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INTERROGATION OF
N ' Shigenori TOGO
Date and Time: 19 March 1946, 1030-1300 and 1415-1530 hours
‘ Place ¢t Togo Residence, Tokyo

Present Shigenori TOGO

Famihiko Togo, son of Shigenori TOGO

Toshiro Shimanouchi, Japanese national, Interpreter
Mr, Roy L, Horgan, Interrogator

Miss Fildred Riech, Stenographer

Questions by Xr. Morgan

Q. In connection ‘with the Impsrial Conference of November 5, 1941, I
presume you are femiliar with what took nlace, ¥
A, I do,

- ey el o

Q. I understand that there were two rropositionz made at the Imperial
Conference known as "Proposition 4" and Proposition EM, (These
propositions read in English translation by Mr. Morgan and then
translated into Jepanese by Mr, Shimenouchi.) I have just read
to you "Pronosition A" and "Proposition B" which were submitted
at the November 5, 1941, Imperial Confercnce. As read by me, do
you consider that they are substantially correct,

A, Tn connection with -the negotiations between the Tnited States and
Japan, these propocitions were considered on the following basis:
I?'"Prop03¢t10n.A“ is accepted by the Tnited States, it would be all
well and uood however, if ”Propou4t10n.A" shold bhe rejected by the
United States, Japan wonld offer "Proposition B", It was on such & .
basis that these propositions were approved at the Imperiel Conference. !
nega ding the conditions of these pr0p051tlcns, L geems that cne item
is lacding in "Proposition B, and that is that if this proposition is
agreeagble to the Tnited Stntp g, Japan would *mﬂﬂd_ately'vlthd“aﬂ her
forces from sounthern French Indo-China,

b i s Laa 2 BT~

Qs Iou raan by that statement that a portion of "Proposition B" aa read
by me 1s missing. ' .

A. The point I refer to, that is immediate withdrawal of Japanese forces
from southern French Indo-China, and that point was added becpuse it
appeared to be misging, It Wo"Wd be a “epetlt_on, but that point wa
decided upon at the Imperial Conference. Of course, there were’' other
peints n*d ot wnrervtaqdia s at the conference which have no direct
bearing with t e negotiations of the United States
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Shigenori TOGO 12 March 1946

Q. "Proposition B" did not tale into censideration the evacuaticn of

troops from north French Indo-China, |

4. This proposition was considered primarily as-a modus vivendi and the
principal point was the revival of the status existing prior to the
freezing of assets and it wes in that connection that the imrediate |
withdraval of southern French Indo-China was considered. As to with- ;
drawval of troops from north French Indo-Ching, thaet was pending general
settlement of the icsues and restoration of general peace in the Pacific, f
IT it would be convenient to you, 1t might perheps be a help if I ex- s ;
plain the manner in which these metters were considered before they y )
were finally decided upon, It might take g 1ittle time, tut it may
alleviate the necessity of further questions if this explanation is 3 u
made, de < - :
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background and explain in detail as to the method of prezenting !
"Propesition A" and "B" %0 the Tnited States.

A, Tirst of all, as I have pointed out previously, the KONOYT Cabinet fell | |
because of disunity within the Cabinet which developed from questions ; |
relative to China, chiefly the arryy's strong stand regarding the station- |
ing of troops in China, At the time TOJO persugded me to enter his
cabinet, he stated that as.chief of the Cebinet he was in a -position
to continue to take a strong stand, To this I svrongly objected es
it would be inimicable to any effort o seek a settloment with the
United States, and after some argument TOJO finally agreed with g
opinion that all questions may L2 reconsidered from o raticngl point

£ view and to malle efforis 4o reach a successful asttlement vitvh the

-nited States. The propositions referred to arose out of this under-

standing with TOJO,

Q. In making such an explenation T would desire that Jou begin with the

<
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Av the liaison conferences, which were held from the #
Cabinet %o censider besic policy -n all reyuers, questions relative to
Jeran and tihe United States were —oecssiderad cod studied {ren ell pog-
sible aspects practically every day beginning, e re

