you know General MAZAKI?

I have heard of him but I did not meet him personally.
What did you think sbout his trial in 193692
I do not know much of the trial and have no special opinion,

What do you know about the affair of Februery 26, 19367

I do not know the deep origin of that incident, afterwerds T read
all sorts of things and found out the origin,

What did you find out from readinz was the origin of 1t9

It was the conflict in the Army of the different groups, together
with that there were many people who upheld militarism.

Do you remember the names of the men who were convicted and executed
over that business?

I do not remember.
Do you rerember the officers who were assassinated?

I remember scme of those who were killed on February 26, 1936 and
May . 15, 1936, but I do not remember what officers were assacsinated.

Where were you at that time, February 26, 1936%
I was in the Navy Ministry located in Tokyo. I do not remember well

about the 'May 15th incident, I think I was in Geneva, perhaps, when
the May 15th incident occurred. '

How did you personally feel ebcut this war with the United States
wnen it was brought on?

Once a war is sterted, we have to do our best and try to win it but
from the very begirnning things did rot work cut so well.

Before the wer was started, how did you feel about bringing on the war?

I did not think it was advisable to start a war and to the end I kept

on negotiating with the Chief of the American Bureau in the Foreign
Cffice.

Who was that men?®

Mr., Taro TERAZAKY
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Was he an American in the American Foreign Office here?

No, he was a Japanese in the Japanese Office,

You mean you kept negotviating with the Japenese office called the
American Bureau through which you dealt with the Americans?

Yes,

Did you know E}eneral Ott, the German Ambassador?

I lmow of him but I have nct personally talked with him.

Didn't Le bestow up

on you a Merit of Honor of some type from
Hitler in Germany?

Yes, I received such a metal,

General 0Ott, himself, delivered that to you in the German Embassy,

didn't he?

Yes,

What was the occasion for sermany besiowing that upon you?
ed

I do not know but when they wish/to zive these metals to the Navy
they instruct the Navy that these metals will be given and the
Ad jutent would say give it to so and so,

You mean, Admiral, thet the Army would decide who would receive
these badges of honor?

No, it was decided by the Navy Minister as to whom should receive
them,

Do you know on what basis it was determined who would receive them?

For instance in the Jspen-German Pact, they had en exchange of

metals or honors and even thovgh your work may not have been related
to the Pact, you would be given them,

What do you know about the Tri-Partite Feact?

As I was the Chief of the Thira Department of the Navy General

Staff, I was not directly connected with it, but when it was concluded

I went to Foreign Minister MATSUOKA end asked why it was signed
and concluded.
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Q. Whet did MATSUOKA say?

A. We had a long talk and amongz them one was to avoid war with America,
that was the best thing. '

You mean he thought that by eigning that Pact with Italy and Germany
that it wouvld avoid war with Aperica?

Yes, he thought thet. I asked him éaveral times to make sure.
Did you think thet would help avoid war with America?

I thought that it would be rather dangerous.,

Of course now you know it was dengerous, don't you?

Yes.,

What do you know about the Anti Comintern Pact?

I had almost no relations in regards to the Anti Comintern Pect.
I want to make a note here, from the Navy's point of view it has
been their tradition not to make such a pact with Germany or Italy
and from the very beginning the Navy did not agree with this pact.

Then it looks like the Army folk pursued this program that brought
about the war, doesn't it?

I do not know of that but the Nevy has no political power.
Who did have political power, Admiral?
It was the Army and the Buresucrats.

Wnat was the KAMPEI TAI?

I do not know very much of the KAMPAI TAI bu: in order to investigate
and control criminal cases in the Navy, £he KANPAT TATI had to receive
directions from the Navy Minister. The Navy Minister was asked to
come and give an address and the outline of his address would always
be treat the Navy people in a fair angd just way.

Well, Admiral, what were the other organizetions that had biz political
influence?

I do not know what organizﬁtions had political power. Az I mentioned
before, I did not meet such people.
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‘writing, speech making and teaching?

Of course you knew there were a lot of them in the country? |
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Yes, I did.

And these people were the agitetors and radicals?
Most of them were radical. |
Did you kmow Dr. Shﬁmei ‘OGAWA? . | %
No, I do not. I have only heard of his name.

Well, you knew thet he was well known in Japan, doing a lot of

Yes, I did.

And vou knew him as a radical writer and teacher?

T do not now whet kind of things he said as I have no interest
in them.

Didn't you ever read his book?

