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27 May 1947

MEMORANDUM TFOR:
Mr. Sutton; Mr. cron/

FROM

EDWARD P. MONAGHAN, Chief, Investigative Division, IPS

SUBJECT

Defense Witness

1. Please find attached Hecreto list of material available en the
following witness and/cr witnesses.

DEFENDANT
HATA

WITNES

2

LIST OF MATERIAL AVAILABLE

A staff study compiled by G-2

EATE: SO0 has been included in the
Tnvestigation files on the
sub ject witness end is now
available

2. Please ackndyledge receipt of\ this memorandux by initialling
end returning attachgd. carbon copy to tiis effice, Room 300.

LA

Tnol EDWARD P. MONAGHAN
(Described above)

¥
‘vll.
~

_._,—._'t-.-'.-l".t-:-..n.ll.




INTERNATIONAL PROSRCUTION SECTION

22 April 1947

MEMORANDUM

TO ¢ Mr., David N. Sutton
FRM + Mr. Smith N. Crowe, Jr.
SITBIJBRCT: Witness - KAWABE, Shozo

The following additional information which is
already in evidence is herewith forwarded to you:

1. Record page 3377-3378 - In the affidavit
of this witness, he states that General HATA's dutles in
Central China during 1938, when he was Commander-in-Chief
of the Central China Expeditionary Force, were negative
in nature and that HATA was in the position of merely main-
taining peace and order in Central China. General TADA,
Hayao, the Vice-Chief of the General Staff in Tokyc, August
1937 through December 1938, testified as follows:

"As such, I made the plans for the capture of Japanese
armed forces --

"THE PRASIDENT: “campalign®.
"GOT.ON®I. MORROW: Did I say "cempaign"?
"({Continuing reading):"

-="culminating in the capture of Shanghail 12 November,
1937, the campaign ending in the capture of Nanking 13
December, 1937, and the campaign which finally resulted in the
teking of Fankow 27 October 1938,

"The plans for the capture of Shanghail were made when the
incident broke out in Shanghail; during the battle of Shanghai,
plans were drawn up for the capture of Nanking, and plans for
the capture of Hankow were drawn up in June or July 1938."

2. Record page 7,335 to 7,337 - The following excerpts
have & bearing on the aff idavit of the above witness 1in two
respects - (1) Regarding the July 7, 1937 Marco Polo Bridge
Tncident and (2) Regarding the statement that Japanese armies
intended merely to maintain the status quo in Central China
during 1937 and 1938,
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| ‘ L e imw wwen &9 WLLAE DS I’LRWABE, ShOZO)

Exhibit #671A is en excerpt from the newspaper "Japan
Advertiser” and is a statement by ARAKI, one of the defend-

ants, apd reads as follows:

nJapan's determination to fight to a finish with China
and the Soviet Union is sufficient to carry it on for more

than a decade,”

Exhibit #672 is a telegram from the defendamt TOJO, the
Chief of the Kwentung Amy, Headquarters, dated June 9, 1937,

and reading as follows:

»Judgling the present situation in China from the point
of view of military preparations against Soviet Russia, I am
convinced that if our military power permits it, we should
deliver & blow first of all upon the Nanking regime to get
rid of the menace at our back."

SMIT™ N. CROKE, JR.
Assistant Counsel
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22 April 1947

| M7 ORAN DUM

i‘ TO . Mr. Rgward P. Monaghan, Actig. chf, Investigative Div.
FROM . Mr. Smith N. Crowe, JT.,

QUBJRECT: Witness KAWAB®, Shozo

Tn accordance with our conversation of last week, please
furnish me with the informaticn concerning the identity of
the author of an article on the leaders responsible for the
Great War. I am unable to furnish you the exact file cita-
tion, since I gave the file to ¥r. ILarsh in connection with
: his investigation and he 1is not now available in his office.
| The investigation includes the subject mtter of this article
as well as the authorship thereof.

|
!1
|
: : SMITH N. CROWE, JR.

Assi steant Counsel
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23 April 1947

MEMORANDUM FOR: Mr. Smith N. Crowe
FROM e« Mr. Richard Larsh

SUBJECT :  KAWABE, Shozo

Re your request for a copy of document written by
KAWABE (First Name Unknown), entitled "Responsibility of
+he TOJO Cabinet and of the military circles for the War"
investigation was undertaken to determine if the author

of this document was KAWABE ShozoO.

A thorough search of IPS files was made and failed
to unearth the document. Colonel Davis, CIS, who 1s quite
an authority on Japanese through his thirty years
experience in Japan, states that an examination of his
files fails to disclose the document and also that he 1is
guite certain that KAWABE Shozo never wrote such a
document. However, he feels that the document may have
been written by Shozo's brother, Torchiro, one-time
military representative in Moscow and also one-time member
of the Japanese General Staff. This view 1s also upheld
ih the fact that an analysis of the document came to us

from the Russian Division, IPS.:

In view of the above, it is recommended that the
investigation be considered closed.

RICHARD LARSH, Investigator,
Investigation Division, IPS




21 April 1947

Re: Information requested by you from the request for order and

g — - -

process for the production of Kawebe, Masakasu as a witness

L
-

~ in behalf of defendant HATA, Shunroku.

==

5 . It is cited in the request that the facts to be proved by

-  — T
-

the witness is_the policies, utterances, and actions of the

o ]
e ul.ium‘-::" -

| defendent Hata during the time in which he is cherged by the

indictment.

The relevance of the testimony is in its tendency to

establish that Kawabe, lasakasu associated with the accused

Hata in various capacities at the time charged in the

indictment, is in its tendency to establish that the accused

" f took no part in eny of the conspiracies charged to him and

’ | ' was not in aiy wise connected with the plam}ing. initiating
_' or weging of wers of aggression.

E /;

.G.Lambert %
Investigator 3

30
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TNTFERNATT ONAL PROSRCUTION SECTION
18 April 1947

MEMOR AN DI

TO : Mr. David Sutton

FROM : Mr, Smith N, Crowe, JTr.

SURTROT: Witnesses in the Chimm Phase - KAWABE, Chozo

Hereto attached are date regarding the witness
KAWABE, Chozo,

l Incl: SMITH N. CROWE, JR.
Data re KAWABE Assistant Counssal

: e e L Nt IR P b sl AN
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18 April 1947

WEMORANDUM RE: KAWABE, Chozo

I. Subpoena subject of testimony.

a. T have received no information from the Investigation
Nepartment regarding the subpoena subject of testimony. HOw-
ever, the affidavits of this witness have been served on us

by the Defense.

b. Defense Document 970 indlicates that this witness will
41 scuss the begimming of the China Incident, on July 7, 1937, and
di savow that the responsibility lay with the Japanese Army.

c. Defense Document 823, another affidavit of this witness,
is an attempt to absolve the defendant HATA from all responsibil-
{ty under the counts of the {ndictment. Particularly with re-
gard to his activitiles in Chipa after the year 1937 1s this true.,
The witness will state that HATA'S daties,as Commander-in-Chiefl
of the Central China Expeditionary Forces, werse negative in

v character, being restrictaed to the maintenance of peace end
order in Central China; that HATA 1ssued atrict orders to the
units under his command to take the utmost case to maintaln
military discipline in the City of Hankow after its fall in
November of 1938; that there was not a eingle case of viclation
of military discipline in Hankow nguoch 88 massacre, violence,
plunder, etc."” that, after the China Affairs Board was founded,
political and economic affairs were no longer handled by the
Cormander-in-Chief of the Japanese Armies in China; that Chinese
prisoners-of -war were del ivered to the Central Government of
China: that the China Expeditionary Foroas had nothing to do
with the opium problem in China; that the Central China Expedi-
t{ onary Forces had nothing to do with the Canton or Changkufeng

Tnocident s,

TT - Information from the Investigative Division - VWitness has
been & military man all of his 1ife., Fe was a commander of a&a
brigade of the North Chipa Carrison Army with Headquarters at
Peiping. This brigade was {nvolved in the July 7, 1937, Incident,
being on maneuvers near the village of Fengtai, a hour's walk
from the Marco Polo Bridge., FHowever, the witness was not esent,
being in Shanghai Kwar on the Manchurian Boarder on an inspeoction
rip on r 7, 193/ Wwitness remainsed 1n aina with the

entra 1lna kxpedl tionary Forces. From the 1st of September,
1937, until the middle of February 1938, he was attached to

the Terauchi Amy Group as Vice-Chief of the General Staff.

In the middle of February 1938, he was in Shanghai as Chlef of
the Reneral Staff of the Central Chim FExpedi tionary Forces.




(Memorandum re: XAWABE, Chozo (contd))

He was appointed Assistant Inspector General of Military Educa-
tion in January 1939. In February, he returned to Tokyo to
assume this position. He remained at that post unt il Mareh

of 1940, when he went to Manchuria to serve one year. Tn
March, 1941, he was made Commanding Officer of the Imperial
Tapanese Army in Manchuda. In August, 1942, he became Chief
of the General Staff of all Japanese task forces in China. 1In
March, 1943, he became Commanding General 1n Burma, remaining
there until August of 1944,

TTIT - ®xsmination of case file - As examination of the case file
on this witness reveals the following:

l. References to the China Incident =~

a. Infomation obtained from CIS MID Militery attache
{in China, December 30, 1942, states that the witness assumed ¢Oomman
of the troops in the attack on the Chinsse at Marco Polo Bridge,
when his commander, General TAS{IRO, was sick, and that he support-
ed Colonel MUTA's Regiment in its attack the night of July 7,
2 1937, on the Chinese Garrison Troopas.

b. In the December 20, 1945 imterrogations of the witness,
there appears the following at 200-15-4, 53

#Q, Vere there any orders to create an 'Inciden%'?

"A, As far as I was concerned, I desired good relations with the
Chinese and do not know abtout anything slse; there was an agreement
with China, and other countries, that Japane se troope could be
atationed in Peiping; after July 7, Chinese and Japanese troopa
beceme enemies, broke relationships, and the Japanese took Peiping,
as a result, for their own protection; the first real fighting took
place at Nanyen on July 29th on orders from Headguarters at Tientsi
to attack Nanyen, the order coming to me Trom General Katsukl; ther
was no special plan for the operation; a divie ion arrived from
Korea on July 20th at Tientsin, I think, and my Brigade and the new
divi sion took part in the Nanyen fighting.

"Q, Why was the division sent from Korea?

"A, The division from Koroa had arrived for support in connection
with negotiations for sattlement of the incident of July 7th,

"Q, Did you or your next superior Commander ask far reinforoements

"A. The divieion must have arrived as a result of orders from
Tmperial Headquarters; the first time I knew of thelr presenoce
was at Nanyen on July 29th,"

2
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(Memorandum re: YAWABE (contd))

c. TIn the interrogation of December 20, 1945, at
200-15-8,9 appears the following:

"o, How far on each side of the Pelping-Tientsin Rai lway were
Japenese guards allowed to be in comection with their duties

under the international agreenent ?