October 23,

A

Tlie first problem wus to what extent wold it be poasible to relax the
decizions made at the Imperial Conference on September G, the details

of which you probably lmow, and which were decided by the preceding
cabinet, and on the hasis of Japanese concessions, to vhat extent the
United States might or might not on their part make concessions., And
thus the first question was e recensiderstion of the September 6 decisions
to that end of seeking a solution tc the Japanese-American questions.
Before entering conmerete discussicns, I recall General SUGIYANA, Chief

of the Arry General Staff, saying that the decisions of the Imperial
Conference of September 6, which as you no donbt are avare, decided tlat

if there were no changes by the midlle of October war preparations wil
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A. (cont!'d)
be completed, that it was the understanding that the primary empbasis
during the month of Seotember was placed upon diplomatic negotiations,
but in the month of October the chief emphgsis must be placed upon opera-
tional or military espects of the matler because otherwise opportunity
world be lost. I strongly objected and I insisted that’ the decision in

he ligison confercnce mst be hastened as much as possible. T sirongly
objected to SUGIYAMA and refused to accept hls views, and T felt nyself
not bound vy such understandings, since such matters were not t ans-
farred Lo me when I took over the rost of Foreign Minister, and because
T becane Foreign Minister on the understanding and the assurance that
all matters were to be rationally reconsidercd,

-
T A

Another point which I recall is the statensat of ikc Vice Chief of the
Arzy General Staff, TSUKADA, which was to the effect thal the Javenese-
Anmerican negotiations were futile, offered ne rossibility of settlement,
and that Jepan had already been challenged to an econcmic war by such
acts as the Treezing of assets and that the United States, Britain and
others were preparing to encircle Japan; and that, therefore, Japan
must immediately undertalie acticns of self defense,

L P i
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-
-

Thus, tte discussions enterod into consifrration ol the questicon c
relaxing the conditions as decided on September 6. As you lmow, the
principel and outstanding questions relative to Japanese-american re-
lations, questions which careé up recurrently in the nogetiations, —wvere
the question of stationing trecops in China, the question of non~discrim-
inetory trade with China, and the guestion of the Trinartite Pact,

Upon assuming my office I studied and reviewed the course oL Japanose-
American relations on the haszis of papers and documenils in an effort

+o Pind some meanc Lo seek a solution. T also used as relerence data
the ideas held by ry predeccessors, TOYODA, these which were presented
in his written views on how it would te possible to reach g seiilrnent
between Japan and the United Stabtes, widch is before the ccllgpse ol
the KOOYE Cabinet, at which time, as you recall in KCUCY=E's memolrs,
TOJO seid that there was no chance of settlereat, T also considercd

ag reference data the views of the Americgn Embassy, and on the basis
of these materials, T made stremuouz efforts to find & wey in gerking
solutions to the difficuliy.

P S P S o R Tl
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To explain more fully, TOYCDA's views werc related to the point of

not inereasing Japanese troops in I do-China, and to the acceptace

of the principle of withdrawing trcops frcm China, that is, placing

a tire 1imit on the withdrawal of troops in China. To these views

the arry cbjected. And now I, as Foreign Minister, was in the position
of finding that I was saying that if these conditions were conducive
to a settlement I was in ihe nosition to insist upon 1t, Furthermore,
he is in the position - = - On the basis of the report from Anbassador
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(conttd)

ITOMURA from Weshington in the first part of October that 'ie had
practically obtained the unders uand:lng of the United States govern=-
ment relative to the Tripartite Pact in accordance with the nro*)osa_'l.s
made by Japan previously And thot was the understanding since the
latter part of the 3rd KONOYE Cabinet. As I have stated before, it
wes not wntil the early _m..rt of Novemb:r thau I discovered that no

such understanding existcd. This was excesdingly unfortunate, Generally
speaking, "Proposition A" and "B" are based upon Ty personel ideas,

I went mc‘q further than TOYODA in the question of nlacing a time

1limit on the question of withdrawel of Jepanese trecors from Freach
Indo-China By including in "Propositlion BM", by proposing the immediate
withdrawal of Japanese troops from southern French Indo-China pending
agreement, whereas TCIODA proposed not to increaze Jgpanese troops in
French Indo-China, Fartl:.c,ma ~e, being of “he understanding that vnder-
standing existed between the itweo eountries on *he Tripartite Pact,
according to TOMIIA's report, I felt thet this point wouwld be accept-
eble tc the United States that Japan wovld interpret the treaty inde-
pendantly. In order to have this proposition accep'bed I nade very
strenuous efforts at the lialson conference,

