Def. Doc, No. 606-A-1 Exhibit i

INTERROGATION of HOSHINO « TACLRPTS

28 January 1946, page 12

Qe
A,

.

A,

What was the question about the extraterritorial rights
that you referred to back a little while ago?

This extraterritorial right was enjoyed by almost all
nations at one time, including the Japanese. Followling
the influx of Japanese colonists into Manchukuo it was
realized that the freedom of taxation enjoyed by them
would create inecquelity and an unfair state of affairs
for the Chinese. 4nd it was deecmed necessary that this
extraterritoriality should be abolished to equalize the
situation. In the railway zone both Chinese and Japenese
were not subject to texation and this also was a situa-
tion that had to be remedied.

You conducted the negotiations with the head of the Army,
Genersl UEDA, yourself, did you?
I was one of those who conferred with Genersl UEDA,

And who were the others?
Mr, OEASHI, Vice Foreign Minister, was another who con-
ferred with General UZDA.

And vou and the Vice Foreign Minister, Mr, OHASHI, sug-
cested a plan for working this out, d4id you? 1If so,
what was the plan?

This was not exactly a plan, but a recommendation to be
forwerded to the Japanese Government that steps be taken
for the abolition of extraterritoriality in the railway
ZOI e .

What action did they take on that recommendation? That
is the Japanese Government.

Late in 1936 or esrly in 1937 as a result of the Japan-
Manchukuo Treaty, the desired result was obtalned.

Page 13

,{}.

Was it necessary to teke up with the head of the Kwantung
Army all bond issues which were issued by Manchukuo? 1
am limiting it to this period of 1932 to 1936.

It was not necessary to refer such matters to the Kwan-
tung Army, but support was usually requested from this
SOUICE »

Wiere there any cases that you remember over the period
of 1932 to 1934 in which the Army, or the head of the
Kwantung Army refused to give support?

NO .

In 1935 bonds to the value of 140,000,000 yen were 1is-
sued for the purchase of the North llanchuria Raillway
from the Soviet Government, at which time 1 came tO
Japan several times in connection with the flotation of

these bonds.

And did you get the approvel of the Kwantung Army in that

case, too0?
It was not necessary for mne to obtain the approval of the

Kwantung Army. Rather than approval, it was the moral
support as stated previously.

w ]l »
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+« Did the Bureau teke any action towards interesting people
in making investments in Manchukuo during this period
1932 to 19367 I mean did they taeke any action towards
interesting people in developing industry in Menchukuo?
Great efforts were made to sell shares of newly established
companies asmongst the population in Manchukuo,

Was it your depertment so far as the Manchukuo government
was concerned that had charge of that during the period
1932 to 193¢7

This deperiment wes meinly concerned in a sort of sales
cempaign to have these shares held by as many people as
posslible.

31 Januury 1946, page 17

e /From Pros. zx. No. 453-h, page 12. What was the reason
that the Kwantung Arny made any objection to the Zalbatsu
meking investments in Manchukuo?

A, The army in gcneral did not oppose the Zaibatsu but there
existed such an setmosphere among the Kwentung officers.
The Kwentung officers believed thet since the Zalbatsu
monopolized industry in Japun zuch should not hzppen tO
the industries in lienchukuo. ‘inerefore, the opposition on
the purt of the armyL7

How did you feel about it, lir. hoshino?
Since I did not belicve that the Zeibatsu monopolized 1in-
dustry in Japan I felt that anyone could go into Manchu-

kuo 2nd make investments in industry.

Page 19

Qe Did the Chinese incident come as a surprise to you?
L., 1t wes & surprise to me,

,, Februasry 1946, page 3

Vies Gencrel HCONJD in Manchuria when you went there?
YES,

State what conv.rgsations you had with him about the kian-
churian incident in Cortuember 16317

I have never telked vilh scneral HONJO concerning the
Manchurian incident,

Did you ever telk with Goencral ITAGAKIY
I have never talked with General ITAGAKI concerning the
Menchurian incldent,

Februery 1946, page 18
Did you become & nmenber of the Imperial Rule Assistance
hssoclation?
Well not in =zny perticular sense but as a member of the
Cabinet. I was 2n advisor of the society. All the Cgbi-
net iilnisters were,

You werce an officer of thet association?
No.

VWiere you on the Board of Dircctors or wny permanent com-
mittee?

Yes, I was a member of the committee. 1 wes called upon
to become a mcmber of a committee to study health matters
after my resignetion. It was for the study of tubercu-
losis.,
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Q. So that is all you did with that aessocistion?
A. Yes, that is all,

Page 19

Qe In the spring of 1940, did MATSUOKA go to Germany and
Iltaly?
A, Yes.

e And what was the result of his trip to Germany?