"A, The distance varied at certain points on the Peiping-Tientsin-
Mukden line,

nQ, What was the authorized distance at Marco Polo Bridge?

distance was about three kilometers from the railroad at Fengtal
and included the Marco Polo Bridge. |

nQ, The Chinese version ia that the Japanese soldlers werse out -
side the authorized area duri ng the night maneuvers oOn July 7th;
what do you have Lo say atout that?

mp, T am quite certaln that the Japanese had not gons beyond
the suthorized limits on the night of July 7th; when such man-
euvers were to take place, the Chinese Army Headquarters at

Peiping was to be notified as to the time and place and, al though
T was absent at the time, I am certain that the Chinese lead-

juarters had been no ed, bU have no confirmation GOE
1inese units near Fengtal WorS no ed; in my opinion, the
noldent oocurred because of & Eeners antagonistic feeling

between Chinese amd Japanese at the time and it sSeems that young
Chinese were bhitter against Japanese; 1 am certain, Judging from
the later investigation, that tha Japa nese were within the limits;
the grounds had been used rreviously by the Japanese and were

well known to both parties,”

d. In the interrogation of Dacember 20, 1945, the
wit ness was asked who the imner group of off icers in the ATmy
in Japan were, In answer to this question, he made the follow-
ing answer, whieh obviously refers to the July 7th Incident:

mpA. T know nothing about what happened, being eaway from Japan
so much, but I have often wonderad what the policy at home wae;
{n China, we tried to settle matters by diplomatic means but
the homs office continued to send more troops; the General Staff
in Tokyo was responsible for that, such staff {ncluding Prince
Kanin (Chief) and It. Ceneral Tada (Vice~Chief). "

a. In the interrogation of the witness on January 25,
1946, the following appears at 200-27-6:

Y 3




(Memorandum re: KAWABE, (contd))

"Q, I would like to know whether the off ensive action after

July 7 in and around Peking resulted from orders from you in China
or whether you know the Imperial General Staff in Tokyo brought
about these actions of the Japanese troops?

"A. T have nothing definite to go on but I think that the head-~
guarters in Tientsen issued orders in accordance with instructions

recelved from the General Staff in Tokyo.

"Q, What do you base that statement on; what facts or information
or hearsay?

mA. T base this on the fact that the division from Korea was an
entirely separate organization and would not have moved without
orders from higher up.” ,

£, 7Tn the interrogation of January 25, 1946, at 200-27~
14, the witness stated that he was not present on the night of
Tuly 7, 1937, in the area of the Marco Polo Bridge, but was in
Shanghai Kwan. THe stated the following, which may be of some

significance:

"0, Did you know that these maneuvers were plamed and to be
carried out at that time?

"A. T did not know maneuvers were scheduled for that day, but
ags I had given aFnirio orders to concentrate on ni%t mANEGUVers,
T was not surprise night maneuvers were carried Out.

g. In the interrogation of the witness of January 28,
1946, at 200-23=-7, the witness stated the following:

"0, Do you remember that this Chinese Ceneral was given an
ultimatum about the 26th of July 1937 before the Japanese Army
made its advances or do you remsmber about that ultimatum from

the Japanese demanding that all Chinese troops withdraw from
the Peking-Tientsin area?

"A, I only know that there was an agreement between Sung Cheh Yual
and the Commander of the Tientsin Army; because my posi tion was
subordimte to the Tientsin Armmy I do not know the detaills,

"Q, Who would be the general who would have made this demand as
mtters stood then?

”A. Lt. 08!1. KATSIKI."
(ITT.- Examination of case file =)
2., Other facts -

L




(Memorendum re: FAWABE, (contd))

a. Section 3 of file 200 shows information from -
CIS stating that while Comnander~-in-Chief of the Japaness
Army in Burma, the witness i gsued a statement August lst, 194L,
hailing Burma's independence and awarded 1,000 rupees and a
letter of commendation to esach of the femilies of two Burmese
who have been honored for special services rendered to the

Japanese,

TV - Cross-reference file on case fils - An examination of
the oross index file reveals the following:

1. Tn Pile 319-65-4, the accused MUTO, in en int errogation
of April 17, 1946, stated the foll owing:

»Q, General, in early 1937 you had detal led operational plans
for possible operations against Russia and also operations in
Central Chirna is that not correct?

"A, Yes, those plans were drawn up already when I entered the
Operations Section. They md heen in existence for a long time,

nQ, nNeneral, just how detalled were those plans. Vere they
- tn detail as to operations against parti cular cities?

®A. The Ceneral Staff's plans were only general, The detalls
were male by other units. For exampls, operat ions involving
¥anchuria were to be solved by the neneral Staff of the Manchurian

Army

"Q, Please give me an example of the operational planning for
central China in 1937.

»A. The plans involving China in 1937 were on the premise of a
total war with China. These plans {included the strength and
objective of large units. 1In szeneral, the attack would be to-

ward Fanking Sl

2. In the April 2, 1946 interrogation of the accused TOJO,
the latter was confronted with a document entitled, "lessons
from the China Incident, #7". This document was published

. April 15, 1939, by the inspector gzeneral of Military Education.
It described the effect of gas and chemical warfare upon the
Chinese Army and listed some examples, 6. & "some died of
asphyxiation, sticking thelr ncses and mouths into the ground”,.
When asked about this evidence of ths use of gas against the
Chinese armies, the following appears at 20=-200-9, 10: :

A, T don't know about this. I have never seen it before and
T did not issue it., It was issued by the Insp ector General of
¥{1litary Rducation. The responsible officer is Shozo KAWABE.
These are all because of defects in Chinese defensive equip-
ment., Many timss the Chinesse mistook smoke for poison. 1

p




(Memorandum re: KAWABE (Contd))

think that these suffocated because they thought the smoke
was gas and choked themselves."

3. In the interrogation of TANAEA, Ryukichi, of May 11,
1936, TANAKA stated the following with regard to the use of
non-Japaness in building the Burma Tile and Rallraod, at
234-134=2: "In Burma those responsible for gather ing workers
were KAWABE and KIMURA, both of whom are in Sugamo."™ TANAKA
states that he did not mention this in his testimony before
the Tribunal,

V - Bvidentiary document card file in Document Division =-
This source of information a8 not been examined,

VI - Reference in evidence to witness or to the subject matter
of his testimony -

l. Refesrence to the witness by name:

a, On Record page 2,333-4, Prosecution witness Ching
Teh-Chun stated the following:

"Phis was what happened during the Lukouchiao (Marco
Polo Bridge) Incident and the War of Resistance thereafter.

"Leading Japanese officers who instigated this
Incl dent were:

"KAWABE, Seiso, Brlgadier Commander.

"But the instigator at the very beginning of
Japanese aggrression in North China was DOHIHARA, Kenji, the
sams man who instigated the Mukden Incident of 18 September 1931.

A}l*timge men should bes held responsible for the war of aggression.
"

2. Examination of record citations of the.subject matier
- of his testimony has not yet been completed.

VII - Summary of testimony given - This witness has not yet
testified,

VITI - Decorations - The memorandum of March 11, 1946, shows
the witness having received the following decorations:

1. April 29, 1934 - The Order of the Saocred Treasurs,
3d Class, recoomended by the War Ministry
for achiesvement in the Manchurian
Incident.,

2. December 27, 1939 - Order of Verdienst-Kreuz Mit Dem
Stern Adler, Deutch Reich, recommended
6by the Foreign Ministry for the




furtherance of Japanese-German
amity.

3. April 29, 1940 - Military Order of the Golden Kite,
; Second Crade, and the Grand Cordon of

the Order of the Rising Sun, both
recommended by the War Ministry for
achievement in the China Incident.,

Tn addition to these, the curriculum Vitae shows the
following:

September 7, 1938 - Conferred the Second Order of Merit
with the Order of the Sacred Treasure.

IV - Non-listed {nvestigation -

Tn an interview with TANAKA, Ryukichi, the latter told me
that the witness was the man in commend of troops in the area of
the Marco Polo Bridge on July 7, 1937. The top commeander,
TASHIRO, was very 11l and dled about the 15th of July,1937. For
this reason, KAWABE, who was second in command, was actually
in charge, TASHIRO was replaced before the attack on Nanyeng by
ceneral KATSUKI, atter ordering the attacks subsequent to
the July 7, 1937 maneuver squirmish,

An exsmination will be made of the documents pertaining
to the subject matter of this witness's testimony and will be
forwarded as soon as campleted. |
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Translated by
Defense Language Branch

TAY, MTLITARY TRIBUNAL FOR TEE FAR EAST

OF AMERICL, et al

ARAKI, Sadao, et al

AFFIDAV IT{;?.-;U ) E-' } (A ‘h S n)

Béing duly sworn on oath in accordance with the procedure

of my country, I, Masakazu Kawab:, hereby depose and says:

I was born on December 5 in the 19th Year of Meiji at Noka

Higashi-Noziri -mura Higashi--Tochiremi-gun Toyama prefecture,

which is my permanent address, and I live at 2874 Koganei

Koganei-machi Kitatama-gun Tokyo.

My career runs as follows:

September

.Fe%bary

1607
1915
1936

graduatgd from the Militery Academy
gradvated.fron the Military Staff College
ma jor-genera.l

ccmmander of tre Infantr: Erigade stationed
in Nerth Chine '

vice-chief' ¢ the staff éf the ‘North China
Area Army

chief of the 3uaff of tne Central China

Expeditionary #crces
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Def Doc No. 825

Jaﬁuary 1939 chief of the Department of the Inspector-
General of Military Education

March 1940 commander of the 12th Division

March 1941  commander of the 3rd Army

August 1942 chief of the staff of China Exzpeditionary
Foéces

March 1943 commander of the Burma Area Army

December 1944 commander of the Central Army

March 1945 general

April 1945  commander of Whole Ailr Force

I. T served as chief of the staff under General Shunroku
HATA, Commander of the Central China Expeditionary Forces,
from February to December, 1938, and later as general chief of
the staff under General Shunrokv HATA, Commander-—in-chief of

the China Expeditionary Forces, from August, 1942, to summer,
1943.

II. General HATA was appointed commander-in-chief of the
Central China Expeditionary Forces in sveccession to Géneral
Iwane MATSUI. His duties, however, essentlally differed from

that of his predecessor, Commander-in~Chief MATSUI. His was

a very negative one, being restricted to the maintenance of peac:

and order with the strength of about six divisiocns in the
triangular zone connecting Nanking, Hangchow and Shanghail.
Therefore he did not take over the duties any report concern;ng

nilitary operations from the ex-Commander-in~Chief MATSUI.
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Dof Doc. No. 825

IITI. In spite of negative restrictiin of his duties to the
maintenance of peace and order, he carried out tThe Hauchow
campaign for the following reason. About the beginning of
April, 1938, the NWorth China Expeditionary Forces rcached
Tsinan while the Central China Zxpecitionzry Yorce rruched
the Swai River. The 10th Division, however, sufiered a consi-
derable loss at the battle of Talerhchwang, east of Fsucde,
and the 5th Division also was unsuccesful in attaclis, thnus toe
North China Exzpeditionary Forces had difficultles Tor furtier .