As T.have related before, the majority of the members cpposed the idea
of withdrawal of Japanese troope from China es a principle. Everybody
except myself at first ObjﬁCqu I insisted that there vms no such
hing a8 withdrewal of troops in principle and that with the improvement
in the Japanece position the same results could be obtained without
the stationing of Japanese trops, and after great effort I won the
members over to nv views, The army, which at first was reluctant to
the withdrawal of Japanese troops from southern French Tndo-China, i
finglly agrecd with me when I stated that if the situation existing |
pricr to the freezing of assets was to be restored, then mccordingly |
Japan muct withdraw her trcops frum that area. zmd it was after much y
effort and persuasion that the army ultimetely agreed that they agreed
to my contentlions,

As regards the Tripartite Pact, the idea was that since, according to
NCMURA's report, understanding exdsted it wms considered all right to
present the Japanese proposal on thal point to the Tnited Statles.

O;. an occasion cutside of the llaiscn conferences I recall a talk with
TOJO in which I St&uE‘d that 1f the ™mited States accepted the proposals
in general, but had ob,,,cc't ons to some points contained in the proposals,
Japan shonld he prepared to malie concessiong. On this matter I secured
I0J0's understanding that Japan may be prepared for suech a situation.
These n"'cmf"? tions were n“epared by me in the hope that they would
lead the negotictions to a’ successful conclusion, and on the basis of
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A, (cont'd)

the reference data that T had on hand I made extreme efforts to
over ride the opposition within the armye«and to convince them in
agreeing to my views, Eveén gfterwards no eflorts were spared to
endeavor to seck a settlement and later even to = = = Aside from that
I made other efforts calculated to avoid war. Among them wes my
effort in opposing those military elements which insisted upon the
cessation of the negotiations and another was the consideration of
drawing up of proposals which I hoped weuld prove to be successful
in avoiding war. These efforts, I am sure, should be sufficient to
tegtify to my positive efforts in trying to find a pesceful sctilement,

I have just given you the gzeneral outline of the background leading
to "Proposition A" and "B", I you desire further explanationsg of
my efforis to avert war, I shall be hapny to rmake them if that wonld
be of any help in enlarging upcn your uaderstanding of the situation
at that time,

Q. With refcrence to these two provositions, mey I ask how they were
presented,

A, On Cthe basis of "Proposition A" we had negotistions conducted with the
Washington government between NOMURA and HULL around the 7th or €th
of November. With regard to the withdrawal of Japanesze troops from
China, HULL showed no big interest and rather did not anpredate the
great efforts Japan had rade on that peint. Regarding the non-dis-
crimingtory treatment of trade with Ching, HULL at first insisted
that the Japanese proposal shovld be as it was, btut immediately there-
after revised his atiitude and I do not recgll the condition, as re-
ported by NOMURA,

HULL nade a counter proposal which implied something li%e a joinlt controel
of the economic affairs of China by & group of powers. And regarding

the Tripartite Pact, HULL insisted cn making it a dead letter, which
made Lt clear that there was no understanding on that ratter previously
as had been wmderstood and on other matters HULL +cok a rather cold
attitude, '

wt:hiidl »

The negotiations on the basic of "Proposition A" were ccntinued rne
or two more times, but when there was no prospect of settlement on
the basis of "Proposition AW, "Proposition B" wus presented, and that
was, as I recall, around the 20th of UVovenber,

g e a1 TS

As Ambessador KURUSU had been sent to Washington meanwhile and began

to participate in the negotiations with the White House and the State
Department from around the 17th or 12th of November, KURUSU was also a
participant in the negotiations which were carried on on tihe besis of
"Proposition B", which was offered by Japan as a modus vivendi, - At that
time 1t apneared that the Tnited States was trying to render easier the

e B L e Lt S e

o=




‘. . T . * ‘ﬁ, -“:T! ‘.—_--_-;t_-;.‘_ﬂ ;_"1-_} ‘l ' AW gl | - - T - T P = L ———— ——— ~
. . . 1 " i ] - A o T« R L - i W P s = T B
m_‘ “' !I . - . ' o b =

Shigenori TOGO 19 Yarch 1946

A,

(cont'd)

sottlement of the China Incident, and also it aprears that our pro-
posels were also referred by the United States government to Greal
Britain, China, the Ketherlands and Australlia, ete. in Washington,
But as it turned out, the United Stetes flatly rejected Japan's pro-
nosal, saying that a modus vivendi wes useless without an agreement on
fundemental issues. At that time HULL hgnded over to our ambassadors
the note of November 26 compelling complete surrender on the part of
Japan., ¢

That is the general manner in which -the "Preposition A" gnd UWBW were
presentC{L

Did KURUSU leave Jenen for the Un’ted States on IToverber 7.

