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Def- DOC- NO. 626-)\-‘

y EXCERPTS FROU THE INTERROGATION OF

TOJO HIDEKI

7 February 1946
A. +..Under the Japanese Constitution, the Armg Chief of Staff and the Navy
Chief of Staff are responsible solely to the Emperor in matters cf strateg:
anc evaluation of the probable advantages and disadvantages [yoshiashi] of
wariare. The'Ministers o. State, tl2t is to say, the Premier and the
Cabinet lMembers, are esponsible vo the fmporor for other governmental
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interfere in civil matters.

Then you mean that it Is the responiibility of the Chiefs of Staff to advis:
the Emperor on the probatls horeficial or ill-effccte of war?

Yes. This is an important peint about tho prerogative of the command. In
America it is a function of the civil povernrent. In Tapan, you might say
that the twe spheres of military coummand srd civil governnent over-lap.
Matters of purs’ - military importance ere nc functicn of the civil governier
matters of purc .- civil imporiauce are no functijon of the milite y commandc.
However, the over-lapping arcs, which ix .lud=s such matters as foreign
policy and degisions to go to wur for e<awnsls, vresents problems which in
practice are t}(en up by the Lizisin Conreruice {Renraku Kaigil. For
example, the strategic war plans are a matter of pure strateg - and were not
known to the Cabincet members. 1 did not even know them mysedll .

You mean that as Premier you did not even know what the war plin was?

In my character as Premler, I did not. I was alsoc a member of Imperizl
lieadquarters and a War Courcellor [Iaku ni sankaku]. In these latter twe
capacities, I recelived military reports of operations plans. These were
forwarded by the Chiaf cof Staff. Incicentally, by the war plun, which I
rcferred to & moment ago, I mean Army war plan., I dic not know anything
about the Navy war rlan. tiomever, the fact that I roceived reperts did nct
mean that I had the right to interfere or participate in matters involving
cormand. These were the sole prerogative -7 the Chief of Staff,

13 March 1946
A« ¢« ¢« «This whole matter of +:4
standing of such things as the
Indo-China that we have tallzed 1t it the first, the government pelicy
in regard to the China Incideit .us that of localization. However, due to
the fact of the indspendence of the High Command, the fighting kept spreadi;
as they strove for victory. [Premicr Konoye had a terrible time.

e « o The responsibtiility of the Premier and the *crelgn, War, and Navy
Ministers, and the President of the Plaaning Bcard, togcther with the Chief:
of Staff, for advice to the Emperor, throuzh the instrumentality of the
Liaison Confer. s and Imperiusl Conferences, was of tremendous ‘mportance.
To return tc the China Ircident, for example--the Government policy was a
policy of non-enlargement of the wancident; nevertheless, because of the
fact that the civil government had no authority over the Supreme Command,
th: fighting was, in fact, enlarged and the civil .government vas powerless
to prevent it. [This complete last answer was read back to the witness and
he agreed 2s to its correctness. The attached diagram, illustrating the
relationships discussed in the abuve interrogation, was later prepared and
shovn to the witness who agreed also as to its correctne Se |

Q. You said yesterday that the civil government could not contrel the Supreme
Command and gave as examples the China Incident and the situation in scuthern

Indo~China. Would you explain how this worked in regard to southern Indo-
China in 19417

A. Well, on the one hand, the Japanese-American negotiations were under way.
On the other hand, Imperial Headquarters kept moving troops and supplies
from Formosa by ship tec southern China and into northern Indo-Chinza in order
to win. This was something which could give rise to misunderstandings, but,




i

ggc. 4o, 626=fie8

because themovement of troops and military suvplies was the sole province

of the Supreme Command, the civil government cculd say ncthing. It was a
different situation with reparc to scuthern Indo-China. There, the troops
‘ere meved 1n on & basis of the joint defense egrecment: since this involvec
the civil government, it could net be dene by the Suyreme Command alcne.
Hovever, troops could be moved [ 'om central China intc sovth Chinz dnd even
intc the north part of French In .o~China at that time under the proper
authority and at the convenicence of the Supreme Command. this, of course,
relfers tc the Army; a similar situation existed “ith regard to the Navy.
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» « o However, you may say tanat these four steps, to wit: the "Four-" angd
"Five-Minister" “onferences, the Liaison Confepences, the Conference for
the Supreme Dircction cf the VYaor, and the Imrerial He*dquartcrs conferonce
attended by the Premier, waere four stazaes of the attecmpt to solve this
problem cof the over-lapping suvueres of authorit 11t“ regarc te the cver-
lapping spheres, there vas a certain amount of sucubau, but the pelitic«l
fcrces, that is tu say, the “;"1". power, of the Cabinet, ¢ ~uld not
control the pure command sphere uthc rity of the Supreme Cc mand.

I am not seying that the independence of the Supreme Command is a bac
thing. There arc some gocd points zbout it toﬁ, for examgle, being able

te conduct operations w thout politi tnverference. It veas a good thing
in 1890, vhen tac Constitutiﬂn Wo.8 o8 'f*L ineu, for the High Command te be
untrammelled, but in these days wlewe the influcnce of a single uutltn 1¢g
feit arcound the werld, a c5+t41“ anount of centrol by the political authorit,
1S naccssary Hov. ~Vcl, under tne Japanese system, 1t vasg 1np4u”1ble. [ The
preceding portlieon of this answer was read back tu the witness vho agreed 8s
te 1ts Lor-,ctn,uu.j
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There 1s one inportant point that I would like to make clcar. I have
o:en talkin' avout difficuit problems of the Japanese Government system ond
cf the independence of the uuyreme Command. However, the foreign problenms
arising from the actions of the “upreme Command, I am resoonsible for.

o0 that the indepenocence of the Supreme Command was geood from a military
standycint but not zood frem a pelitical or civil standpoint.

The independence oupreme Comuand 18 geod from a military point of
view only if firh r vere the w*l; thinz to be cinsidered, but fighliing
today is alsc a X : From the pelitical point cof view, uncer
modern conditic -, indgoendence of the Supreme Command requires con-
sideration. 1 Lelieve that under modern conditions, war is a ova. tt cf
polltics--they are separate uny Moro.

Do you not realize that the pesition in which z2pan finds hersclf teday
vas due largely te tha incependeance or the Suuyrene Command?
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lo speak plainly, 1t was o big cause. ., , .