3

advance. It wes, therefors, found neceasary for Li.e two ex-

3

peditionary forces to expel to the west the enemy forces and

secure their contact. The Imperial “ead.marters issued an order

to carry out such overation. Under these circumstances the
Hate Forces began movement on about lay 10 and onened an attocl

against the enemy forces at Yalerhrhwang, eaat of Iisuchow, with 2

.
-l g s

the strength of ahout three divisions, while the Horth vhina
Expeditionary Force attacked them with about four divisions,

with the result that the 'enemy ilorces were driven away on abont

May 20 and the battle at Hsuchow care Lo an end.

HNE

IV. At last stage of the battle at, lisuchow namely, about the

e ———— -l
P ey

middle of May, the Imperial ieadgnarters issued an informel order

that we should carry out Hankow operaftions with the Central 8

China Expeditionary IForces as the main strength. Vie were then -
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Dof Doc No., 823

to continue Hhsuchow onérations'on the one hand and vrejnare our-

selves for Hankow operations on the other. This compulsory

operation orders threw us into no small panic. In the middle of
Aot

June, we received,ihe Imoerial Headquarters a formal order to

effect Hankow overations.

At the bveginning of July we had necessary reinforcementsfor
lenkow operations on orders from the Impewial Headquarters and
re-organized the entire forces for the ooeratlons. The trHops
reinforced to us the 2nd Army Under Prince Higashikunil and the
troops under Lisutenant-General O0XA:URA. Wuchang and Hankow

comnaign was scheduled for early autunn.

Hankow fell on October 26 and on November 3 Commander-in-

Chief hata made formal entrr into the city. At that time people

in Hankow reémained very calm, order vas maintained, the building:

were in good order, and it was difficult to pelieve that battle
was fought in the city recently.

Vihen Wuchang and hkankow fell, we met with resistance of the

N
enemies until we reached a s»ot two or three ri outside the city,

but after that little resistance was made and it was almost a

bloodless occupation;therefore the soldiers remained comnosed and

showed no excitement.
Commander-in-Chief HATA not only issued strict orders to
cach unit under his command to taks the utmost care to maintain

military discipline, but to prevent disorder in the city after




' -
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Def Doc No. 823

the occupation, he gave each unit as instructions of the chief
of the staff, detailed regulations accompanying the "orders.
Those instructions indicated the directions the Army and Mavy
or individual unit cf the Army should take, and fixed the areas

of occunation by the Army and Navy. We also made a definite

agreement with the Yavy regarding the use of the buildings in the
city, and selected the best soldiers out of each unit to enter
the citv:; that is, we transferred the Units engaged 1n the battle
to the rear and sent into the city the very best portion of the
13th Division which was not onl:® full trained and educated but
was mild and obedient. As we gave such strict orders and in-
structions and took every nrecaution with minute care, we believe

thare was not & single case of violation of military discipline

in Hankow, such &as masgacre, viclence, plunder and etc. Nor did

we receive any report or even hear of them. I read in the papers
that someone hestified to the maszanre in Hzmuiow, and I am as-

14
!
tounded 2t suchpinconceivablsyvesi miry.

. &
J 1

Tho Armv and Navy air forces engagid ia fankow camnhalgn

had their basee in Nanking anil Klioakiang rean=ctively and were
under entirelwy different comnand. licwever, oirt of the alr forces
had been transferred ©o the at.azk of Canton, and the strength

s I : o
was censiderabl’ decrsasern 3o thav lceng-distonce bombing was

not carried out.

V.- The Central China Exgs®.ironary Forces had nothing to do
@
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with the Canton oderations, and wé resented at the transfer of

vart of the air forces.

vI. The Central China Expeditionary lorces had nothing to
do with the Cngkwvieng Incident cithor. The ozeurrence of the

Changkufeng Tncident made it impossible for us to get the air

forc..s which the Japanese Army in sdanchuria had promised to give

us. As the Central China Expeditionary Fopces were in the midst

of the Hankow operctions at that time, we felt bitter about 1it.

Vi e Authoritywof Generel HATA as Commandér-in—Chief of

+he Central China Expeditionary Forces was restricted to negative

~dutics relating to the maintenar.ce of peace and order. He had

not sufficient strength under him and he hed to receive orders

from the Imnuorial {leadquarters and get “reinforccments nnon thel
instruction in order to moke uny mi.litary movements. #e had no

authority to act independentiy
Commander-in-Chief of tnsz Chiniw  ¥xpedldiinnsey Forcas were

to tre duties of the gsraceglc cnerations and militar]

< By

restricted

administration, and offansive operaticns wera neyont his suthority

tvy ovar tace defencse of the occunicd territories

I.h

His was the author

'y of the ambassador after his

and administration wes in ttre hwunl

‘aplointment.

VIiI., oince the Ovi-0 hitaiss Zourd was founded, political

,'T

‘and economic afrairs nlvnoeio handled by the Commander- in-Chief
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were transferred to it, but till the set-up of the Board wa s
completed, sSpecial service organizations handled them in rsality

- I
in every pluce upon request of the Chinese gauthorit--es.

IX. As regards to the Chinese prisoncrs of wer, Wwo made 1t

a rule to deliver them to the Central Gevernment of Chinsa as

B

thore existed no treaty concerning them. Persons r sponisiblae for

them were the Commanders-in-Chizf (i.e. the Comatnders-in-Chief
of each army uhder General (HATA), nd they ..cted upon nermission

of the War Ministry.

X. Thes.Yommunist Army in China endeavourcd to win the peovle,
In the-villages under its control all the pesople offered re-
sistance to the Jananese Army. ©No sooner had the Japanese Army

entered the villages than the communist went underground oand

they doubled our trouble, becausec Wo could not distinguish under-

gound soldiers from the villagors. In those arcas we could not

but fight the peopnle in general.

XT. The China Expeditionary Forces had nothing to do with

3 Ay "
the opium »-oblem in China. We had no knowledge of 1t and we

? never used the moncy obtained by traffic in oplum. Secret funds
of the China'ExPeditionary Forcos wes suéplicd by th: War Ministry
1
L ! :
]F and we had no other fund. " Therofore, it 1is clear that the Yommande.
¥ in-Chief had nothing to do with the onium question, but 1l am not
: quite certain how far the special service burcau or the snecial
| secrvice organizations knov about 1t.
; - 7 = 1
'; . . LJ !11
3 | ‘5‘;:
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XIT. The court-martial of the air force offic rs vho attacked
Tokyo in April 1942 vias held upon orders of the War Ministry

and evurything was corricd out strictly in accordance with ordcr..

XIII. The headquartors of the Contral China Exneditionﬁpy
Forcas wWas 1n Qhanghai at first sinc: General HATA was annointec
Comme1dor-in-Chief but later 1t moved to Nonking. Then in darch
1941 ho was anpointed Commandcer-in-Chief of tre China Bxneditior
Forcaes in succcssion to General NISF I0, and the hoadgrarters
was in ﬁunking at that time. Thereforc , General HATA stayed
at first in Shanghai while he was the Vomunder-in-Chief of the
Central China Expeditionury Forces (1933) and at the timo of
Wuchnng-Hnnkbw cempaien he issued ordcrs of dcapatch of tTroops
~t the headguarters in Nanking. e left there on Aungust 25 ond
moved the headquarters to Kiuking vhepe he stayed until October

20. On Wovembor 3 he entered Hankov and stayed there until tho

middle of the same monthe. A{ter holding o requicm gervice for tl-

[

war-dead, he returned dircetly to doanking.

-

¥TV. The duty of General TIATLA 28 voraander-in-Chiel of the

!

dentral “hina Expeditionmary forces LB not a nositive onc. His

was {1 nogative duty of mnintaining poace and order in the

occupied areas, therefore he laid snecial stress on the mainte-

nance of military disciolinc. Soon after his arrival in Shanght ]
re held the conference of Division Cormmanderswiaen I raemembar

vividly that ho gave vhole-hearted instructions concé€rning th
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me intenance of military discipliné. General HATA was not in~

volved in any irksome us he was not engaged 1n any outstinding -

operattions.

/S/ HMasakazu Kawobe

At Sugumo Prison

6 December, 1946.

I, Tomohuru Koluou. hereby certify that the affliant was
sworn to and affixed this signeture to the nbove statement in

my Ddresence. (He did not, howvever, affix his seal as he was

not in nossession of i%)

/s/ Mo oharu Kokubu (ssal)

At Sugamo Prison

6 Decembor, 1946

QR h
In nccordance with my conscioncc T swear to state the

whole truth #itrholding nothing and zdding nothing.

/s/ iasakezu Kowabe
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To the gquestions esked by lMessrs. MIYATA and Blakeney,

_ofense Counsel, at Tokyon, on November 2 in the 21st year of

“ ovia (1946), I, KAWABE, Shczo, replied as follows:.

(. Mell us about the term or your service at Peking as Goocande
of the Infentry Brigude stationed in Chinra.

4. From Agril, 19356 (Showa 11) until sugust, 1037 (Showa 12).

~« Tell us about the sbtrergth of tae army which you, 238 bLrigaae T
Commander, commended &t the time, tnd how jou staetioned tle
troops.

4. T hed two infautry regiuents, the strengtL velag about 5,000
The lheadquerters of the lst Razlpent of I.fantry wes &%t
Peking. One battalion eash was josted 8t Peking, Fergtal anc
Tienchin, and one courany w&s sent to Tunzchow. The head- |
quurters of the <nd Regiment of JInfaniry wes posted at R
Tienchin, wlere two battalions wers also stationed. Cne A
bettalion was posted at 3nerhaikwan snd along tie raiiway \
ecst of Tienchin. The headquarters of the Brigade wos at
Pexing.

‘. ‘mere vwss tre heedquarters of the Arumy? 4nd 1n what mauner R
were the technizel zorps posted? i

| i. The headquarters of the srmy wus at Tlenchin, send cavalry,
ertillery, engineer &nd tunk cOrps were ulso yosted there. )

Viere thare other militery orguns &t Tehing?
. L& Spesial Service igency, cttaches to the Jribassy

and 8 FIMPEITATI unit wers at Peking, eénd these three were
: ell iudependeat orgaLs. :

=
e
—
b—e
ot
(X
H
et

. Give an outline of the disposition of tihie Chinese /LIy at
tha time of the Lukuochian Inciaent.

owl,; Lligh-y
, +. In Ilorth China, the £9tl .ray unc3r the 2o.End of '
wes stetioned in tue ures, inszivding Tisnchin, Peking,
Paoting and kKalgen. The hreadjutrters of the ..rny Wus at
Peking, and onc division eech wes Jtutinued LBALT Pekiug,

Tienzhin, ¥alyurn and Faoling.

Ay

’. In the neightorkood of Lulkuochlec, avout & Lattelion vas
y stctionad at l'cnyuen, Peiyuan, Dupuociien ernd Jwepingchien.
| Tt _cowed tlet ot Lungwangnioo was rosted ¢ part of the

' battalion.

. VWere the Japanase end Chinese srmies on gocld TETMS hefore thc
outbreak of tae Incident? .