A, I had resigned when MaATSUOKA came back so I didn't hear -
I don't kXncw the details or the secret details. DBut the
most lmrortant result of the trip» as a whole was the
Russo-~Japanese Treaty of Non-Agegression,

And that was signed about the middle of April?
Yes.,

£nd was it considered at the Cabinet meeting at which you
were present?

No, I didn't attend such a Csghinct mecting. I had already
resigned in April and since I 4 » traveling during March

I did not attend any of the Cebinet meetings.

26 February 1946, page 5

Now, Mr. Hoshino, you stated that you were president of
the Planning Board until April 1941. What did you do
after thet?

For half a year thereafter I was doing no specicl Jjob,
I was visiting various parts of the country.

And whet were the vigits? Of a business or of a pleasur:
n&tur()?

It was mostly private trips, except at one time 1 did
make a speech in regard to certsasin Chuchiku savings. 1
had been 1n lianchuris for a number of years and there-
fore 1 made this trip to see the condition of the coun-
try.

Whet was the ressoun {2r the collapse of the Third Konoye
Cabinet, Mr. Heshine?

I did not know at t.ast time the reason for I hed beem out
on many trips since betwcecen August and October, however,
afterward I did hear thut the Konoye Cabinet collapsed
because there was lnterncl friction,

pasge 6

G. How did you happen to become Secretary of the Cabinet,
Mr. Hoshino?

A, There was no special reason except thst I had been re-
quested to become the Cobinet Secretary on the 17th by
TojJo. At that time 1 had already purchased a ticket im
anticipstion of ¢foling to Korea,

You and Genersal TOJO were old friends, were you not,
M1+ Hoshino?

I would not say exactly old fricnds, however, Tojo was
in Manchurisa for sbout two ycars ot the time 1 was and
that is how 1 came to know him and also when Tojo was
the Minister of War and I was on the Cabinet Planning
Board.

- 3 -
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<+ Who appointed you as president of the Cabinet Planning
Board originally?
A, Prince Konoye,

page 7

¢e Did you, as Secretary, attend all of the meetings of the
Cebinet. Mr, Hoshino?

A, I did not asttend us & Cabinet member, however, I did sit
in on the msetings. TL1here also were two other persons
that sat in on this cecnference, The legislative and the
intelligence members s&7 in on these conferencese.

Ce As Secretary of thc Cubinet Board, did you have a vote
on any of the cuestions prescnted there?
A. No, no rights for a vote.

7 Februury 1946, page 16

Did you kecp notes of the Cubinct mectings during TOJO's
regime?
No,

Did anybody else in the Cabinet keoep any notes, or minutes,
or memorendum?

No, the president of the Information Buresu geve whatever
information there was to the newspapers.

February 1946, pzge 8

* éﬁrom Pros., Ex. No, 2225, page 15. I em edvised, I.1.

loshino, that you were the closest men in the Cabinct
Gecneral TOJO. How about that?
As the Chief Secretery, I wes the closest to TOJO, how-
ever, I cen not say that I was the closest advisor.

I am advised thut you .Llso were a strong supporter of
TOJO's war policy. Is thut not correct?

1l have not becn _clzec o zny advice by TOJO previous to
the war, nor hcve 1 ,1iv ny. 1 have Just carried out
instructions es o sueretr T,

7 February, 1946, puge .

Did the Prime Minister scy_anything? /At Imperial Con-
ference of 1 Decemcer 1941/

He explained the situstion as it was.

Whet did hc (xpl~in° A, I don't recmember exactly what wes
What was it 1n substance?

noughly that 1f the negotiations did not succeed during

the beglinning of December, there would be war.

sLid

February 1946, paege 1L

(e Were you present at this Imperial Conference?
A, Yes, 1 wes but not as a member,




Def. Doc, No. 606-L-1

7 February 1946, popge 28

«s Did you meke uny suggestions? /it Privy Council meeting

L o
of 8 Deccember 19417
Ae I was not permitted to express enything.

11 February 1946, page 13

<+ was the Chicf of the Informetion Board present at the
meeting of the Privy Council?

A. 1 belicve he was i ;u:t though 1 cunnot say definitely
that he was L8 tlie 1¢f of the Cabinet Information
Bourd sasnd mvsel: :1ll «re not members we would not
have to gttend the n i;L?S except those that pertained
to our dutieg so :-L pCssibly he may huve attended this.
If they were €1l miristers it would be compulsory, more
or less, to aticnd these meetings, but as these people
are merely in line of duty only and not as & member I
would not be able to suy definitely thet they were.