T +think it wes the 5th., He left early on the merning of November 5,
It wgs on that dey that the Imperial Conference was held, but ETRUSU
Imew of both prenositions MAM and "B" hefore he left,

You mentioned something about ‘he army making preparations for war

in October, or indicated that tuey were naliing military preparations.
T presume this was the genoral attitude of *he army with regard to the
Tnited Stetes as evident by the ctabement of TOT CADA himself when he
stoted that negotiations aprarently were useless.

As vou know, the decisions of Seplembcr 6 included the question of
completing wer preparetions. I ar not in the position to maxke any
interpretations of the decisions, not beling din the Cabinev then.

Mat T meant by the statement of SUGIYANA that he ==id econdideration
mist be —ade from the standpoint of rilitery cperations, But T should
11%e 4o have it rmade clear that that wes another thing u comnection
with the decision for wur. In cther words, & decision of war was a

> . - h! n
separate thing, And as to TSTEADA's stotoment, T mst say that they
- - -.-. -? e | - |‘|i'p-'1 ~. o, - - 3 - e | - . ] "l'
were his personal views, thougk U may be the- reflected scme elemenve

o

within the arny; but they were not the official views of the lialson
conference or the arry Inasmuch as 1t was the decisicn L the liaisch
conference to conbinve negotiations, STGITAMA and TOUETADA finalls
ecreed to the decision to eontinue nogotiations,

Do you have any knowledge of any sonclusien reached Wy TOJO, SUZURL,
HOSTTO and the otlier members of the TOJC clique tc starv war around
October 10 or 15 prior to the fall of the 3rd KONOYE Czbinet,

T know of no such decision, but from what I have learned since gbout
the third year of the war from Prince KONCTE, gnd from his so-called

memoirs since the teormination of the war, TOJU was very anxious to
arrive at an early decision on the basis of the Septerber 6 decisions
with the prospect that ihe negetions we e useless. ¥Yror shat I recell

R

of the conversation with KONOYE, 70, Director of uhe Wilitery Affalrs

Bureau, had said to KCICYD that 1L the Prims Minizter oprosed war, i

Prime Minister could be changed eny time, but if the navy objected to

o




L A e an - T i B e i e e " S T-" . - LA =t o - o - . s Y a

9 -~
L]

i

Shigenori TCGO 15 March 1946
war, tlien there could be no war, ‘since the navy iz saying thet it
leaves everything up to.the decision of the Prime Minlster, vou can |
\ nev got anywhere, So the quecstion is to get tnc n=v; tc decide,

So it is necessary to rake clear the navy's vie OCf course, it is \
not impossible to try to understand TQJO's fea“ om what FO’CY" said, - u
but insofar as I an vcruonally'concerncd, from my persongl centacts

w.th TOJO he agréed with me on the eontinuance of 4050t13u1£ﬂ3 with '
the United States and even more had asked me to make every elfort to |
Teachh a suecessful settlement. uLOTUh de not Jnow whether e ;
showed the same attitude to the olher people with whom he was in con- |

tact, but as far as T am concerncd, he has not rzvealed to rc, nor

has he ever .zhowm ﬁnj'sirns or evidence that he had asked me to continme

negotialtions although he had decided on war. :

Q. Irom your preseat knowledge after a review of all ithe facts, i1 appears :

thet there is only one comelusion to be f‘a.:n, that Is that TOJC un- ?

doubtedly made up his mind for wer while he was teliing you that nego- *
tiations sheuld continue.

A, That T do not know, The negotiations *eing with a foreimm country
the matter can not be con51dered simply. The ideas and attitudes of .
individuals were manifested in hew the negotiations should bhe ezrried o
on, There was a split amon: those who favored the welaxation of con- . i
ditions rezching a settlerent and thoce whe regarded a successful * |

4 L

. F
settlemeont beneficlal but who 4id not favoz »eling any concessions, | i
:

S -'u_f-."'"-u*d:';"-ll-(' e 1 e "L

The dlf;erence between these omposing views makes a very ysreat differ-
ence in the negotlatiens themselves; so if it i3 from *thic at&ndPOLHt
that TOJC wanted to repch a gettlement ¥t with great roluct on

the relexing of conditions, then there would be ne objeetions tr scying
that there wes a wide split between him and me.