No, I have not.

Did you have any connection with Section Cne, Department One,
of the Board of Informat%gn at that time?

T do not understand, the Government Board of Informat on?

Yes.,
T had no direct relation. | LT
What was your relation? 8
People were sent out from the Navy Minister to the Board of Informaiion.

What d4id you have to do with being sent out or gending anybody out?

When the Board of Informetion requested such personnel, I, as Cliief
of the Navy Affeirs Bureau, sent them.

Did this orgaenization get information from you or did you get
information from the Bureau?
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A. That RBoerd of Information was & sort of propaganda organization
in the country for Jepan. T

Q . And it sought information from your Department?

A. Tor instance, on Navy day they would ccome and ask us what tc do,
the thinzgs that would be best for us to do and in regards to the

Navy, they came and conferred with us.
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accurate to the best of my knowledge and belief, :
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Subscribed and sworn to before me this 30th deay of _March , 1946,
U
Name and Rank
Duly Detailed Investizeting Officer, .

International Frosecution Section, GH:, SCaP.

Certificate of Stenogrepher

I, Hannah Kato ___, hereby certify thet I acted |
. a5 stenogrepher t the interrogetion set out above, and that 1 |
transcribed the foregoing questions and answers, and t het the
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INTERROGATION OF
Admira) OKA, Takagupi

Date and Time: 30 March 1946, 1500 = 1700 hours
Place s Room 730, Meiji Building, Tokyo, Japan

Present : OEA, Takazumi (Admiral)
Mr. Roy Morgan, Interrogator
2nd Lt. 4. E. Klauser, Intorprater
Miss Hanneh Kato, Stenographer
Mr. A. A. Muzzey

Oath of Interpreter, a.dnin:l_.aterod by Mr. Morgan:

Mr. Morgan Do you solemnly swear, by Almighty God, that
you will truly and accurately interpret and
translate from English into Japanese and from
Japanese inte English, as may be required of
you, in this proceeding? :

A. I was Chief of Navel Affairs Buresu from October 14, 1941
to June 19“-

Q. Were there a mumber of liaison conferences between October 23,
1941 and December 8, 1941, which you attended?

A. Yes.

g e W 2pe
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Admirael OKA -« contimued
Q. Who attended these liaison conferences?

A, TOJO, SHIMADA, KAYA, SUZUKT, NAGANO, SUGIYAMA, HOSHINO, ITO,
MUTO, TSUKADA and myself, -

Q. Did you have an active part in these conferences?

A, I was secretary at these conferences and went almost all
the time.

Q. What were your duties as a secrelary? Did you voice any
opinions? | :

A. I did not give any opinions.

Q. I understand from Mr. TOGO that you voiced your opinion many
times during these conferences. Is that right?

A. I only voiced it so far as explaining sentences.

Q. What do you mean by explaining sentences?

A. I wrote sentences that naval officials or other officials
had spoken in these meetings and explained them back.

Q. I understand that you, as Chief of the Naval Affairs Bureau,
voiced your opinion. Is this true?

A. Just in explaining is the only time I expressed an opinion.
Q. What were the discussions sbout during these conferences?

A. We spoke of many things.

Q. What were the things?

A. Diplomatic problems, problems of war and problems dealing with
the affairs of the country.

Q. What was the problem of war that you were discussing?
A. Regarding military problems or other problems, we discussed

nothing as far as tactics were concerned but spoke about
internsl production and resources.
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Admiral OEKA . continued
Mr. Morgan: I am sorry Admiral OKA but I see I have to ask you

leading questions because of the mamner in which
you are answering me.

At the beginning of the liaison conferences there were
discussions concerning the withdrawal of Japanese treops
from China within a specific time limit. Is that not true?

About that time I don't remember very well, but I don't think

we discussed anything about withdrawing troops. Probably the
Prime Minister, the Foreign Minister and the Army Minister
discussed this prOblﬂl-

Who was the Prime Minister and the Army Minister?
KONOYE was Prime Minister and TOJO was Army Minister.

After October 18 were there any discussions concerning the
withdrawal of troops from China?

I don't remember.

Do you remember that there were many discussions during these
1isison conferences concerning negotiations between the United
States and Japan over the withdrawal of troops from China?

T don't remember too well but that may have been so that they
did discuses it but to the degree which they discussed it I
am not sure.

Do you remember the Hull note of November 26, 19417
I do 'ruelber that., It was referring to the South Seas.

