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Direct Examination o;\IAHAHOTO,Chikao
by Mr.Roberts [ ___—

The witness identified Exhibit 3052 as his affidavit and
verified it. The affidavit states that the witness * was Chief of
First Section, Administrative Division, Dept. of Naval Aeronautics
from September 1941 to December 1942; Chief of First Section, Naval
Dept. of Imperial Supreme Hqrs from Jan 1943 to Dec 19443 and Chief
of Staff, 10th Air Fleet and Commandant 72nd Air Squadron from Jan
1945 to the end of the war.

- A -

From Jan 1943 to Dec 1944 he was in charge of matters
concerning overall operations of the navy under the Chief of the
First Div., Naval Dept of Imperial Supreme Hgrs. He had to direct the
members of the section in drawing plans and drafting orders and
directions for overall operational conduct.

% He handled such matters both exclusively for submarine
operations and for overall operations including submarine warfare.
He participated in the overall operations since the latter part of
March, 1943, the third phase of the campaign, The submarine war-
fare could be broken down to three periods. The first was from
late March 1943 to October 1943, The operational policy for this
period was destruction of maritime traffic as in the prior period.
Cooperating with the German submarines in operation in the Indian
Ocean area and supply to outlying bases.

* The results of the operations led them to believe that
submarines could be used better against enemy sea traffic than against
naval forces. Increased enemy aircraft activities in the Solomon
Islands and Habaul areas made surface supply more and more difficult,
compelling the use of submarines to transport supplies. Such
supplying by submarine was later extended to New Guinea, the Mandated
Islands and the Aleutians, causing numerous submarines to be diverted
from traffic destruction, leaving only a scant force of submarines
for that purpose.

The plan for this minpr period was given to YAMAMOTO,
Isoroku, commander of the Combined Fleet, by Chief of Staff NAGANO

March 25, 1943, The witness himself participated in drafting the
directive,

The second period began in Uctober 1943 with an unaltered
principle in operation.,
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The coming of German submarines into the Indian Ocean
howsver, required demarcation of the German and Japanese submarine
field of cperation. This was indicated by an order of NAGANO to
Adm. KOGA; commander of the Combined Fleet, October Ly 1943. This
operational agreement set 70 degrees longitude as the line, Prior

to this date nothing was shown to the units concerning this matter.

It was probably not deemed necessary to issue the directive until
German submarine activity was actually in the Indian Ocean although
the agreement was already concluded.

¥

The witness drew up the directive.

- The third psriod stdrted August )944. * There was me
alteration in principle by directive, The navy had become tes
tightly eccupied with operations in the Philippines to divert
submarines for sea traffic destructisn and submarines engaged in

traffic destruction in the Indian Ocean and Facific Ocean were
withd Ir'awn .

On March 25 1954 Staff Directive 209 was absut te bs
delivered to YAMAMOTO from NAGANO., The item for coeperatior with
Germany was first inserted im this directive because it was ex-
pected that boeth would start sperations shortly in the Indian
Ocean in accerdance with the military agreement.

It was not until October 4 1943 that operational ﬁnlts
were first instructed in the matter because there had been ne
necessity.

#During his tenure as chief of the First Section ne
Japanese Navy officer in Germany or any German official had ever
notified Tekye of Germany's request for coeperation in submarine
warfare, He had never heard that Germany requested Japan in 1943
te adapt the policy of killing all persoms on beard allied vessels
except a few for information, The Japanese navy never adepted such
a principle, It is a matter of course that there was strict

observance of intermational law amnd high regard te human lives which
guided the navy.

In the staff directive of November 30, 1941 and directive
#60 of March 1, 1942 * warned that in carrying out submarine warfare
ample time for sufficient retirement should be given te crew members
and passengers unless circumstances stherwise dictated,
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The humanitarian spirit of the Navy remained unchanged.

