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Then

x e As I understand, lir. TOGO, that final notc which was sent :
| on Dcecmber '7i i941 (Tokyo time) to NOMURA 1in “Inshington |
4 |

, Was not 2 dcclaration of war but 2 final noto brecaking
off nr:gotiq tions ¢
\ A. " As I said bcfore, the finnl notification of tho Japancse

government vas to be declivercd by the Ambassadors in

Wachington at the instructions of the Janancse government

1t 3 AN, Docember 8, Tokyo time. That notific-tion did

not contain thc words. "declaration of aar," but did statc ﬂ

\ the cessation nf negotiations ~nd the scverance of diplo-

3 matic rclation®, which in the light of the sitvation
pravaliling at that time was considercd tantamount to a
dcelaration of var.

9~ "ho would bc considcrcd responsible, who -would you consider
resnonsible for thc compositien of thnt notc, .

A« That notification, -s I hnve oreviously cXnlaincd, was a
sumration of th~ rosults of the studics 'nd@ fiscussions ?
which took placc 2t the linison confrroneccs reparding
ncgotiations with the Unitrd States. ™o note 1tsclf was
nritten by the Foreign QffIcsy bat the » stonsibility for
the cornosition rosts ith the particin~tinz merbers of
the 1iaison conferonecs. "Tho responsibility Tor thr
contcnts of the notificition rests ith the m:rb:rs of the
liaison confironers. ¥erthermors, the mattor vas also
rcportcd to the Cabinst and passed the Cabinot 1ithouvt
objcetion,

Q. Could you piv mz th- nares of tho individuals at the
liaison conf-renees and the C-binct rembcrs ho “ould bc
considored resaonsible for the contents of the no’c.,

Ae As I have satd at a provious rcetine, members of o liaison
conferencce who were resnonsible for thr study and dis-
cussions on thc mitter wore T0JO, SHIMADA, SUGIYAMA, NAGANO,
TSUKADA, ITO, KAYA, SUZUKI, and the threc scecretaries,
‘OSHINO, i:UTO and OKA. As to the merbers of {h- Cabinet,
uncer the constitntion they arc responsible for doeisisions
of the Cabinct, c¢ven on matters ovtsidc of the comnetence
of thecir resneretive offices.
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ﬁ: Qe I understzod from you. that the note as comnosed by the
i Foreign Office after the contents of what the note should
ey

contain had been decided uvon at the liaison conference,. I
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also understand that after the note was comnosed by

the Foreign Office it was presented for apnroval to

the Cabinet on December 1, 1941, at which time the

Cabinct approved it, 1Is Lv understanding correct.

The First pvart of your uﬂdeTStanding is correct, that 1is,
that the mriting of the note took place in accordance

with the decjﬂion of the liaison confercnce as to its
contents. However, I should like to make some correction
as tc the date. Decosber 1 mas the date of the Imperial
Conference, at which the decision for war was madec.
However, prcvious to the Imperial Conference the main
points of the note to be sent were renorted to the Cabinets
but as to the drafting of thc note, that camc afterwards,
and at a later Cabint meeting the main points were further
explained and the continuation of the explanation that was
made at the former Cabinet mecetine, I cannot recall
definitely, but it secms o be around November 30, but

I could have the cdat= more definively confirmed later.

* * *
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Do vou not think that the time in preparing the note after
the details of what it should contain *ere decided on
November 30 was too longe.

As you say, it secwms that considerable time was consumed ,
but before the final draft was aoproved the note went fhrcugh
a serlss of many revisigns. The two sceretaries of the
liaison conference, the Chicef of thec Military Affairs
Bureau, MUTO, and fhe Chief of the Navy Affairs Bureau,
CKA, merc in frequent contact with the Foreign Office 1n
connfction ith the drafting of the note, They revpre-
sentcd the drivirz force of the time, that is, the Army

War Ofrice and tho Army General Stnff and the Navv Office
and the Navy Cencral Staff; and on practical matters these
twvo men reprcsented these % 'o fighting scrvices in making
frequent conti~ts with the Foreign 0ffice in the making of
the draft. As a consequencc, many revisions were gonc
throuzh., DBeing versonally 1nterrstcd in the process and
ccurse of the revisicn that was gone throueh, I anted to
have somc concrete materials on the subject, that is, the
conles of the many revisions that w rec made at the tim“
But I found out that thesc materials, too, had been
destroved in the sir raid; and, tborcporr I am not able to
offer substantial matcrials to r")w:t:il.:—lin my Doint Had I had
such materials, I coul? more clearly exnlain sore of the
reasons for the delav that was taken in compl~tineg the draft
of the note.
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From what you have stated wouvld you consider that the
members of the Cabinet and members of the 1liaison
conference, "hose names vou have mentioned, are eoually
resoonsible with vou as regards to the contents of the
note and its delivery.

Depe

A.

As to the contents of the note, I think it is but

natural that all the aerbers of the liaison conference

arce responsible. As to the cabinet, they wouvld have at
lcast a final responsibility in *hat thecy cxoressed no
objection, that is, from the leegal voint of vier. Of course,
it all depencs whetl.or you view the matter superficially

or formaily, cr vhether you would 1like to view it moro
orofoundiy. But, prasctically soeaking, in the light of
actvalities it might be said that thore is a difference

in the degrcc of responsibility by the liaison conference
and the Cabinet because not all the Cabinet members
attended the liaison conference, but the sitvation was such

- that whatever was approved by *he liaison confercnce was

approved by the Cabinet. Althoveh there may be a difference
in degrec of resoonsibility, the Cabinet might have at
least a nominal resvonsibility. |
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