'« The relsestions between the bota ernies were vary friendly unti
the fall of 1935 (ohowa 11). Loth armiss often inspected
esah other's maneuvers und foals of srms so tle friendly
relations between both srmics were jpromoted remerkably. But
on Sept. 18, 1936 (Shows 11), a skirmish was begun between
Jepensse and Chinese units when they wers mershing: pear
Ferngstai and passed eacn otihier. It ves nesceably sctiled UY
the efforts of the staff wembers of both armies. A8 tho Ires:
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part of the Chinese troops stationed at Fengtail were moved
elsewhere. This ceemed to have left an unpleasant impresslion
on the paert of the Chinese Jirmy. And after the Hsian
Incident, whish took place in December in the séeme jeear, the
sentiment of the Chinese in tne viecinity of Pekiag generally
beceme unfavorable toward Japan, and the zomaunists' secret
jieneuvers besame aore astive. Accordingly, it canuot be
denied thst the Cihinese troops werg affected by the comuunist
movement. Althouszh in the Chinese higher circles there was
still seen a strong trend tow =74 the hurmonious collaboration

of Jepan snd Chinnj semong tvhe LIwer circles ol the army it was
observed there waes en anti- 7., euese sentiment which was very
keen.

o S\ Chuh—yuung
How were the relstions betwesi v and Mr. . -3 v and
other Chinese gtafl nenmbers?

oun . Clich-yuins
I wes not especislly intimets with Mr. . -, ©except
on the ozcasions nf formel exszhange of courtesiss. But I
was very intimste with Cheng Tsu-chun, the Division
Commarder., ''e often exshengad frank opinions a«bout the
friendly relations of the two natinns. Our opinions were
similar orn some points.

What sort of instructions were given to you by the euthorities
as to the attitude nf the Japenese garrison forces toward
China? «nd tell us how vou instructed your men in line with
the instructions from the authorities,

Tt wes the fundsmental policy of the &sray to keep sontest
with the Chinese »rimy like & rriendly army &nd bring about
better relstions between both srmies. 45 & brigade comuanaer,
I slwaeys kept this in mind &nd led my men to be on good torms
with the Chinese sroy. Whon I went to the Ceneral Steff to
pay & visit of zourtesy after I was uppointed Brigade
Comuerder, Mo jor Gonsral ISKIHaR., Fenji, who was tiaen Chilef
of Militury Operstions, told me privetely, cleerly showing
the intention of the Central suthorities, "The Centrel
Luthorities have no irtention of fighting s war with China.
You will pleasse heep this in mind in line of duty." ’

What were the dutics of the Stationery Forze in China?

The protection of ths officiel institutions and the Japanese
ngtionsls in Xorth China as vell es the defense of railway,
traffic and communications.

Tell us about the plens for militery operations of the
Jepane se gurrison forses aguinst Chinc,

I never reoceivaed any instructions for military operatlions
sgeinst Chinsa,

Pleasa explain usbout the program of the garrisoning.

In scsordsnce with the duty, thet is, the order to defend
reilway, traffic, communization &nd to protect Jepanese

diplometic establishments end Japansse residents, the Drigede,

in peace time, scattered its forces along the rajilway, Peking
and Tientsin end ths thus statinned forces took charge of
the garrisoning of their respective stetions.

nlsase explain ebout the garrison near Peking.
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Fengtal, Peking and Tungsohow sonstituted three stations
respestively us one unit near Peliing, which were pux under
my command as the Poking garrison district. In Fangtal the
commander of the battelion, in Peking the commerder of the
infentry reginent, snd in Tungshow the commander of the
compuny, were ordsced to discherge their duties as tiue
comu: nders of stationury forcas.

Explain about the jyreparation for the operctions against Chl:
which the Japunese gerrison foreces in Chine nade.

We did not think of fighting with China, so ws wLade no
prepsration for operctions against China. Our forces were
the so-ctlled gerrison forses; tuerefore, 1u nrgtanization vie
had no moving ectivity end in muniticons ve nad no stoo! fcr
operations excerpt those which wera continually suvilied.

Was the DBrigade charged with duty regarding secret infnrmeti
and the investigation of topogréphy necessary fog thie arny?

We were not sharged with any sucin duty.

'ars vou given directious regurding whers to ji-lece the
emphasis in the educetion end truining of the Jepaness
garrison forzces in China?

e wers given directions about ogdusetion, but it nmeent the
treining which eimed 3t completsc preparstion spd eqyuipuert
of'tha forces teNd wes not aimed st the Cninese army. 7TLls
was &plicable similarly in the 2tse of the lIorces in Japan.
We had no idee of fighting with tis Ciiusoce .rmy, so w2 did
not think of siming 2t it.

Explein about the disposition snd tho asneuvsring creas of the
Japansse .rmy nser Tangtel.

One battelion undor the comuend of lc jor ICHIIT was stationed
{n tiie Jepanese vuarrasks &bt Fangtedl with soaa infeantiry guns
att .~od to it. To tihs rorth off trz burresks there stretched
o nsrrow purcae zround, but near Fengtal there .3re nary
foerms and no mencuveriug erees. ubout thrss kilometres westy
Fengtai, tusre wes the ballast-snllesting plece of th2 rallw;
which was not a furm but was & luin well-sdeptad for

mensuverine. After negc*iutions with Chipa, Japan wes rénte.

temporary use of this plein, with I't. Ichizonji &z its center
and we wera to use it us e wsnouvering srea. In thet distric
ballast vas collected for tha P2iping-llukden Rallvey.

Where wus the meneuvering tree of the forces in Peklng?

Though there wss € narrov zormon persde ground for the units
esch netion to the ezst of Luowinkonge within the wells of
Peking, the Jepenese units in i=king used to utilizse toe
exercise grounds surrourdin; tiz units of ths Tungechow gazris
u5 their cree for fizld exercises,

"Jare they ot libarty to use the men2uvering crea?
Yes, they wore et lipsrty to use it. itherio, in suse of

currying out mancuvers, ths Julp-nese units had done 1t by
their own choice without the necessity of Inforauing tae

Chinese suthorities of it. However, <t ths bezinnLing of June,

tiiere wes u friendly desire from the Cliinege, suying,

- 3.-
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",.s a night maneuver is apt to excite the publiz, you will
kindly inforrm us of it in advanse, by wvhish, we would like
to announce it to the public previously so as io ~revent any
exci-ement". Understanding this, the Lrmy mace .u @ rule to
make an announceumcnt in ‘each case through & LiLliiawy
intelligence bursuu.

sbout the time waen the inec-adntt Lroxe out, did they carry outb
exercises every night?

Yes. Almost every night &f.. 5.3 end of June they practised
exersises. The units practiascc Jurious gxercises as 1t was
just before the inspestion of t.e second term. ‘

ere you in Peking on 7 July, the very day of the incident?

T was not there. In order to attend to the inspection of the
genond Infentry Regiment which took place, at that time, &t
the maneuvering area at Nantassu, south of Shanhaikwan, 1

left Pekinz on 6 June.
W\ho was the garrison comuender while you were absent?

The commander of the 1lst Infantry Regiment, Colonel MUDu#GUCHI,
acted for me.

Wlere @ll the units in Peking at their permuanent stations?

leaving one sompany in the city, a1l the Peking infantry
regiments were ir Tungechow 10T the purjose of meneuvering.
Therefore, only with one company vithin the wells of Peiping
end & battalion &t Fengtai, we had had little strenrgth.

How were you informed of the situation about the outbreek of
the incident when vou were traveling?

Throughout the night of 7 July, there vias the inspection of
exersises. .bout 3:00 ..)M., on 8 July, on the socene of the
mareuvers, & €lip of piper with sometning written dovn &8 &
telephoniz report to me from the sommunder of the Peking
Regiment was brousht to ue Ifrom the sicnal corps. The
paper read, "‘hile & soumpany was iractising exercises at the
manedvering erea of Lukouchiso, we vwere fired upol by &
Chinese unit and cne of cur soldiers 1s missing, The Iohikil
battalion hes been shifted to the guardim formation and is
now searching for the missing soldier." I did not reply to
it. ‘'When morning ceme, I made contact with the ~Tmy Head-
quarters at Tientsin and determined to return tec Peking.

s an airplene vas fortunetely provided by the army, I left
ghanhaikwen at about noon, end after shenging to a train atv
Tientsin end arriving at Fengtai, at about 3:00 P.l.,, 1
immedistely hurried to Lukouchieo.

Did you visit thne .rmy Headyuarters when you passed Tientsin?

The train schedule did not permit me TO g0, but I esteblishe.
sontect by telephone at the station to the Chisf of Stat{,
Heshimoto. The Chief of Staff said, "The pelizy of the Lrmy
{s to echieve a solution on the spot. You will watch the
situation as it is at pressent." DBy thkis T was informed of th
srimy's policy of loselizing the gffair.

=% =




Daf. Dos. 970

Did you suspend the inspection of the Second Infanutry
negiment at Nantassu?

T had ordered the regiment&al zommender to continue the
inspection.

Vias the regimental commender tiiere when you reachsd Lukouchil

Yes. He was there, snd reported tite situution ii gernsral Ic
e 8s follows:

":fter eleven o'2lock last nizht, I received tha folloving
report from the battulion inm*.ul(le ICEIEI, ‘& counuly
carrying out exerzises was 1ired uron by ¢ Chiinese ¢n,t, e nd
es a soldier is missim, 6 seursh is now veing meds Tor Lln.

The battalion is rnov. zolzsontratirg &t Mt. Ichimoji in jrehur:

tion for &ny emergency.' Then, I, tie r3_irentsl 20.0.LKU8T,
ordered the battsalior by telepurme as follows: 'You will
avwait furtlier orcears os you o278 now. It is exracted thut
the investigationn partiss will be desjsatelied from both
Japunese and Chiness sides ton the spot to investigate the
situation on the spot.' ™

"E:- the medistiorn of the Military Intelligence Bureau, 1t
wes decided to mtke a coweon invasti:pation by sending commit
from both Jauyanese and Chinnse sides, Tlern, with & rosimemt
of ficer, ILt. Colonel I'CRIT. &s the cheirman, the committes
was daapatﬁ‘ud to the gpot. The Chinese ciuelircan was e
chief of tie Yusnpin-hsisn.”

", .bout 2:00 ».M. there was 8 ragort from vne pbattsliol
sopnendcer that our units had been tired upnnk by Chine se
armed forzes at the Yusnpin-hosicn castle., Jurtaerdn:a,
after L:09 ...¥., theres vss auother raport thet ws had &gain
bean fired upon by the Caiusse. I, tan rat_mantal
cogmunder, gave ths following order, 'It is sn iusult ugainc
the uupaneac that tha ClLinaese nod fired upon us-ugain, dss)i
the faet that, us it ucd begun to get Lignt, tha Ja:ﬁn-;e
could be eu&ily identitied. If jou siould be fired unon
egain in the future, your bsttalion will be 1rsea to Iight
back.' However, it wus about 5,00 A . whsan tas ;erty of

the inve atieatlnn comuittea srrivad =t the spot by cutmmobils

cnd when chalrman IC€*¢“ «us 1as acting tn? spot, ths ICLIKI
Lettulion launcied @i sttusk, we: dsployed end wes just
about to advence. Tusreunna, thn Lt. Colounal rsbuked the
battalion cormznier Tor tane battelion'’s uulawfuliiegs. when
the battalion zowuz vdar replied tlhat ne had just reocsived an
order 1irom toIid regl Lsfu&l conrender thet tiie bettelion wes
freu to acczept tiLe challengs tasrs was another vollay from
the Chinese. So ILt. Colonel ICRIY told tus Ghinese
comauittee, ‘Tre unlewful firing of the (iinsse unite 1is as
you er3 now oztually witressizg. I sannot disregerd a
battalion comuzznder's detsrminstion to eccept the cheallonge.
Lnd the Lt. Colonael agresd to tha bsttslion commender’
determination., Then aft=r 5:00 ..M. tLe buttelion attecked
the Chinese &t Lungwangmi&o."