Subwarines_in the Indian Ocean operated under the command
of the South-Western Area Fleet from July 1942 to October 1943.
At that time the 8th Submarine Squadron Joined full forces and both
were placed under the cemmand of the 8th Squadron which was under
the command of the South-iestern Area Fleet. Since August 1944

every submarine of this squadron was diverted ts other area frem the
Indian Ocean,

The submarines in the Facific Ocean from 1942 to 1944, were
* commanded by the Sixth Fleet. This included the First Submarine
Ferce as of March 20 1943. There was no direct connection between
the first Submarine Squadren and the Submarine Force in the Indian
Ocean. Although beth the Sixth Fleet and the SW Aresa Fleests were
under the combined Fleet, neither of the submarine forces had anything
in cemmon on matters pertaining to command. |

* The forces of the SW Area Fleet were based at Fenang and
operated in the Indian Ocean and from October, 1943, only east of 70
degrees Bast longitude. The forces of the Sixth Fleet were based at
Truk with the Pacific Ocean as the field of action.

MITO became cemmander of the First Submarine Squadren en
March 29 1943 but was succeeded by Adm. KOUDA and the squadron was

ordered te the Nprth Pacific and assigned to duty in the Kiska-Attsu
area in the middle of #April,

The witness had never seem top secret First Submarine
Squadren Urder #2 issued March 20, 1943,

CROSS~-EXAMINATION by CAPT. ROBINSON

¥ The witness stated he did not knew that submarines in the
Indian Ocean fellowed the Germanm pelicy im the destructien of ship-
wrecked survivers. He had mever heard that the Nicelett was sunk en
July 2 1944 in the Indian Oceam and that many other allied vessels
were sunk there and their crews machine-gunned and passengers destroy-
ed. He did once hear that the United States, Britain and Hellamd and
others protested against such tactics. He had heard nothing definite,
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27262 * He had never heard that the Germans supplemented their

written srders by eral instructisns te destrey shipwrecked sur-
vivers. In regard to the pretests that were made » he believed
they were takem up by the cempetent section of the navy and his
suberdinates would investigate reperts coming in from varisus
naval umits; repoerting time and place, -if the time and place
ceimcided with those set forth in the pretest, His suberdinmates
| had made such investigations, Hewever, he had never had any re-

pert made te him that as a resylt of these investigatiens there

Was am actual case in which time ang place did ceincide.

| 27263 * He again repeated that he had never heard of any
| incidents where ships were sunk ang crews destreyed by such tac-
tics. He stated that the 16th Squadren mever had any submarines
f 27264, ghoor it, He believed that Adm. * TAKASU was in command of th.
-

hen asked whether the SW Ares Fleet and the 16th Squad-
ren held a cenference at Penang February 23, 1944, at which they
] made plans for operations in the Indian Ocean, he stated that

, Imperial Gen, Hgrs had ne knowledge of such conferences held by
Commanders im these areas,

27265 When asked whether it was passible that erders ts sub-
marine cemmanders might be passed on orally as had been done by
the Germans, the witness stated since ne reperts were submitted as
te what erders or instructions the local Cemmanders gave their
subsrdinates, based on srders fram Imperial Headquarters, he did met
knew what erders they actually gave. Hewever, altheugh mest srders
givem by lecal cemmanders were in writtem form, seme were given
erally, Imn erder te explain the srders eof the lscal cCommanders

| the Chief of Staff weuld give eral explanatiems with them. But

these sral explamatisns weuld custemarily be distributed later in
: writtean form.

2
>
i

27266 * He repeated that he had me knewledge of the PENANG
meeting on ! ebruary 23, 1944.

27267 *The witness stated that he had net heard eof the sinking

of the British ship BEHAR and the executien of 65 of its survivers
and he had mever heard of Britain's pretest,
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* The attention of the Tribunal was called to Exhibits
2104, 2087 and 2088 and the testimony of McDougall at page 15109,

% Exhibit 3053-A -~ Directive of Imperial Headquarters
referred te in the affidavit stated bases situated at the very
head of the front lines should be supplied by submarines or like
combatant vessels if occasion demanded and every possible assistance
should be made in transferring supplies to any units disposed on
outflung pesitions, ’

# Exhibit 3054-A, Staff Directive #60 - Imperial General
Hors, dated March 1, 1942, stated that in the operations by surface
craft, it should be made a rule that such attacks should be preceded
if possible by due visit and search and every endeaver made to rescus
lives if circumstances warranted the sinking of the vessels.

As a rule hestile vessels should be captured and breught
te a port of Japan preper whenever possible. ‘hen this is not feasible
captured vessels should be made to sail to the nearest friendly peort
or be destroyed after proper measures are taken for persennel and
carge.