Q. I wish W ask uﬁrplj this, That {rom past events which you can now re-
view more clearly, is not thcro a ﬂtrong p“CgLrhthH that TOJC had
probebly made up his mind to wege var against the United States with /
the idea that n'vntiatlon with the United States would not be successful,

' A, IU can not be gaid whether he had any deéisicns of his awm in favor :
| el war In every case, because 1f tho United States were to malke conces- y
siong then there would be meens to a settlement and no necessity for
war. 1t can not be scid that TOJO wented war in spite of settlement, 3
As a matter of fact, there was & prospect cof agreement on the question

f Tthe Tripartite Pget, as well as the question of trade in China, end ,
the on_y'oututaadﬁr; 3ssue was the question of withdrawing troops from k
Chine, which was the general opinion of all members of the 3r»d ECHOYE |
Cabinet. When TOJO offered me the office he said +hat now that he ig f :
to become Prime ¥Minlster he can continue to teke the strong stand as '
he did as war nih*zuc; in the previous ecabinet., Bul because I oproséd
him he relaxed his stand end agreed to the continuance of negotiations
by concurring to my v ieus. R

-
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Q. Do you recall the conversation with General OIT around Novenber 25,
1941, at which time you stated that the Japanese government was Work=
inPh reply to the United States proposals, and that Japan was nov,
afraid of a termination of these negotiations, and that she hoped that
$f +he occasion ghould arise Germany and Italy will stend by her side.

A, T do not recall any meeting on the 25th, nor of my making any such
gtatement. But the contents of your cusstion deo net accord with the
facts insofar as preparaicn cf Jzpen's reply was concerned, That did
not come until after the receipt of HULL's note on the 25th, And further-
more, when the cuestion of possible aid from the cutside was studied by
the liaison conference from every aspect, the gquestion came up as to
how ruch assistaiace .could be expscted from Germany and Ttely, and, es
I have stated before, it was my viewm that because Germany was encaged
$v a war with Russia, and beczuse of the distance and because of ry
estimation of German power, Japan could not empect any great help {rom
Germany. And T led the liaison conference toward ry Vi1ew.

Q. Did you have conversations with General OTT subsequent to the receipt
of the HULL note tc the effect that Jepan is not afraid cf termination
of negotiations with the United States.

A, Yes, I recell having seen OIT, 4&nd on that occasion I recall my telling
him thet Japan could not acrept the Tnited States' note. I did not
say enything of the nature mentioned in the questicm. T do not recall
ever using the expression that "Jepan did not fegr the Tnited States,”

iy

although it may not be unusual to ruke such remaris In dinlomatic talks.

Q. That did you say at the time of jeur ecnversetion with OTT regarding
what was expected of Germany.
. A. Although T have to brush up on my memory, I recall that the main point
of interest so fer as I was concerned was what the attitude of Germany
would be in case ‘he negotiations failed. As T recal”, OTT said, as his
perscnal opinion, that Germany would stand on the side of Japan, and
assist Jepan,

A. (continuation after recess)
Going back to the question reletive to Noverber 25, wten you said that
T met General OTT, I recollect in ny memory during tlie recescs, ard 1
have recalled the following: On Hovermber 25 the feellng wes rather
strong that the Jepenese modus vivendi weuld be acceptable to the
United Stetes, that even the formula for a treaty bad been drafted
and had been telegraphed to Washington on that very day. The fecl-
ing that such a feeling was entertained by hose outsiders who visited
the Japanese Erbassy in Washington, and such observations were also
being made in London gs well as elsewnere, Sueh being the expectation,
the army went so far as to moke an exorbitanti request with respect to
the supply of gascline, which wus taken up in point two of "Propositiocn EY,

O
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A,

(cont!'d) |

and the matter was brought to the Foreign 0ffice., When T wes informed

of this army request for sueh a heavy order for gasoline, I told my
subordinate officer that.such a demand could not be z2ccepted becguse

it would schotage the efforts toward arr-iving at a suceessful conclusion
of the negotlations, and that if any request is made it should be within
reasongble limits, that is, that a figure averaging Jaman's gasoline

needs over a period of years should be requested and not such gn exorbitant
quantity. In order to make the negotiations g success, the Jzpanese

must approach the matter with more sincerity, and furthermore it wonld

be in violation of the spirit of the decision of the Imperiel Confercnce
which was to seel: a successful settlement; and I had that request rejected
and turned back to the military, ' -