Then whet did you, the brigade cownandcr, do upon recelpt of
thet report?

I gave the followirg order to th:s units, "iutch ths Chlnese
under reseatv situetion. Do retning resh." ot tihe sdae
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time, I ordered that the cesualties bs taken care of.

Qs There is talk that the ensounter between the Japenese and the
Chinese units at Lukouchiao started from an intrigue by a
' third perty. WhLat do you think about this?

A+ I cannot say distinectly ebout that, but after tlie outbreak

u of the incident on 7 July, whilc the Japanese &nd the Chinese
vere facing each other, there frequently was unlawvwful firing

every night. ZEvery time such unlawful firing took placa; we
investigated the situetion, but there wes no- sign that sither
the Japasnese or the Chinese unit had opened fire. It almost
seemed thet & third perty whizh did not belong toO t he
Japenese unit nor to the Chinese were firing from the inter-
medists sreas betwean the Japanese and the Chinese which were
fecing each other. .nd we could &ssune thet it wes an

intrigue by someone.

Q. «fter 7 July, both units were fading each other, while
negot iations were in progress between the Japaensse &and
Chinese. Did sny untowerd incident breek out during that

time® h

L. There were successive putbreesks of untoward incidents, such
as the unlawful firing at Mt. Ichimo}i on 21 July (company
comeander wounded), the Langfang incident on 25 July, the
ennanmen incident on 26 July, atc. The anti-Japénese
sentiment of the lower cilass Chinese officers and other ranks

wes most intense.
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DEPONEN

statement was

signature &nd

wiitnesse

nwitnes

W

m

—

n tnis 27th day of Fabruary 1°
At Tokyo

- @A

KAWARTZ, Shozo  (seal)

I, KAVVABE, Shozo, hereby cerdify thet the above

sworn by the Dezoreat, who affixea hLis

geul hthaerere 1la Lrs prassease or this

-

(sicned)

Cn the s=zne date

At Tor 7o

IiDDa, Suwiinise (seal)

In agzordance with my conscience I swear to tell the

whole truth

L A - 1

- l'J. 1'1 ':J

lding notihirg and adding nothing.

FisilRES, Sl.ozo (seal)
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REPORT BY: H. SHIMOJINA
5 Feb 47

MEMORANDUM FOR THE FILE

SUBJECTs KAWABE, Shozo
Address: Unknown

Formerly a Lt. General, Subject was No, 2 man in
the Inspectorate General of Military Education, and
prospective witness re July 7 Incident,

KAWABE is subject of IPS Case File No. 302 and File
File 302

s ias 300
b BEe . o

1 Mr. Newbill

20,

COPIES:




KAUABE, Massiusu /ﬂﬁf'

Requast w@. '!’uhijlnf; ,

Address: at present in wa

He was a2 Genersl in the Jepanese Apmy.

The facts to be proved by witnesses are the policies, utterances and
actions of defendant UMEZU during the period in which he is charged
by the indictment.

The relovence of the testimony is in its tenfency to establish that
UMELU took no part in any of the conspimeies alleged in the indictment,
end was not responsible for the plamning, initiating or waging of wars
of aggression,
Documentas
1. Pringiples of plans of operutions of the Imperial Aymy 1940-1943
8. Fringiples for preparation of operations of Kwantung Ayuay 1948
Je Operations plan of Kwantung Ay 1940-1944
&, DBorder Guard Hegulations of Kwantung Army « Sept or Oct 1939
location of dosuments « Seeret Instruction File. Headquarters of Kwantung
Ayay, (Operations Room) Hsingking, Manchuria.
The relevante of these docunents is that they will prove the charscter

and scope of operations and other plans of the Japaness Aymy, and notebly
of the Kwantung irmy, vis-a-vis the ULSR.




KAWABE, Shozo

Additional information from the Chinese files, Chinese
Division. :

The subject 1s called as a witness on behalf of the
accused HATA, Shinroku, but he is also believed to be the
same person as KAWABE, Masakazo, another witness called by
the accused UMEZU.

The subject is the senior brother of Lt. Gen. KAWABE,
Torashiro, another witness called in connection with Manchurian
phase, on behalf of OKAWA, MINAMI, ITAGAKI, HOSHINO and OKAWA.

The subject was twice Military Attache to Germany. (Dates
unknown)

. Particular importance should be attached to the part the
subject played in connection with the outbreak of the Marco-
polo Bridge Incident, on and after 7 July 1937 around Peiping.

His name appeared in the direct testimony of Ching (See
Court Record p.2.333. spelled as KAWABE, Seiso, but ascertained
to be the identical person, He was the Brigadier Commander at
that time).

The subject came to North China in May 1936, as Brigadier
Commander under the Commander in Chief, Lt. Gen. Tajiro, of
the North China Japanese Garrison Forces at Tientsin. When
the Marco-Polo Bridge Incident broke out, Lt. Gen. Tajiro was
111 and the subject took great responsibility. He gave order
and support to MUTAGUCHEI, Renya, the Regiment Commander at
Marco-Polo Bridge (also a witness to be called by the accused
Umezu, mentioned in Court Record on P. 2.333).

After the war broke out between Jepan and China, the sub-
ject participated in battles in the provinces of Hopeli, Shansi,
Honan, Hupeh.

Jan 1939, he left China and became the Director of General
Affairs, Inspectorate General of Military Training.

i




GZNERAL HIADQUARTZIRS
FAR FAST COLI D
Operations, CIS, G-2
Compilation Branch

SUBJECT, KAWABE, Lt. General Masakazu (Shozo)

Chief of Staff of Japanese Expeditionary ¥orces in China:; prior to his
appointment as Supreme Commander of Japanese Forces in Burma. He was aleo
prominent in 'Lukouchiao Incident'; he supported Colonel Muta's mixed Regiment
in its attack of the Chinese Garrison troops; 1ater he fought in Central China;
he comes to position of Chief of Staff in China determined to liquidate China
Incident and strengthen the National Government (Nanking). He is from Tokyo
and is the brother of Torajiro KAWABE, who was formerly Chief of Staff of Nation
‘Defense Headquarters; at the Military Academy he was classmate of Lt. Gen.
HOMMA,, ,I&Eﬁ;}, and ISHIKADA. After graduation he was an instructor at the
Infantry Schoo; in 1936 he was promoted to Majer General and joined the Head-
querters of Lt. Gen. TAJIRI who was Commander of the Japanese garrisons in North
China: at the time of Lukeouchiao Incident TAJIRI was i1l and KAWABE was left
in Charge. After fighting in Hopeh, Shansi, Honan and Bupeh he was transferred
to the post of Chief Supervisor of Military Education in January 1939 and in the
following March he was made a Lt. General; always been ambitious to be the
Minister of War; an advocate of war on Bussia like.General TAMADA who is.one
of the most redical fascists.

SOURCE: MID, Militaery Attache in China, 30 December 1942
0SS R & A FE, Washington, 19 July 1944.
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Names
Census register:

The date of birth:

Jul. 15, 1905

Dec. 1, 1905
say 31, 1907

Jun 5, 1907

Dec.,

Iﬁa s

Nov.

reb.

Aug.

Aug.

NOV .

Dec.

26,

20,

30,
10,

21,

18,

1907

1908

1910
1911

1912

1916

1916

6, 1917
5.5 LI L7

4, 1917

Apr 1, 1918

Hetr i
SHOZO0

A commoner of TOYAWMA Prefecture

" Dec. 5, 1886

KAWABE

- T ——

Graduated from TOYAI'A prefectural
TAKAOKA middle-school.

Appointed to be a cadet, and distributed
to the thirty fifth infantry regiment.

Entered into the military academy.

Graduated from the military academy
and turned back to the former regiment.

Appointed to be a probationary officer.

Appointed to be a 2nd Lt. infantry, and
attached to the thirty-fifth infantry

regiment.

Conferred to the senior grade of the
eighth class court rank.,

Appointed to 1lst Lt., Infantry Cabinet

Conferred to the junior grade of the
seventh class court rank.

Appointed to be the entrance into the
Military Staff College.

conferred to the senior grade of the
seventh class court rank,

Appointed to be the service to the
Inspector General of the Military Education.

Appointed to be a captain of infantry.

Released from the Inspection General cof

ifilitary Education War Ministry

Released from present position, War Minlstry
Appointed to be the company commander

of the thirty-fifth infantry regiment

Released from the offiicial position
and appointed to be the residence at
switzerland for the investigation of

miligary affairs.
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Nov. 1, 1919

Jun 30, 1920

July 11, 1920

Aug. 6, 1922
June 18, 1924

Aug. 7, 1924
Mar. 2, 1925
Aug. 2, 1925
July 26, 1927

Nov, 11, 1927

Nov. 29, 1927
Auvg. 1, 1929
Aug,. 1, 1529

June 3, 1930

Conferred to the fifth order of merit
with the order of sacred treasures.

(A money grant 620 yen)

(for the military merit from
1915 to 1920)

Conferred to the junior grade of the
sixth class of court rank.

Released from the residence at
Switzerland, Appointed to the member
of Inspector General of Military
Rducation and the acting of the staff.

Appointed to be a major of infantry.

Released from the present position
and appointed to the general staff.

Appointed to additional post as the
ad jutant of Marshal under the Marshal
Viscount, Kageakl KAWANURA.

Released from the additional post.

Conferred to be the senior grade of
the sixth class of court rank

Appointed to be a lieutenant-colonel
of infantry

Appointed to the additional post as
military science instructor of the
Military Staff College

conferred to the fourth order of .merit
with the order  of sacred treasures

Released from the present pcsitlon
and additional post.

Appointed to be the military officer
at the Imperial Embassy in Germany

Appointed to the additicnal post as
the Technical Headquarters officer
in Germary and the Aviation Head-
quarters officer in Germany.

War iMinistry

Cabinet

War Ministry

War Ministry
War Minlistry

Cabinet

War inistry k

War Ministry
Gabinet

War Liinistry




| Aug. 1, 1931
B sept. 15, 1931

Feb., 6, 1932

Apr. 11, 1932

i

|

' B Aug. 1, 1933
r .

Mar. 5, 1934

Apr. 14, 1934

Feb 14, 1935

Mar. 26, 1935

B Apr. 29, 1934

Kar. 7, 1936

:
'h
$
I3

May 1, 1936

Appointed to be Colonel of infantry Cabinet

Conferred to be the junior grade of
the fifth class of court rank.

Released from the present position, Cabinet
Released from the additional post, War IIinistry
Appointed to attach of the General

Statt, War Ministry

Appointed to the sixth regimental
commander.,

Appointed to the educational
commander, instructor and member of
consideration section of the infantry
school.