. 43 a rule persons of armed forces, including civilians,
armed men; mariners, technicians, impertant gevermment officials,
who beleng te enemy countries and the Chiang Kai-shek regime shall be
taken priseners ef war,

% Exhibit 3055 - Navy regulation for treatment of POWS
dated Feb.17,1904,-« as amended 1941, stated that * in case a POW
is guilty eof diseobedience, he may be confined and beund if necessary,
If he attempts to desert, arms may be used te prevent it if necessary.,
A POW whe attempts to desert or diseobeys shall be subject te disciplin-
ary punishment which shall be effected accerding te the regulatiens
* of the Naval Disciplinary Punishment Ordinance which shall be en-

forced by the chief of naval officials then in charge of the interm-
ment of said POW.

The naval cemmandant shall deliver POWS with their roster,
PO# journal and other articles kept under custedy;, and inventory of
such articles to a naval station or clesest naval authority. If a
POW dies during the delivery, roster, personal belongings and all
other documents shall be delivered,
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Naval stations eor other naval authorities on receiving
POWS shall detain them in any temporary camp available having
adequate facilities to prevent them from desertion until transpor-
tation or redelivery is possible,

*Commanders of stations or other autherities shall hand
over at designated places the POWS under their care together with

the other items to the army autherities who are te receive the
POWS .

Exhibit 3056~ Report en POW Administratien made te SCAP
by the Tokye Central Liaison Office, stated that in principle all
POWS captured by the navy were to be handed over to the army.

* But until such time there were cases of temperary naval super-
vision in improvised camps, where the POWS were placed under
regulations of war based on international agreements, to be treat-
ed the same as regular POWS,

The erganizatiem having the pelicy making or administrative
autherity over such POAS were the party designated by the commander
of a Major or Minor Naval Statien er eperational forces, who was
usually the cemmander of the defemse area in question. This comman-
der in turn designated anether party, usually a junier officer and
interpreters and eother civilian employees.

* The designated cemmander perfermed direct supervisien
ever the camp under orders from the commander of the statien er
eperational force, The junier officer carried sut actual manage-
mert under erders from his cemmander and the interpreters and sthers
worked under him. The designated cemmander issued instructions for
the direct supervision of the camp while the junier efficer establish-
ed necessary regulations fer supervising POWS in a temperary camp.
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Q.: State your post and rank at the time of demckill inaticie .
Rear--Admiral: coxmandant of the 1lth Air Equﬂ&:bu,
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Lie
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ince around the sutbreak of war i1l
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its tcrmination.
Les Chief of Fll‘S“' Saction, pdininistrative Division, Departuent of Naval

Leronautics from Septenber 1941 to December 1942;
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chief of First Section, Naval Depa.rtr.lent

of . aperial Suprers Headquarter.
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Defe Doce # 1397
WaTe
Qe: What sort of a job was assigned to you fron :{am—ary 1943 to Dacenber
-l-"""—-‘—-__
1942 | *
Le: I was in charge of the arffairs concerning overall operational conduct
- T e
of the Japancse Navy under the control of the Chief of vhe First
/— ’

Division, Naval Department of the Jmperial Suprene Jeedauarterss TO

— A

fullfil this d_uty T wae to direct the members of the First Sie;t'ian in

drawing up plans as well as)i#lraftigg ordeors and directives ror j:he

-~ —

overall operational conduct of the Nuvye

-__._——-"""—-——_
Qe: Have you ever taken part in drawing up the plan for subaarine warfare

—

or in drafting ordors or directives for the sarme?

Aes I took part in those affairs, both exclusively for submarine operations

e

and for the problem of overall oparfztions inclusive of submerine war-
/"—“—\ - =

fare, .

Qe vhat sort of plans and orders of submarine operzailon were they that you
t ook mrt in?

Le: What I participated in was the overall na;al opera-tim;s of the period

singe the latter pari of Mereh, 1943, that ia, the poricd foy tae ac-

called '];gg_d_m of the Campaighe. A4S regards submarine warfare, this

ﬁ

perimli could in turn be brcken down into th:cée minor pericdse The
: v |
First minor period covered from the latier part of March, 1943 +to

. — IRy
october of the same year. The highlights of the operational policy for
this nminor period were:

ST
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(1) Destruction of maritine traffic constituted the key point of the

——

operation. In this respect this ninor period made no difference
froa the preceding stage of campaign which extended fraa June 1942
to March 1943.