This should explain the fact that there was no idea con that day of

any failurz cf the negotiations, and although it may not be a very
precise picture, it would explain tle gencral situstion.As far as the
army was concerned, it may be considered In the light of your cbserva-
tion, atlempt at sabotage of the negotiations on the part of the army,
But the Foreign Office can not sce clearly tc what etent this represented
the army's views, vhat latitude of the army's views, or at how high a
level, Thut metter was to have been brought to the Fareign Office

by the Director of the Military Affairs Bureau, CGeneral MUTO. A4+ that
time one of the most urgent and imporiant considerations was that of
petroleum.. What to do with the petrclenm questien ih case the negotia-
tions ended in failure, and what to do with the question in case the

negotiations succeeded, D

IT was my contontion that Japan should exercise natience znd forcbear-
ance even in case the negotiations resulted in feilure and smtch devol-
cpment In the internaticnal situation cn the baszis of the supply of
synthetic oil. This question wzs studied by ths liaiscn conference,

at which time, SUZUKI, President of tho Planning Beard, said that re-
liance could not be pluced cn synthetic oll because the Jepanese
supply of coal wes insufficient for the purpose and that 3If uscd it
wonld be at the szcrifice of other important industries, and being a
technical question in whick tThe view ¢f the Planning Pogrd was author-
itative, my stand to exercisé patience was not accepted.

FAYA, Finance Minister, was also one of those vho strongly contended
that some way be found in sclving the petroleum problem, The views

teing that of the Planning Bureau which had weight on this technical

issue prevailed,

Upon my reading of EKCIIOILE's so-cal’ed memoirs somewhere in November of
last ydaxr, KONOIE says that SUZUKI had said. that there was a way of
meeting .Jgpan's petroleum requirements through synthetic oil, but that

.
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A,

Qe

4.

(cont'd)

view of SUZUKI, as reported by KONOYE, contradicts with what I recgll
to be SUZUKI's stand when this oetroleuN'mat er was brouzht up before
the lizison conferencs somewhere about the end of Octobpr, 1941, 1+ I

do not lmow the reasons for this Cﬁntradiction, but if your presumption
that war had already been decided upon by TCJO, S 15X “OSHIHD, cte.
were a fact, then this situation involving the petrolcup issue may be
ccngldcrcd as having some bearing

In regard to the quection of zasoline, what was the demand in quantity
that MUTO requested that you chould make of .the United States,

I do not recall the exact f;;urcs, but I do recall that the quantity
wvas much greater than the ordinary immorts,

nwhat would be the reason that the military should desire such larsce
quantities of _ascline,

The military, as a matter of courss, desired being well” supplicd and
stocked insofar gs' preparations were concerncd; and, “therefore, sub-
nitted such an e:orhltant request, If this qpﬁ~ 1cn were viewed from
the American point of view, 1t was even publicly stated by President
ROOSEVELT and Assistont Secretery of State BTRLE that if oll imrorts
into Japan were stopped, it would lead to war. And ﬁbefdmerlchn and
cn the matter was that by limiting oil supplies to Japan, Jipgnege
strength would be weakened. Therefore, the making of such a demand
upon the United States would naturelly be rejeccted aad make virtually
impossible the arriving at o successful settlement. That is the main
end crucial point of the question, ::1

Let us presume that negotiations proved successful and to the satis-

faction of Japan, vhat purpese would the arny hgve for such large
tities of gil. 7

It night be said that i1t was instinctiv clj'h*bittal among U’lit&

nen to be well stccked and nveparcu in order to strengthen its posis=

tion, regardless of whether or not :ie ﬁﬁgou_a ions were suecessiul,

The pgychology is simil=zr Yo rich ?Gﬁplu eating to become richer,

From your chservations, don't you think that it appears that the army
inew that such g demand would be rejectod causing a complete collaopse
of negotiations,

I rejected this army request because it had -the danger of bring zabout
a failure cf the negotiations, «,d, of course, il would-be childish
to think that such a proposgl would be made without considering its
results; but whether the army made such g rroposal with conscious ine
tention, I do not lmow,

Did ‘T0JO, -SUZUKI, FOSHINC, MUTO, and the cthers comnected-with TQJO,
reveal at any time other than tniﬁ thet they wished to sgbotage succes-
sful negotiations between the UTnited States and Jgpan,