Bas there anything in Hull's note that was objectionable to
Japan in your opinion?

The letter concerning the South Seas and the withdrawal of
troops were objettionable to me.

I understood you to say you had no discussions of the with-
drawing of troops from China. Explain this.

Yes, I said that before because we did not discuss it at the
conferences.




Admiral OKA -~ contimmed

Q.
A.

Yhen was the first time you ever discussed 1t?

KONOYE was for taking the troops out but TOJO was ageinst it
and this was in October of 1941 and ultimately caused the fall
of the KONOYE Cabinet. This was just between TOJO and KONOYE
and the Foreign Minister and the Naval Minister. Therefore,
when TOJO took over it made it very difficult to discuss the
matter since he was ageinst the withdrawal of troops in China,

Were you present at the conferences with TOYODA, KONOYE, TOJO
and the Naval Minister?

No, I was not there.
How do you know about this?

The news came from the Minister of the Navy.

 Who was the Minister of the Navy?

OIKAWA, Koshiro.

D.*;d he tell you this?

Yes, he did tell me,

Did you support the views of KONOYE or the views of TOJO?
I supported KONOYE's views,

Going back to the liaison conferences after TOJO became Premier,
do you mean to tell me that there were no discussions concerning

Do you not recall that SUGIYAMA, SUZUKI, SHIMADA, HOSHINO, TOJO
and others were opposed to the withdrawal of Japanese troops
from China during a discussion at these liaison conferences?

I don't remember,
You were present during these conferences were you not?

Imusna:llyt.herebutldonotmnber.




Admiral OKA = contimued
Q. When was the first time you ever discussed 1t?

A. EKONOYE was for taking the troops out but TOJO was ageinst it
and this was in October of 1941 and ultimately caused the fall .
of the KONOYE Cabinet. This was just between T0JO and KONOYE :
and the Foreign Minister and the Naval Minister. Therefore, 1
when TOJO took over it made it very difficult to discuss the
patter since he was against the withdrawal of troops in China.

Q. Were you present at the conferences with TOYODA, KONOYE, TOJO
and the Naval Ministex?

A. No, I was not there.
Q. How do you know about this?
A. The news came from the Minister of the Navy.

Q. Who was the Minister of the Navy?

A. OIKAWA, Koshiro.
Q. Did he tell you this?

A. Yes, he did tell me,
Q. Did you support the views of KONOIE or the views of TOJO?

Q. Going back to the liaison conferences after TOJO became Premier,
do you mean to tell me that there were no discussions concerning

and others were opposed to the withdrawal of Japanese troops
from China during a discussion at these 1iaison conferences?

A, i don't remember,

Q. You were present during these conferences were you not?

A. Imm]htherebutldomtmuber.
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Admiral OKA - contimmed
Q. Do you recall the liaison conferences of November 28, 1941

at which discussion came up regarding the Hull note and a
decision was made to wage war against the United States?

I think it was the first of December that they made this
dﬂciﬂion-

1 asked you about the liaison conferences, not the Imperial
conference or Cabinet meeting.

I am not quite sure but I still think it is December.

Regardless of the date, do you recall the liaison conferences
during which there was unanimous agreement to wage war against
the United States?

Yes, I do recall it and believe it was the first of December.

Do you agree that the decision to wage war against the United
States was proper in view of all the circumstances?

I couldn't worry about it. I had to do that.
I didn't ask you that!

Most of us did not think it was the right thing, but at that
time we could do nothing else but declare war,

Why could you do nothing else?

The circumstances at that time made it necessary for us to
wage war,

What circumstances at that time?
Mainly for protection or self-defense we had to wage war,

In other words, you approved the decision to wage war against
the United States?

Yes.

There was unanimous agreement amongst the members of the liaison
conference to wage war?

Yes, I think so because they all signed it. However, I did not
sign because I was not an actual member,

-5a
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Admiral OKA = continued
Q. What did they sign?
A. A paper from the govermment.
Q. What kind of paper?

A, It came from the Cabinet Secretary and was made up by the Cabinet
for the purpose of the liaison conference to sign.

Q. HOSHINO was the Cabinet Secretary was he not?
‘l I.G’ ho m.

/ Q. You mention that you approved the decision to wage war against
e the United States because of self defense. What do you mean

by self-defense?

A, I felt that if Japan remained quiet we would be destroyed by
England, America and Holland,

Admiral OKA: I want a Japanese interpreter.

Mr, brm b w
Admirel OKA: He could understand my position better.