(2)..To cooperate with the Germn suboarines in operations in the
boarines in operation ko

Tod ian Ocean arca,

(3) Supply to outlying bases shall be carried out by eans of a portionu

of the subparines.
msulta of operatio up to MM

— e S —

M&rmaa mlihe more effective]y enployed against enmeiy sea

traffic than against enemy naval forces. Increasing activities of
enenly aircraft in the Solomon Islands and Rabaul arcas, however,

ade the 'supply by ordinary'surface transports to these outlying
bases more and mare difficult, a situati.on. vhich compelled us to
employ supmarines far the transportation of ?uppuos'

The mth;d of forwarding supplie® by reans of submarines
was stb.;iequently extended to New Guinea, the Magdated Islands and
the Aloutian Archipelego arc¢as, This necessitated nursorous sub-
marines to be diverted fram the field of maritime traffic dest-
ruction, leaving in the lat;:er field only a scantly farce of sub~
marines, a situation which made the prodpect of achieving the
results at first visualized very re:uote'.

The operational plan for this ninor period is what was indi-

cated to the Commander~in-Chief of the Caonbined Fleect Y.iM/MOTO

—3—
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.Q,

ol MY

':mg of which T myself took part as the Chief of the Section in

Isorcku by the Chief of Naval General Staff NLCLNO Osani on 25
~ —

Narch 19/)3 as Naval c-:ar:er&l Ssoff Dirsciive NQe 209, in the draft-
‘__—____-—-——-'

L

—

—

—'-'—'ﬁ‘-r'-'—'-ﬂ —__

charge of the planning,

‘*—I'—-Hl" | o ——

" The sec @ minor perind began in October, 1943 with the pr:.n- '

'u,‘& th c:Lp]e in on raticn unalterecd. But the acdvent of GCerman submarines

.’f ‘ - . -
in the Indian (cecn nacessitated the drawing of the denarcavion
between the fielda of operations of Jamrece and (siman SULTIATINGS.
This line of demarcaiion was indicated by the Chief of aval

certeral Staff NIGANO Osami to Commander-in<Chief of tho C::.:nﬂlnad

| . |
/\ Fleet fdmirel KOIA with Naval Gemeral Stalf Directive Ng. 282 Gated

’-—’-’-"‘)
L, october 1943,

___—-——-..___’

The operational agreement cgp,gludeé»with-(}emxmwgarding

to the field of operations 1in tho Indian QOcean sevting ;00' longi~-

o ——

PP AT ——— ~ :
tude as the line of demarcation was indicated to the units con-

cerned by Noval General Svaif Directive No. 282 of L October 1943

_——

for the first time. Prior to that date adthing Was BHOWN TO0 therr—

concerning this matter,

This was becaust, I suppose, it had not beecn deemed neccessary
to issue such directive until the activities of the Gernan sube
mari_nes becane actually seen in the Indian Qcean, though the agree-

ment with Germany on the matte .. concluded,

This Naval General Headquarters Directive was drawn up by ny-

= s
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> S




Q.

 Def. Doc. # 189"

l- m h ? -
salf ..n the capacity of the Chief of the '_c'opetent Sectione

| ' rhe third minor pern.od started in Augu.st "9LLL. Tor this
% pes oG no alteration was made in the princn.ple of operft ions in

—

-
+.0 far ae a directive of the Neval General Staﬁ‘ was concerned.

In real"ty. however, our navy beeam too tightly occupied with the

——

_——— ———— -

——

operatiins in the Philippine area to divert submarines to continue

e —— —

——————————
o —

e — R— - - e —

P
— -
e —————
———
— i —
———— = i
— si—
—
i

in th*‘} traffic cestruction in the Todian (Qcean as well as in the

Tacific (cean had been withdrawn.