=10=
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rrﬁu The actual sivtustion was that wiaenever any guestion arose and views

wers expressed by the army, 1t has been very difficult to Imecw or to

confirn to whel extent it represented the army. That was cne of the

prineipal difficulties of the Foreign 0fTice, to confirm whether, for

instance, the request brovght by !MMTIO0 on the gasoline question ren-

| veacnted what latitude or level of the army. ' |I cannot now recall any
other _nutaﬂces of which to speak; but in order to undorstand the
truth of the situvation, it would He necessary for you to lmow that the
line ol demarcation chould not be fdrarm between those who favored set-
tlement, or, as you say, favored war; but between those who favored
uChulE"Cﬂt 7ith conceszions and those who favored concessions without
making concessions exce t with extreme reluctance. With that under-
tanding a proper understanding of th_g situation it would be difficult
to appraise the situation ar well zs the views of the diflereal perscn-
alities, whether they were not very much disposed to a successful set-
tloment .or novw.

Q¢ Do you recall around December 2 or 3, 1341, of relayiug instructions
to SHIRATORI to hgve a conference with ¥USSCLINI telling him about the
deadend in Japanese-American relations and iavoking the 1r1part1te Pact
tc the extent that Italy should declare war on the United States irmedi-
ately after the outbreak of hostilities,

A¢ Upon receipt of the HULL note -f Jovember 206, wiiieh gave Jupen the alter-
native of total surrender or war, the feeling became g0lidifiecd in Japan
that war wonld be unavoidable, although there still remained the wish

that by some miracle a war courld be averted in the lust ninute by ask-
inz reconsideraticn on the pert of the United States. Then carne the
Imperial Conference of Decenber 1 = = = A few darys lator, toward the

end cof Ilovember, Arbassador OSHIT'A in Berlin reported his conversations

w th HITLER and von RIBEENTROF, principally with EITLER, who ropeatedly
said thet he had reports that indicated that there were no prospects of
a settlement between Japan and the Tnited States and eq resscd iz views
that this would be nct cnly to the coﬁron interests of Japun and Gerrany
but also to the interests ¢f Japan for Jepan to engage in war wiuh the
United States. Then on December 1 cane the Imperial Conference wiere the
decision for war was made. At that time, since war was regarded as un-
avoidable, cables were dispatched to Gerzmany to enter inte negotiaiions
with the German government to conclude a militery alliance stipulating
the signatories not tc conclude a separate peace, and also sgtipulating

on a joing declaration of war, and the same was sent to Bome, Inciden-
tally, as the negotiations were r*¢ﬂar11“ conducted in Berlin, this was
in accordance with the general line decided upon zt the I“Duri&l Conference
on Deccember 1 as a step to be taken 1n case the Japanese-american nego-
tigtions coll apvcd d this general line was de cided upon the gcneral
understanding of the members of the liaison conference,
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Q. On what date were these cables sent.
A. I recgll the dates es being approximately the days you mentioned,
December 2 or 3.

Q. I presume that both OSHIMA and SHIRATORI were advised to request both
Germany and Itely to invoke the provisions of the Tripartite Pact in
connection with declaring wer against the United States.

A. T do not recall that such was mentioned in the telegrams.

Certificate of Stenographer:
I, ¥ildred Rich, hereby certify thet I acted as stenographer at the
interrogation set out herewith, and thot T transcribed the foregoing
questions and answers, and that the transcription is true and accurate
to the Pest of my lmowledge and belief,

Certificate of Interrogator: .
I, Roy L. Morgan, certify that on 19 March 1946 Shigenori TCGO per-
sonally gave the foregoing answers to the severel questions set forth
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Extract from Interrogation of "OGO, Shigenori - 19 ‘*larch 1946,

Page b

‘)

. O

Do you have any knowledge of any conclvusion reached by
70J0, SUZUKI, HOSHINO and the other merbers of the TOJO
clique to start war around October 10 or 15 prior to the
fall of the 3Ird KONOYF Cabinet.

I know of no such decision, bvt from what I have learned
since abouvt the third year of the war frorm Prince KONOYE,
and from his so-called memoirs since the terrmination of
the war, T0JO was very anxious to arrive at an early
decision on the basis of the September 6. decisions with
the prospect that the negotiations were useless. From
winat I recall of the conversation with KONOYF 4 MUTO,
Director of the ““ilitury Affairs Bureauv, had said to
KOMOYE that if the Prime Minister ovposed war, the Prime
‘“inister could be changed at any time, bvt if the navy
objected to war, then there cculd be no war, since the
navy 1s saying {hat i* leaves eyerythine un to the decision
of the Prime liin'ster, you can not get anywhere. So the
question is to get the navy to decide. So it is necessary
to make clear the navy's views. '

¥ * *

Page 8
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What did you say at the time of your conversation with
OTT regarding what was expected of Germany.