Mr. Morgan : What kind of position do you have?
Admiral OKA: He could understand my feelings and thoughts better.

Q. What led you to believe that?

A. These countries were increasing the number of soldiers in the
Far East and negotiations with the United States were not getiing
along. For these reasons I felt it was for self-protection.

Q. I would like to ask you at this time one pertinent question
regarding war notification to the United States, Do you recall

there was some discussion between TOGO, the Foreign Minister
and Admirals NAGANO and ITO regarding notification of the United
States prior to any attack?

A. I recall it.,
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Admiral OKA - contimmed

Do you not recall your conversations with NAGANO and ITO in
which you also supported them in their stand that the war
should be started with a maxisum effectiveness and therefore
no notice should be given to the United States before attack?
Thit:;a after the decision to wage war and the notice to

at c

I don't remember it.

Don't you recall any conversation that you had with HLGLI-'D and
ITO concerning the attack on the United States without any
notice?

No, I don't remember anything like that,

What was the gist of the conversation between TOGO, NAGANO and
ITO regarding notification prior to any attack?

I don't know,

You do remember that there was a discussion between TOGO, NAGANO

and ITO don't you?

I heard after the war had begun that there was a discussion
between TOGO and ITO,

What did you hear?

Before the attack I had not heard it and the first time I heard

it was from American sourcese.

The first time you heard that ITO and TOGO had an argument about

the time of attack was from American sources?

I heard it after the war for the first time. My information
came from the Demobilization Board which was set up after the

war.
And then not from American sources?
It did not come from American sources.

As I understand it, Chief of the Military Affairs Bureau is a
very powerful position in the Govermment, Is that right?

Yes, it 1is.
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Admiral OKA - continued

Q. As Chief of the Naval Affairs Bureau your position was
comparable in power to the Chief of the Military Affairs
Bureau, Is that right?

A. Yes, it was comparable but the work which the Chief of the
Military Affairs Bureau did was different - our duties were
different,

A. Yes. As you know, the influence the Apmy had with the Cabinet
was stronger than that of the Navy. In this respect, our
strength differed.

Q. mrammchietoftheﬂlitarylrfdrsm:rmnt this
time, was he not?

A, Yes, he was,

Q. Did not MUTO and you frequently contact the Foreign Office
in connection with the drafting of the final notification to

the United States?
A. We didn't have any discussions.

Q. Did you and MUTO contact the Foreign Office in connection with
the drafting of the final notification?

A. Yes we did. However, I don't recall the contents of the message.

Q. With reference to the final note that was delivered in Washington

on December 7, 1941, did you have any part in preparation of this
note?

’
A. I only read it. T did not make any of 1t up.

Q. Didyouormnkeanyremiominthemtommgtho
period of drafting it?

A. IdomthmraboutmTOBntIdidn'tdo anything to it at all.
Q. When did you first read the note?

e ok don't remember,
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Admiral OKA = contimued

Q.

A.

Q.

A.

A.

Q.

A,

If Mr. TOGO should say that you and MUTO kept in constant
touch with the Forelgn Office and took part in revising
the note before its final preparation, would you say he
was mistaken?

I really am not sure about it, I do admit I went to the
Foreign Ministry quite often, also MUTO, but as far as
correcting the final draft goes, I do not remember, so
what Mr. TOGO says may or may not be true.

Were you not a strong advocate in attacking the United States
without any warning?

No, that isn't true. I did not wish to attack Pearl Harbor
without warning or before a note had been sent.

Do you remember there was some discussion among the Navy
people?

No, I didn't have any type of conversation like that and
none of the Navy people talked about it. Tactics were not

discussed.

As Chief of the Navel Affairs Bureau you naturally had to
be acquainted with all the plans of sirategy, did you not?

I didn't have any relation with military or naval strategy.
This all came from the Naval General Staff and I took my
orders from the Navy Minister,

My understanding is that the Chief of the Naval Affairs Burean
was the driving force of the Navy and, therefore, would be in
a position to kmow everything that the Navy was planning to

do. Please explain.

That is true. I only kmew of perhaps large scale, which
wost people knew about naval strategy but I still maintain

that the Navy strategy was taken care of by Naval General
Staff.

0f course, you knew that Pearl Harbor was the first object of
attack, that it was to occur around 1:25 p.m. Washington time,

December 7, 1941, did you not?

T am not clear about whether I knew about this or not but I
believe perhaps I did.
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