Qe: When was it that ths cooperaticn of the submerines among Jjanan, Gornamy
p - esag ¥
and Ttaly was conte 1 lsted in the Japanese Juper jal Supreme Headquarters?

g3 (>
A«: Whben on 25 mMarch 19 ¢ mevel Gencral Staff Dirgetive Nos 209 was about to

be delivered for th3i Third Phase of the Wer to the Gaunender-in-c.hief
ef-.'the Canbined Tl2e, YASAMOTO from the Chiel of 'the Neval General
Stefi‘, an itew det l.ng with the cooperation first found its insertion
into this directive because it was expected thai scme of the German

and Ttalian submarines would start operations shartly in the Indian

—

Oceans in accorda.r ce with the military agreement among the three powers.

It vas not until 4 October 191;3. haw ever. that the operational units

’—‘_____—"R.,__ --——r-"""":"_-—_ e
ccncerned were Jirst instructed qeneretely about the mtter, because

iy . <
iy P e | ]
I -

— #'_’

the necessity to do S0 had not been felt before. -

Qe: During your ‘»enure of office as the Chief of the Fn.rst Section, Naval

Departmnnt of the Imperial Supreme Headquarters, had ay of Jamnese

-5 -

--'1-1 -_T_- =




pef. Doce # 1897

J
|2

Eig

Qe

Ae

Ao

v

Naval officers residing in Germany oI any German official ever
[ #—} -
notified to Tckyc the German request or samething like that about
e —-._.—---"'-_—"—-—_ e ‘_" -y —

————

the cooperations of the Jam nese and Germen submarines?

=

No, Nothinz of the sort.

German U-bcats sr.;ccessfull;y pursued the policy of killing all of
the persons on board the Allied vessesls except cnly few of them
ucetul for getting information when they sank those veasels. Do

N

you know the fact that the Germans requasted to Javan for tte a@/—

e ‘\/ —
tion of such policy arcund 19432

No, I have never heard of any such thinge

P

Has.r'l‘.he rrinciple of the annihilation of the crew members of a

sunken vessel ever been adopted in the plan of operat.icns drawn up
#n the Tmperial Supieme Headquarters?

The Tapanese Navy have never edopted such a principle; ahsolutely rr«
nhchzv?éi-;" on the contrary, though it is a matter of courso, *'the strict
observance of interuat‘ional laws and the bhigh rcgard %o hwran lives
have been hel@ among the traditional spirits which have guided the
Central Authorities of’ the Jaranesc Navye. Fur instance, in Naval
Generel Staff Directive NO.‘\I_S of 30 November 1941 and in Naval

\-—\

General Staff Directive NO. 60 of 1 March 1942 it is. enunciated as
P p— :

a matter of warning that in carrying out submarine warfare ample time
for safe retirement should be given to the crew members and passen-

gers of Allied vessels, unless circumstances might otherwise dictate.

-0 Ve ~




This humanitarian spirit of the Navy hed been maintained .nchanged i .

throughout the war,

———

Qe: What fleet was in sotmand of the submarines whish eperated in the I;diﬁn
ocean from around October 1942 to around October 19447

Ae: A diviéion of submarines was placedkunder the command of the Southe
Western Area Fleet since 10 July 1942, and operated in the IJ Ocean
till Qotober 1943, In dotober. 1943 the Eighth Submaripe Squadron joinec
forces with the aforesaid division. Both of these submarine forges wem.

placed under the direct control of the Camandant of -ths Eighth sub-

.

marine Squadron,wha in turn was under the sommand of the South-Wesigrn

Area Fleet.

S Since August, 1944, every submarine of the above Squadron diverted
to other a.i‘eﬁ from the Indian Ocean.

Qe : What fleet was in command”™ of the submarines that operated in the

Pacific QOcean =~ in Samoa-~Fiji area in particular -- freog 1942 to around

19447
As: They were commanded by the Camander-in-Chief of thj sixth Fleat.

Qe: By whom was the First Submarine Force commanded as of 20 March 19437

A.: Belonging to the Sixth Fleet, it was commanded by the Coammander-ine
Chief of the Fleet,

Qez In the relation between the lst Submarine Squadron and the submarine
forces operating in the Indian Ocean, was the one in command of the
other regarding the operational matters?