Although I have to brush vv on my memory, I recall that
the main point of interest so far as I was concerned was
what the attitude of Gerrany wovld be in case the nego-
tiations failed. As I recall, OTT said, as his vnersonal
opinion, that Germany would stand on the side of Japan and

assist Javan.

(continuation after recess)

Going back to the aquestion relative to Noverber 25, when
you said that I met General OTT, I recollect in my memory
drring the recess, and I have recalled the following: On
November 25 the feeling was rather strong that the Japanese
modus vivensi wculd be accepntable to the Tnited ttates,

that even the forrmula for a treaty had been drafted and

had been telegravhed to Viashington on that very day. The
feeling that such a feeling was entertained by those
outsiders who visited the Japanese Embassy in "ashirgton,
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and ‘such observations were also being made in London as
well as elsewhere. Such being the expvectation, the army
went so far as to make an exorbitant request with resvect
to the suvpnlv of gasoline, which was taken up in point

two of "Pronosition B", and th~ matter was brought to the
Foreign Office. ™"hen I was inforred of this army reauest
for such a heavy order for gasoline, I told my suvbordinate
officer that such a demanc could not be accented because
it would sabotage the efforts toward arriving at a suc-
cessfvl conclvsion of the negotiations, and that if any
request is made it should be within reasonable limits, that
is, that a figure averaging Javan's gasoline needs over a
neriod of vyears should be requested and not such an
exorbitant quantity. In order to make the negotiations a
cuccess, the Japunese must annroach the matter with more
sincerity, and firrtherrore it would be in violation of the
spirit of the cecision of the Irverial Conference which was
to seek a successfvrl settlement; and I had that request
rejeeted and turned back to the military.

This should explain u.ie fact that there was no idea on that
day of any failure of the necotiations, and althouegh it may
not be a very precise picture, it wouvld exvnlain the general
sitvation. As far as the army was concerned, it may be
considered in the light of vour observation, attermnt ac
sabotage of the negotiations on the vaf*t of the army. Butl
the Foreign O0ffice can not see clearly to what extent this
revreserited the army's views, what latitude of the army's
views, or at how hieh a level. That matter was to have been
brought to the Foreign Office by the Director of the ifili-
tary Affairs Bureau, General IIUTO, At that time one of the
most urecent an® important considerations was that of vetro-
leum. Yhat to do with the netroleum question in case the
negotiations ended in failure, and what to do witn the
question in case the nesgotiations succeeded,

* x *

Page 10

Qo

e

In regard to the question of gasoline, what was the demand
in quantity thet .UTO requested that you should ma%e of

the United State.s |

T do not reczll the exact figures, but I do recall that the
quantity was much greater than the ordinary imports,
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Q. "hat would be the rearoun that the military should desire
such large cuantities of gasoline.

A. The military as a ratter of course, desired being well
supplied and stocked insofar as vreparations were concerned;
and, therefore, subrmitted such an exorbitant request. If
this question were v. 2ved from the American point of view,
it was even pvblicly stated by President ROCSFVFLT and
Assistant Secretarv of State BFRLE that if oil imports
into Javan mere stopned, it would lead to war. And the
American stanc¢ on.the matter was that by limiting oil
supplies to Japan, Japanese strength would be weakened.
Therefore, the making of such a deman? voon the United
States 7oulé naturallv be rejected and mnzake virtrally impos-
sible the arriving at a successful settlement. That is
the main and crucial point of the question,

* ¥ %

1~ Did TOJO, SUZUXI, IICSHINO, iIlT'0, and the others connected
with T0J0, reveal at any time other than this that they
wished to sabotage svccessful negotiations between the
United States and Janann_

“age 11

A. The actual situation was that whenever any question arose

and views were exoressed by the arpy, i* has been very
difficult to kutw or to confirm to what extent it repre-
sented the arry. That was one of the princinal difficvlties
of the Foreilgn Office, to confirm whether, ‘or instance,

the request brovzht by LKUTO on the egasoline auvestion ren-
redented what latitude or level of the army.
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