Appointed to the chief of the first War Ministry
section of Inspector-General of

Military Education and member of

investigation section of the military

correspondence school,

Appointed to be the committee of war Cabinet
material investigation meeting.

Appointed to the additional post as War Ministry
member of the military automobile
school investigation section.

Appointed to be the mission of the
first special investigation War Ministry

Conferred to the third order of the

merit with the order of sacred treasures.

(for the merit from Showa 6 to 9 incident.)
Appointed to be lajor-General. Cabinet

Appointed to attach as the Inspector War Ministry
General of Military Education.

(No insertion on the official gazette)

Released from the war material Cabinet
Investigation Committee.

Raised to the senior grade of the fifth
class of court rank.

3
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Aug.

sept.

Feb.

Maxr.

26, 1937

7, 1938
9, 1933

9511939

May 15, 1939

Sept. 12 ’ 1939

Oct.

Mar.

Mar.

Mar.

June

Dec.

Apr.

Ii‘iar .

14, 1939
27; 1940
9, 1940
9, 1941
1, 1941
2, 1941

12, 1941

29, 1940

18, 1943

Appointed to staff officer of the
northern China direction troop

(no insertion on the official gazette) /

Conferred to the second order of merit with }

the order of the sacred treasures

Appointed to the investigation committee %
of text-book Cabinet .
Appointed to be Lieutenant-General. Cablnet

Raised to the junlor grade of the
fourth class of court rank.

Appointed to be the representative of War Ministry
Inspector-General of military education

Released'from the repregentative of War Minstry
Inspector-General of Military Education. .

Released from the investigation Cabinet

- committee of text-book.

Dismissed from the present position War Linistry

and additional post. 1

Appointed to the commander of the
twelfth division.

Appointed to the commander of the Cabinet
third Army.

Raised to the senior grade of the
fourth class of court rank,

conferred to the first order of
merit with the order of the sacred
treasures
(stopped by the orderment of
KUNNAI HATS 898 on the 23rd
Oct 1940)

Raised to the second order of merit
with the order of Golden Kite.

Raised to the first order of merit
with the order of the great rising sun.
(ferit for the China Incident)

Appointed to the commander of Burma

directicn army.
(no insertion on the official cazette)

4
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July 1, 1944 Raised to the junior grade of the
third class of court rank.

Dec. 1, 1944 Appointed to be the Commander of Cabinet
central direction Army.

Feb. 1, 1945 Appointed to the commander of the Cabinet
fifth direction Army and additional
post as the-commander of super-
vision of central direction.
(no insertion on the official gazette)

Apr. 9, 1945 Appointed to the General Cabinet

Apr. 7, 1945 Appointed to the commander of the Cabinet
General Air Forces. -
(no insertion on the official gazette)

Oct. 1, 1945 Appointed to the Commander of the, Cabinet
First General Army. ‘
(no insertion on the official gazette)

May 15, 1945 Appointed to the commander of the Cabinet
First Demobilization.
(no insertion on the official gazette)
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. B REPORT BY: H. SHIMOJIMA
E B ; 5 Feb 47

MEVORANDUM FOR THE FILE
SUBJECT: KAWABE, Shozo
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Address: Unknown
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- Formerly a Lt. General, Subject was No, 2 man Iin
b | the Inspectorate General of Military BEducation, and
- r prospective witness re July 7 Incident.

: B KAWABE is 'TERY2Ef /¥ 1pg Case File No. 302 and File

1 ) | COPIES: 3 File 302
' %t AL




KAWABE, Shozo

Request by:

HATA, Shunroku

Not stated

Address:
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REPORT BY: JOHN A, CURTIS
20 Feb A7

MEMORANDUM FOR THE FILE

SUBJECT: KAWABE, Shozo

Curriculum Vitae on the above named subject is contained in subject!s
personal file No, 200, serial ' 2%,

COPIES 4 File
1 Mr. Newbill
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KAWARE, Masakasu (Shopo)
(Case ¥ile ¥o. 200)

/ (In Sugsmo Prison)

Ao Arrest vas ordered by letter to Imperisl Jepanese Governsment
of 1 Decender 1946, CRQ, SCAP, AG 383.7 0, subjeet: LApprehonsion
of Jnpanese Personnel.

o a? P b )

Y. Intered Sugamo Prison 12 Decemher 1945,
11, 2UCCE A 113 k 309
Le The proposed charge i1s that the subject planned, prepared,

initiated and waged asgrreecive wvarfare, nnd conspired to par-
fore the same in that he!

> 1. Vns Chief of the Section of the Imspector fleneral of Hilitary
| Tduestion of the Var Minjstry in 1934;

2. V¥as Detachment Commander in Forth Chins st the outbreak of

the Chinz Inocident pnd participeted in the initisl fighting
2% Mareo-Polo FBridge;

3. Vaoz Aesistant Inapector of Hilitary Nducation in 1938 and
in Septembor of 19739 bYecame Inspsctor Oeneral of Hilitary
Yduestion, holdine this post until December of 1940

4. Vas Chief of the Osnersnl Jtaff of the Japshese Expeditionary
Forces in Ching from August 1543 until Hareh 1943

5. ¥an Commender in Chief of thePuras Theater Army from Xureh
1943 until August 1644, in wvhieh capacity he iessued the
Netlaration of Purmese Independence. (Tab A)

II1. ZACTS HEFVLECTED FROM TH® YILEt
A, Onrriculum Vitoe showe following pertinent information:
1932 Pob - Adssigned to Cenersl Staff

1923 &pr -~ Retumed to Japan
1822 Apr « Commander, 6th Infantry Regiment, Zagoya




1933 Aug
1934 Har
1924 o
1934 jpr
1935 Yed
1936 ar
1936 Msy

1936 spr

1936 Nay
1937 iug

1938 Feb

1938 Jend

1939 Jen

1932 Fed
1838 Mar
1938 Vay
1938 5
1540 Apy

1640 Dec

19340 Lee
1941 May

1541 June

1842 g

1943 Har

‘1944 July

1944 Jug
1944 Dee

1545 ¥ed

1946 Moy
1945 ipr

1945 et
1945 Fov

- #4 - ﬁ';'-" - |r-1—v-._q-\.-ll-.H-”-—- " - -l-l-l"'"“‘

Commander, Infontry Corps attached to Infantry School
and concurrently appointed imstructor: Member, Poet
Graduste Couree

Chief of 1st Bection, Inspectorste General of Killitary
Tducation, Comcurrently member, Poet Cradunte Course,
Kilitary Commnications School

Hamber, Deliberation Committee for War Supplies
Decorated, 3rd Olsss Order of Secered Treasure in
recognition of Service in the Hanchurisn Incident.
Member, Fost Oraduste Course, Militery Notor-Cer School
Member, Staff of First Specisl Military laspector
romoted to Mejor-Genernl. Assigned to Inspectorote
Genersl of Hilitary Fducation

Commander of North China Omrrison Infantry Prigsade,
Peking Fecdquarters

Ralsed $o Senior Sth Court Henk

Yice-Chief of Staf? of Worth China Expeditionery Fores,
Tientsin

Chief of Cenarasl Staf?f of Central China Task Yorce,
Shanghal

Dacorated, 2nd Class Order of Hpcred Treasure

Returned to Jupen. Assistant Inspector Genersl of
#ilitary Riueation, Tokyo

Hember, Textdook Investigation Committee

Promoted to lieutenmnt-Genoral

Reised to Junior 4th Court Iank

seting Inspector-Gomaral of Hilitery Hducation
Decorated, 2nd Claus Opder of Golden Kite nnd lot Clamm
order of Eising Sun in recogaition of mervice in Sino-
Japanese Incident

Telteved from primcipal and comcurrent office nnd Texthook

investizntion Committes
Commander, 12th Divicion of the Kwantung Army, Manchuria
Commander, 3ré Army in Manchuris; Headgquarters at Matsn-

kisng

- Hsised to Senior 4%h Jcurt Rank

t

Chief of General Staff of Japanese Taek Force in Chinag
Headquarters et Nanking. PFucceeded Gonernl USRIROXU Jun
Communder-in-Chisf, Purma Theetre Army. Mmrceeded by
Lt. Genaral XIMURA Feitaro

#eised to Junior 3rd Court Eank

Heturned to Japan

Commnnder-in-Chief, Contrel Aray Aren, Headquarters at
Osaka. Succeeded Lt. General IIDA

Commsnder-in-Chief, 15th Theatre iruy and concurrently
Commander-in-Chief, Centrel Army Avea
Promoted to full General

Supreme Commander of the Army Alr Foroe.
capacity until the surreader
Compander-in-Chief of lst irwy Demobilization Aree
detired

Served in this

19046 Dec 12 Interned in Sugamo Prieon ae 2 war crimes cupoei

-D-

L
- “ = d - - -




B, HNemoranda from staff sections:

1. Reports of December 4 nnd undsted reporte, four ia mumber.

2

These reports are dased upen CIS files and upon examine~
tions of the newspaper files. They give the same material
as is found in the curriculum vitae above, with the excep~
tion of ome. The latter wes obtained from the CI8 1ibrary
end states that EAVADE awarded ome thousand rupeee and =
letter of commendation %o each of two Purmese families

vho were honored for specisl service rendored to the
Jupanese. This wee done in 1944.

Zeport, the origin of which wne the OIS eard file. This
states that the sudbject wus present at the estsdlishment
of the se Sationzl Independence Preparntory Committee
under the cha hip of Dr, BaiMaw on May B, 1943, e
conferred on August 12, 1947 with Sobhee Chendra Bose from
British Malaye and gave the latter en ocutline of events
which would attend the Indian crumed defonsive apainst the
British in India and indicuted (report not clear) that
Zose could now draft concrete plans for the offensive.

The subject played an active part in the Indls-Purms Cnme
paign as Supreme Commander of the Imperin) Japanone Torces.
The report indicates that the original source of this in-
formation was from Japanere and Americsn nevepapcPs,

Report based wpon CIS cord file. This containe a recuse

of subject's positions up to April 8, 1042 as found in »
report of the Tomel mewepeper of that date. The report
Zoes on 0 say that the sudject wnes & Drilliesnt strategint
and would bde able $o utilize the valuable experience guined
in previous service in Chine in his new poet as comxsnder
of the Japanese forces in Murma snd thus the present

appointment was looked upon with high expectation by the
lTocal military experts,

The report includes & prior report of the U.5. Military
atteche in Ching of December 30, 1542, The attache stztad
thet the subject wae promiment im the Mareo-Pole Bridge
Incident and liter came to the position of Chief of Etars
in China deternined to 1igquidste the Chinn Incident =nd
strengthen the puppet govermment in Fvantung, He 2leo
stated thet 2t the time of the Marco-Polo Incident the
locel commznder was 111 ind the subject wvas left in charge
of the troops., He stated ¢he subject had always deen am-
bitious to be & minister of wvay and vone an advocate of
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Report of Lieutensnt Colomel B, E. Sackett of the
Internntional Prosecution Section under date of December
19, 19458, Thie stated that sudbject was fmprisonsd and
was preseat during all the important actions of the
Jeapanese Army in China, was known as a troudble meker,
and thet the CIS had no objection to his Delhg released
for Indian Nationalist Army Triale,

Undated report, stating that according %o CIS files the
subject was spprehended for hie part in Japanese ageres-
glion in Chinan and Burma, as well as sctivity in Japen
Hilitary Training sné Education.