B
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Ae: NoO, they had no direct connection at all between them. Although both

—smge-S1iXth TFleet and the South~Wes*era Acea Flset were under the command

—— ; \ ¥ =

of the Cambined FPleet, the Sutmerine forces operating in ike Indian .

L e i e

Oocean, vhich balonged-to the South-Wostern Area Fieel, and the First Sub-

‘_______,.-—'-"———"‘——'—--—..________

marine Force belonging to the Sixib Fleet had ‘nothing in comnon between

2,
N —
them regarding th: matters perffining to 20T3aNGe
/

Q.: Whers were tha bases end how extensive wers the theaters operations?

“fell me the bases and the theacers of operations of the submarins
forces belonging to the Scuth-Western Arca Flect and of the submarine
forces attached to the Sixth Flees.

Ae: The submarine forces of the gouth-??e‘st’ern Area Fleet had their base at
Fenang ;gnd the thrater of their o.perations W45 the- Indian Ocean (since
octobar 1943, the theater was limitted to the Indian Cceen only east of
70°E longitude); vh ile the submarine forces of the Sixth Fleet haa i

their basc &t Truk with the :.cific Ocean as tie field of a~tion.

Qe: When was MITO Hisashi transferred to the Navya_},ﬁngt:r'y 4__21*_@_.-:3 t‘t}_g off;.ce
of the Commandant of the First Submarine Squadron?

Ae: It was on 29 March 1943.

Qe: Do you know who succeeded him and what sort of orders were given to the

————

successor?

A.: He was succeeded by Rear-Admiral KOUDA Takeo. The First Submarine
v'”""" —
~=8quadron was ordered to turn to the Northern racific and was assigned

another duty in Kiska-Attsu area in the middle of April.

- .-
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Qs: To what extent and scope did the directive prescribe which was issued
by the Chief of the Naval General Staff to the Commander-in-Chief of
the Combined Fleet?

Ae: The directive specified in minute detail such matters as were deemed

necessary for the fleet to corduct operations in accordance with the
Tmperial Supreme Headquarters Naval Order, wh ich was in fact an order

issuad by the "Chief of Naval (oneral Staff as ordsred by the Throne.,

The directive covered in tle main:
. le Master Principle to be observed inhic-direction of- operations.

For instance: | ing subuarine warfars, the uimost importance should

be attached to the destruction of maritime traffic, and the key area f'

f

should be ‘the Indian Ocean; and the likes, | f
2, The Strength of the forces to be used might be indicated in case |

| |
where circumstances might so dictate. " But such matters were pre-

ferably left to the discretion of the. Comender-in-Chief of the /
Combined Fleet.

3« Natters agreed upon over ‘the conference table between the Army

and Navy Supreme Commands of the Imperial Headquarters concerning a

cooperation uof the fleet with aumy field forces (These were usually

called as "Central Agreement.") \

In other worflS the directive . overed; (1) basic principle deemed nece-

——

ssary for the Chief of Naval General Staff to instruct the Commander= ’

—

in-Chief regarding the latter's execution of the duty given by the

- Qe _ N
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& -
1

aporial _ﬁ_;preme Heacquarters Naval Order; and (2) what® the Cammander-

--H-u._

. ingChic® of “he Combined Jleet had not been empowered Yo do by himself g
Wt 2o fCortral agreomentis for ths main), # i
Je £ 3
i Pwther, in draféing these diceciives care was exercised 4o mention A\
| - 'J
| ' " - . - . 4 = - 4 ,
J “ 0111.‘:’ tl}‘ﬁ! iLasa princip.es tc be followed. or sare such thiogs and to
. apstaint ds.far ¢35 possibla from going into detail. This was to allow
> 3 e ——— -
~-Chie ia wide letitude of discretion in his plapring
e peei——— = S — ——— ~ Ve o, — - -
| a//p’-,ﬁr—me. Gl couvraging hinm to stage cperations in close conloraiiy
k> B T e = o o
with actval sitwition of the theator.
- —— _ - _
Q.: Hfve yon over w.tnessed Wingt I8 called 7Top~3cerct Firsh Sutiasrine
- Sguadron Order No. 2 issued hy the Conmandant of the first Sulrarine
E | Fgme on 20 el AGh2p Lt o \W\w
| T —— - -
, : : M WA
. Ae: NO. I hoeve nevir. § :
T | - . ¢ .ﬁ-—m-;-.n "
on thi (%;?j o' pay, 1947 :
At To} L
| ; L
PONENT /S/ Yemamoto Tatsuo (seal)
Iy Inagawa Tatcuo hereby certify that -the ahove statemceul was sworn
by theé Deoponent, who af®ixed his sipgature and seal thereto in the presence
of this Witness.,
. On the same date At Tokyo
- i - -
Witness: (Signed) Inagawa Tatsuo (seal) L
: ‘i g \
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OATH

In accordance with my conscience 1 swear to 'tell the whole tiuth

withholding nothinz and edding nothing,

/S/ Yamamoto g—étsuo (seal)
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INTERNATIONAL PROSECUTION SECTION

BEEORANDUR ‘ 26 August 1947
T0 * Hr, Frank 8, Tavenner, Jr,

FROM : D, H. Sutton |

SUBJECT: YAMAMOTO, Chikao, Def., Doc. No. 2016

(1)

(2)

Tml’ Kun.ilo, Def, Doc, No, 2080

As to YAMAMCTO, his affidavit merely confirms the une
lawful bombing of a trein on & rallway in French
indo=China on 2 Februery 1940, Ve put in evidence
(Ex, 61G=Ay R, 6855) the French protest with regard
to the bonging of this train, The explanation

that the crew of the bomber cculd see the railway
track but couldn't see the trein is so weak that

1t does not deserve any cross-axamination,

As to TERAI ,obécotion might be mede to this affidavit

on the ground that it presents primarily the cone

clusions of the witness and whet he "presumesg"

‘happened in this case, He does not ort to

have any first hand hovloggt cf the bombing,

This objection applies par cularly to all of

section 5 of the affidavit, especiaslly that portion

of it beginning in the fourth ine withy "I presumed"
121 to the end of section 5, While crosse

examination might further discredit the witness

especlally in view of his s tatement in arsgraph 4

that the crew were careful tc avoid bom ing the

city since they desired to respect foreigr rights

but bombed the suburbs of the city, it seems that

ve could get the idea over toc the court in the ob-

Jection to the admission of the affidavit, espece

ially those parts in which the witness gives his

presumptions and guesses, and then decline to

cross-examine, -

De Tie Sutton
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25 August 1947

MEMORANDUM TO:t Mr. David N. Sutton

FROM t Mp, Smith N. Crowe
| SUBJECT t Affidavits of YAMAMOTO, Chikio, Defanse Document No.
3 2016 and TERAI, Kunizo, Defense Document No, 2080

Pursuant to your memorandum of August 25th, regarding the above
affidavits, I herewlth subinit the followings

1. There is nothing of importance in our files regarding the
personal careers or activities of either of these two witnegses.
YAMAMOTO was a former rear admirel and at the time of Pearl Harbor,
was in charge of an air bureau. In his interrogation, he states that
he was not informed of the attack to be mande on Pearl Harbor.

2 The Prosecution evidence on thess two witnesses 1s as followss

a, On p. 6814 of the Record, Exhibit 814-A, which ig a busi-
ness report for the year 1939 published in December 1941, by the South
Seas Bureau of the Japanese Goverament, includes the statement that the
f French administrator at Hanel protested the bombing by Japanese sea-
| planes of Tha Khe, netr the border of Frenoch Indo-China and China, on
August 26, 1959. A protest was made stating that 80 casualties were
caused.

b. On pp. 6866 to 6867, Exhibit 618-A, which is eanother
excerpt from the business report of the South Seas seoction, made in
1940, showing that the French authorities protested on February 5,
1940, the bombing of a railrcad train on the Yumnnan Railway. The

Japanese stated thet the bombing occurred for the same reason stated
in the affidavit of YAMAMOTO,.