Sunmary of interrogation of sudjoect:

l.

2e

Report by Lisutenant 8. E. Hezly under dete of Jamuary 29,
1946. This iz a summary of the interrogation of the aubjent
on Nov, 3, 1948 by the U.S5. Strategic Bombing Survey. The
subject discussed military affairs regerding general pione
for countering the expected invasion of Kyushu Island =nd
certain fighter plans toctice and production. He stated
thrt Japan attacked the United Etctes without cany large
scale planning for a long wr,

Undated report by Lisutenent 5, E. Healy. This is a sum-
mary of the {nterrogntion of the mubject on Novewdber 13,
1946 by the U.5, Stretegic Bombing Survey. The summary
consieted primerily of discussions of technicsl military
matters, Yut it £leo included statenments that Japanese
pre-war preparations were directed primarily sgeinet
Fussia, and that Japarese intelligence wzs slanted, not
toward s Pacific war, dut one with Fuseia.
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C. Summary of interrogation of speech.

e

Lo

Interrogations of December 20, 21 and 26, 1940.

In thege interrogstions the subject corroborated the
feots found in the Curriculum Vitae set out above. He
atated that the Ewantung Army was a different organization
from the North China Garrison Army. The subject was the
Commanding Officer of an infantry brigade of the latter
Army on July 7, 1937. Ee stated that as far as he vasz con-
cerned he knew of no plan to create an incident and that he
desiréd good relations with the Chinese. He stated that
the Japenese took Peiping for thelr own protection, and the
order pertaining to operations upon Han Yen came to him from
the Commending General, KATSUKI. KEe stated that a division
from Korea was sent to support the operations after the in-
cident, and he thought that this must have arrived as a
result of orders from Imperial Headquarters. FHe stated
that the training in military education when he wes Vice
Inspector was concerned with the possibility of war with
Russia. He stated that he did not know of any plan for war
with the United States in 1941 and that this decislion was
made by higher militsry officers. He asaid he felt tle re-
sponeibility lay with the Chief of the General Staff,
General SUGIYAMA, and General TOJO. With regrrd to the
China Incident he stated that he knew nothing about what
happened in Japan but often wondered whnt the policy ot
home wes. Ee stated that the men on the spot trled to =et-
tle matters by diplomatic means, but the General Steff
continued to send more troops to China. He stated that the
Jopanese had not gone more than 3 kilemeters, waich he seid
was an authorized distance, bdeyond the Peiping-Tientsin
Railway on the night of thelr maneuvers, July 7, 1937, and
that he felt that Chinese Hemdgquarters had been notifled of
the maneuvers, but he had no confirmation of the fact that
the Chinese units near Fengtal wers notified.

Interrogation of Jenuery 25, 1946.

The subject stated that he thought oxrders involving
operations st the time of the Ching Incident were destroyed
by the Japanege Armies in China, Decause he himmelf had
{asued orders for the destruction of papers in ccnnection
with his regiment when he was in Tokyo at the time of the
surrender. He did this without any orders from above and
felt thet the same step would be taken by commanders in
Chine. KEe describes the attack on Nan Yen in some detail
and stated that as far as he knew the attack was an inde-
sendent order vhich designated Nan Yen as the odjective and




that the purpose wes to destroy Chinese units around that
place. Ee thus indicated that, as far as he knew, 1t was
not a part of an overall attack on larger objectives. He
stated that he thought the offensive nction efter July 7
resulted from orders from the Oeneral Staff in Tokyo since
the division from Korea which participated could not have
been moved up without orders from this source. He stated
that he believed there were at this $ime two factions
within the Aprmy itself, one faovoring peaceful settlement
in China, and the other opposing the early settlement of
the China Affair, end that shortly after the Farco rolo
Bridge Incident e messenger from the VWar Office in Tokyo
arrived on inspection and expressed satisfaction at the
peace and quiet prevailing at the time. Against thils; re-
enforcements from Xorea were being disprntched. MHe further
states that in his opinion orders relating to the Marco Folo
Bridge Incident were deatroyed not to hide agsressive action
and that he himgelf would prefer that the Nan Ten orders
and records had been kept. He stated that his reason for
destroying the documents on his own accord was that lLg felt
that American forces would soon be invading Japen. Ee slwo
stated that there waas & general letter circulated from the
War Ministry stating thet documents should be destroyed tut
that this was not in the nzture of an order. Coming back

- to the July 7th Incident he atated that his duties at that
period of time were the protection of rallway communications
and that on July 7th he w=g in the vicinity of Shanghsi Hwan
and he stated that he had prior to that time given specific
orders to concentrate on night maneuvers dbut that he dld
not know that maneuvers were scheduled for that particular

night.
5. Interrogation of January 26, 1946.
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Subject stated that the subordinate in charge of
maneuvers at the Marco Polo Bridge on the night of July 7th
vas Major ICHIKI and that he died on Ousdalcanal. Colonel
MUTAGUCHI, who would have bdeen in comumnd was absent in
Peiping at the time. Ee steted that Colonel MUTAGUCEI re-
ported to Headquarters there on the ocutdreak of the incident
and that he sssumed this report wps sent to Tokyo. In thie
{interrogetion ths sudject states that he is not sure tiat
Chinese authorities were notified of night nmaneuvers, but

- Colonel MUTAGUCEI (now in Sugemo Prison) should have noti-
fied the Chinese suthoritieaz. He stated that there wvere
approximately 6;000 Japsnese troops in the area at the time
of the fighting around Peiping. EHe stated that when he wes
Chief of Staff of the Japanese Xxpeditionary Forces in
Central China, these forces consisted of some 2,000 troops.
He referred again to the maneuvers of July 7th. He stated
that the object in such training was that an inspection
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period was approaching and that they were carried out in
the nsual manner and in the usual maneuver area, with no
plan to advance deyond this area. He stated that after an
agreement vas reached on the incident on the aspot he was
ordered to supervise withdrawal of Chinese troops wost of
the river spanned by the Marco Polo Eridge, that they en-
countered sporadic Chinese firing in the cperation and

that according to interrogation reports the Chinese were
bringing up more troops and centering them at Han Yen. In
ansver to the question whether the Japanese were not looking
for trouble at this time, he stated that, from the Chineee
point of view, the Japanese insistence upon the withdrawal
of Chinese troops weat of the river could be lodked upon as
taking an aggressive attitude, but the troopes under his com-
mend did not take any overt aggressive action. At the end
of the interrogation he stated that he did not belong to
Sokura Kai (the Cherry Blossom Society).

Interrogation of Jamary 28, 1946.

The subject stated that during his connection with the
section of the Army which dealt with training that no train-
ing was given to the troops with reference to ponsibdble
cperations in the Philippines, Hawall, Burma, rench Inlo-
China, Hetherlands East Indies or fustralia. He sald
operations regarding Centrul and Southern China were known
only to the top military versonnel. EHo statad that the
mnilitary staff college training was nimed primarily with a
war with Russia in mind, o stated that his duties as
Commander im Chief of the Ceneral Avmy Alr Command wan with
regard to Alr Forces in Japsn only, btut that units under hie

command conducted the kamiksze pttacks nt Okinawa., He stated
he did not know HIROTA, Koki. Referring again to the July 7th

Incident he sald that there was an agreement with Ching per-
mitting maneuvers in the anrea in which these mansuvers ware
held, that it was not a result of the Tientsin Agresment
made after the Boxer Hebellion. In thia interrogation he
stated that Colonel MUTAGUCHI, Renya, notified the Chinene
of the maneuvers which wera to be held, by special mesnenger

to the Governor of the five Horth China provinces. FHa stated

the reanson he knew this was that he recaived s report to
this offect from Colonel WWTAGUCHI. He atated there was one
battalion of Colonel MUTAGUCHI'n regiment on maneuvers that
night which vas using live amsunition ngninat the mles
pertaining to night maneuvers of this site.

Interrogation of March 15, 1946.

This interrogation marely reitarates the information
which appears above on this sabject. EHe contimmed to claim

that the Incident of July 7, 1637, was entirely unpremeditated.
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8. Interrogation of April 30, 1946.

The sudject was interrogated on his visit to General
OTT after the February 26, 1636 Incident, to determine 4
whether he had asked OIT's advice as to how to reorganize ’
the spirit and aystem of the Japanese Army, the point being
that this indicated he had knowledge of t::h:h of ;ho Aur::
lan of expansion. The ect stated t he was leav -
I{)cr Felping and had oont:::‘d OI'f for the purpose of bidding |

him goodbye.
9. Interrogation of April 30, 1946.
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The subject was interrogated as to his knowledge of
ARAXI's, Sedao, responsibility for the Manchurian Incident.
This was on information that the sudject was an interpretor
for General ARAKI. He stated that he had never acted as
interpretor for ARAKI except at a social function he was
asked by OTT to interpret, and that the conversation dealt
with an explanation of the Japanese Zmperor's system of
Government.

J. Summary of the evidence given by the subject testifying as a
witness in the case of United States ot al against ARAXI, Sadgo et al.

1. On April 22, 1947, the mubject took the stand and identi-
fied Exhibits Nos. 3479 and 2479-A as his affidavits and
stated their contents were tme and correct. At this time
only the personnel record of the defendant, a part of
Exhibit Ho. 2479-A, was read into the Record. This does not
differ from the Curriculus Vitae eet ocut above in this re-
port. Ia Exhibit No. 2479, the mbject stated that he was
Commander of an Infantry Brigade in China at Felping at the
time of the Marco Polo Bridge Incident. One of the com-
panies under his command was stationed at Fengtal and wae
the company participating in the initial fighting at the
Marco Polo Bridge. At the time of the skirmish he was in
Shanghal Kvan inspecting one divieion of the troops under
his command vhich were stationed near Tientsin. The duties
of the stationary forces in China, of which his troops vere
a part, vas %o protect official institutions and Japanese
nationals in North China and t0 defend raillways and communi-
cations. Prior to the Incident he stated he had never
received any instructions for military operations against
China. Thay had operational plans wvhich were to be carried
out on orders if it was necessary to do s0 to discharge their
duties as Commanders of the stationary forces. He stated
that after negotiations prior to the Incildent, Japan was
granted temporary uee of the plain near Fengtal as a maneu-
vering area and in this area dallasts vere collected for the
Peiping-Mukden rallway. Thie was the plain upon which the
maneuvers were held during sthe night of July 7, 1937. He
stated that he had received a report at 3 a.m. on July 8,
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from the scene of mansuvers near Fengtal, which astated that
the troops had been fired on by Chinese units ani one of the
soldiers was missing. He 414 not suspend inspection opera-
tions at Shanghal Kwan in the morning, dut he left Shanghail
Kwan about noon om July 8 and arrived at Fengtail adbout 3 a.m.
on the 9th. He said that he had estadlished contact by tele-
phone with the Chief of Staff, HASHINOTO, who told him that
the Army policy is to achieve a solution on the spot, thus
localising the affair. Hs stated that he gave an order upon
his arrival upon hearinz the report from his subordinate to
vatch the Chinese under the present situation and to do
nothing rash. The gbove is that part of the direct examina-
tion which pertains to the responsibility of tha mudject
with regard to the Incident. The cross-examination 4id not
produce any facts by wvhich ve might place any more respon-
sidility upon the subject than is indicated by the above
iirect examination. (Record pp. 20,517--20,547)

Cn May 7, 1947, the subject again testified by his affidavit,
Exhibit NHo. 2479-A. This testimony deals with his partici-
pation in campaigns in China after the Mareo Folo IZridge
Incident. He stated that he was Chief of Staff under Ggneral
HATA from February to December, 1938, when HATA was Commander
of the Central Chima Yorces, and later General Chief of Staff
under HATA from August, 1942, to the summer of 1943, vhen
HATA was Commander of all of the China Nxpeditionary Forces.
He participated ia the Hankow campaign. He stated that there
was no violation of military discipline by the Japanese scl-
diers and he was astounded at the testimony that there had
been a massacre at Hankow. He also stated that political and
economical affairs in Chins were handled by the Army until
the establishment of the Wang Chin-wei regime in March of
1940. He stated that the China Expeditionary ¥orces had
nothing to 4o with the opium problem. He stated that EATA
had stressed the maintenance of military diseiplina. On
cross-examination, in answer to the guestion vhether his
stntement in direct axaminstion that HATA's duties vere nega-
tive in character was not contradictory to the fact that
military operations were conducted under HATA's command, the
subject stated that he had first mentioned primary duties

and that the operations were new duties which vere later an-
trusted to HATA., Ha stated that in the areas vhare the
communist Armies were active it was Aifficult to Alstinguiah
between the communist Army and the Chinese people in genaral
and Japanese forces assigned to punitive action against the
commanist Armies had extreme Aifficulty in identifying the
troops. He stated that extreme caution and care was required
of the Japanese forces. The re-direct examination was cal-
culated to absolve HATA of astrocity charges with relation to
the Hankovw campalign and included the identification by the
subject of orders of HATA urging the maintenance of military
diseipline.

-9-
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Other facts reflected in the file.

1.

5.

6.

Report by Lt. S.E. Healey, under date of Jamary 23, 1948.
This states that all principle and immediate avallabdle
sources of information concerning the sudject, except for
further interrogations, have deen covered.

Report by Lt. S5.E. Healey, under date of Jannary 31, 1946.
This states that a check of files of newspapers at the
Asahail Shimbun failed to reveal any sdditional information
on the above lﬂijm-

Report by lst Lt. R.H. Gi{1l1iland, under date of February 20,
1946. This states that it includes the records of the Fer-
sonnel Section, Cabinet Secretariat, Diet Puilding in Tokyo,
dealing with the subject. In other words, the Curriculum
Vitae on this subject was substantiated by these Japanese
records.

Report %o Kr. Joseph B. Keenan, Chief of Counsel, by Lt. Col.

“11liam T, Hornaday, under date of Fedbruary 12, 1946. This
is a summary of evidence found in the interrogations of the
smabject, all of which is found in the summarization of the
same in 3C of this report.

Interrogation of EAWAGISHI, Bunzabaro, on April 3, 1948,
EAVAGISEI was Commanding Gemeral of the 20th Infantry
Division, stationed at Seoul, Korea, on July 12, 1937. On
that date he recelived orders from the Chief of Staff to
advance his division to Tientsin, China. He stated that

the Commander of the garrison troops im Sorth China, Genersl
KATSUKI, did all that he could to effect an on the spot set-
tlement of the Incident. He stated that on July 26, 1937,
he received writtea orders from KATSUKI for a general offen-
sive against Chinese troops stationed at Ban Yen. In this
attack the subject was to support him with a brigade, The
interrogation does not contain anything detrimental to the
subject.

Court Exhibit No. 198. Thins is s factual scoount of the
July 7, 1937, Incident and was signed by Ceneral CHIRG,

“eh~-Chun, the former Mayor of Feiping, under date of Apri) 2,

1946. This statement names the subject as one of the insti-
gators of the Harco Pole Bridge Incident.

IPS Document No. 1867. A summary of the interrogation of
Ba Maw, former Burmese Premier, signed and certified by

Ba Maw, under date of Nay 23, 1946. This statement impli-
cated the sudbjeet with regard to his activities in Burma as
Commander in Chief of the Burma Theater. Ha stated that
Marshall TERAUCHI, the Commander in Chief of the Japanese
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forcos in southwest Asia had the primary responesibility for
the construction of the Burma-Thailand rallway, which cost

the lives of so many civilian laborers, ani it was not the
primary responsibility of the Commanding Ueneral of the
Japanese Aray in Burma. He stated there was some agitation
for independence at the time the sudbject wns Commender in
Chief in Burma and the Kempel Tal ordered the clvil government
to assist in searching out and seising the leaders of the re-
sistance movement. Ba Maw protested to the subject Wwith
respect to these orders. The sudbject angrily termel him an
enemy of the Japanase nation and directed the Kempei Tal to
proceed with the stamping out of the resistance movement. He
stnted that the Kempei Tai runiformly ., adopted measuree
throughout Burma which wvere oppressive, barbaric and consisted
of torture. He stuted aleo that it was very difficult to ob-
tain information with respect to treatment belng nccorded
allied prisoners of war. On one occasion, however, early in
1944, the Burmese police suthorities reported to him that
American flyers had been paraded in the streeta of Hangoon
under humiliating circumstancas and that vhen the Furmese
population attempted to offer food, water and tobacco to the
prisoners, the Japanese throatensd severe reprisals. On
another occasion the Burmese Home Minister reported to the
Cabinet that the Japanese had arranged %o behead American
flyers captured im Burma and had requested the Burmese
mthorities to carry cut the axecutions as an example of the
solidarity existing between Japan and Yurma. He stated that
the Purmese civil government was headed by him but was at all
times subject to the persistent pressure of the Japanese Army,
whose policy it was to make Durma a puppet state of that Army.
The ministers of the Burmese civil goverameant wers under con-
stant surveillance by the Kempei Tail. 7This statement of

Ba Maw's 18 not a matter of evidence in the case of the United
States et al against ARAKI, Sadao ot al, probabdbly for the
reason that on May 20, 1946, Ba Haw stated that he was unable
to testify in the trial unless he wns compelled to do e0.

7. No additional pertinent information is to be founmd in SAIONJI's
Mary.

G, No additional pertinent facts are to be found in the index,
prepared by Commander Maxom, of IFS documents.

IV. DISCUSSION.

[t is respectfully submitted that the following points may be helpful
{n an svaluation of the evidence in substantiating charges against the
subject:

1. The subject was, throughout his career, a military man. Until
the year 1928 when he bdecame the Chief of Staff of the Uentral
China Expeditionary Forces under Gemeral HATA, he had not held
any extremely high positions in the Army.

-11-




2. The subject was never a Cabinet member or Chief of the General
Staff of the Army. It ia therefore 4ifficult to charge him for
preparing or planning aggressive warfare without proof that he
was a part of the conspiracy = to as. In other words, the posi-
tions he held would not seem to, in themselves, make him
chargeadble under a Class A war crimes charge.

3. In 1934 and agein from September, 1939, to December, 1940, the
subject was comnected with military training. The first time
as Vice Inspector of Military Training in the War Ninistry, and
in 1940 as Inspector Oeneral of Military Training. In addition
he vas assigned to the Military Training Section on at least one
other occasion. Other than an assumption that, because of these
positions, he must have kmown of the Japanesse militaristic plans
from 1934 until 1940, there seems to de no evidence in the flle
to indicate thet he wee a part of a conspiracy indictable under
a Class A war crimes charge.

4. The subject was Commander of an Infantry Brigade, a company of
which was initially invelved in the China Incident of July 7,
1937, at Marco Polo Bridge and the sudject himeelf was, at that
time, only a short distance away in the Chinese city of Shanghal
Kwan, about four hours by automodile from the scene of the Inci-
Aent. The subject stated that he was cnly a sudordinate Commander
of the troops participating in the fighting at this time, that
both himself and his Commander made afforts to achiove a nettle-
nent of the affair on the spot, that the Japanese troops todk no
aggressive action, and that his troops 4id not move in such
agegressive sction until several days later when they vere ordered
to 40 20 Yy higher commend. The evidence in the file would seem
to subetantiante this position snl the evidence in the case so far
could not, in my opinion, be used to contradict these statements
with regard to the subject's participation ani responsibllity for
the events of that period. However, in the Frosecution's case,
there is a statement by CHING Teh-Chun which makas the genaral
statement, without zoing into details, that the madject was one
of those responsible for the instigation of the Incident.

5. There is no gquestion tut that the sudjeoct was a participant in
the waging of aggressive war in China from Septembar, 1937, until
the epd of 1938, and aguin from August, 1942, %o March of 1943,
There is no evidence in the file to indicate knovledge of or
participation in a conspiracy other than the mere fact that he
held the positions of Chief of Staff of the Japanese Armies at
those times.

6. The mbdject wvas Commander in Chief of the Japanese Armies in
the Burma Theater from March, 1943, to July, 1944. During thie
time, the Japanese instigated the independence of Purma and con-
plately controlled the country. Thare would seem to be little
mestion that there was much mistreatment of the native popula-
tions and of war prisoners in Purma at this time. There is

-13-
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7.

evidence of this in the file in the statement of Ba Maw,

The sudject u- pever a member of the ultra nationmalistic
societies. t check in the vork entitled "The
Brocade !nur' deals with these societies and their

members has N.l —h and the subject's name does not appear
as o mnember of any of the said socleties.
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Svaluation of KANARE, Shozo (Masskaru) st time of Intornment - Dec 1045,

EANARYE Shovo (Masskssu), Lt. Gemerasl

"Oraduate of Kilitary Aocademy andStaff College, wan commandar of
Ton-Comnissioned Officer's Corps at Infantry School, Chief of Seation
Tofl te General of Kilitery Sdungntion, served as military
attochs $o Cermany. KAVARR wus detachment commander in FNorth Ohima
at the cuthresl of the Chine Incident (Peking). In 1932 he became
Assistant Inspector of Militory Xdusation, sfter vhich he wes Chief
of Genersl S5taff of Jepanese Army in Chiha. l.mumuruenof
of the Burma Army in 194F - 1944, in which capscity he issued the
declaration of Murmese Independence. Yhen nu-ua he became Commane
der in Chief of the Contrel Army Commend (Jepen), sttached to CHQ, and
sventunlly 06 of the First Reservists Command.

TRARABE should be aprrehended for his part in Jupenese sgeression
in Chine and Barms as wall =28 for his activity in Jepenese militory
training snd educstion.

P

"Ho guulifiers under Paragraph ¥-a. of Joint Staff Pesie Directive
for Fort Turrender Military Government in Japan Proper of X Nov,, 1945.°

Arrested 13 Jecomder 1945 - Sugnwo Prison.