S. In my opinion, Defense Document 2016 should be rejected by the
Court on the ground that it contains no additional information not al-
ready in the Presecution's evidence. If this is not done, then it
might be well to ask the questions bearing on how the bombing was ac-
complished, i.e., how could the bombing have been so accurate if it was
impossible to distinguish as large an object as a train on the track.
His affidavit does not show that he was in & position to conduct a close
and accurate examination of the bombing crews or of the mission. This
might be cleared up by cross-examination, He says that he "later
examined aerial photographs of the bombing and discovered a train on
the bridge."” There is no statement as to whether this exeamination was
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Memo to: Mr. D.N. Sutton

From t Mr. S5.N., Crowe

Subject: Affidavits of YAMAMOTO, Chikio, Def. Doc. No. 2018 and
TERAI, Kunilo, Def. Doe,. No. 2080

conducted a considerable time after the bombing took place. If the
letter is true, the examination of the crews would be inscourate due
to a natural vagueness of memory after the passage of time.

4. It is called to your attention that the affidavit of TERAI
admits (at the end of par. 4) that the Japanese seaplanes dropped bombs
in the "suburbe" of a town which they took to be Fungchow., In the first
place it would appear that this town was their legitimate target and so
there would be no need to drop bombs there and any other place than on
the target. If they were not sure it was the target, they certainly
should not have dropped bombs in the suburbs. Again in thie affidavit,
there is no indication of when the investigation of the situation took
place. Questions directed to & determination of this might be helpful
in establishing their inaccuracy. Another inconsistency ocours in the
affidavit in par. 4. This is that the planes had instructions to attack
targets defecting and disrupting supply communicetion lines, and in case
such targets were not observed to bomb air fields projects or military
installations in the Tungchow vicinity (this town is spelled with a "T"
and with an "F" in the affidavit). The affidavit then goes on to say
that "after returning from the mission" a plan got astray and the incident
in question ocourred. If the mission had been accomplished, which these
words implied, there would be no need to jettison bombs because they
would already have been dropped, The witness might be asked gquestions
to clear up these inconsistencies. This witness might also be gquestioned
regarding his knowledge of the mission. He states that each plane carried
only two bombs, yet the reports were that there were high casualties.
Questions might be directed toward attempting to find out how close +to
the actual situation he really was,

SMITH N. CROAE




Def. Doc. # 2016 Translated by -
Defense Language Branch

INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL FOR THE FAR BAST

THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, et al

-vs—
ARAKI, Sadao, et al 15{
PR
ot
W"M 30h ,qqoSWORN DEPOSITION
} ,
s Deponent C 0, Yamanm
-j “KOg N 1vﬁmac 1, Niiyamura,

A
Kitagun, EhLme-kP
Born: Oct. 13, 18¢ %

Having first duly sworn an ‘'oath as on attached sheetl

rdance with the procedure followed in my éountry

and in acco

I hereby depose as follows.

on Nov. 15, 1939 1
gned toO the

15, 1940.

- This 15th Air Unit was organized at HATNAN in Noveiber,

1939, The Air Unit participated primarily in the operations

r and it engaged in the bombing of

in the South-China secto

the TIEN-YUEH Railway which was at 't thet time an important
s ﬂ -

supply route of war- needs for the enemy.

en bombing of train on the TIEN-YUEH railway

3. The mistake:

N =
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vj)}ﬁ}J what seemed like a train on the bridge, el
p into the tunnel just north of the hridgs.

Def. Doc. # 2016

2 lSth pAir Unit, the

‘“——/"
(Incidentally, the

anes of th

__#-_

on Feb. 2, 1940 was done by pl

f which are as follows:

circumstances O
e unit that had participated

tnuthe

15th Air Unit was the sol
.

raid and no other unit was involved.)

a) The bombing target had been confined to railway

ways, and the bompigg_gg*trains had strictly

e bombing Wwas carried out

bridges and rail

been prohibited. On that day th

~itnh the 7th bridge as main target.
g to the report of the crews on

t the time of bombing the enemy

b) Accordin

the air currents rvwere bad a

fighters, vere intercepting, anrd the fire from the enemy anti-

The bombing Was carried out under

aircraft guns was heavy.

these adverse circumstances and the bombing s1titude was

1é§§po meters. Consequently, no one had realized the fact
e = e

the 7th bridge at the time of bombinge.

that there was a train on

¢c) 1Later, a

“4erial photographs taken a
+tering half-way

Therefore, I asked

the bombing crews whether or not thevy had seen a traln there

at that time, OT whether or not they had noticed any damage
++~nad the exicstence of

done to the tvoin. bBul N0 ONC had rcuice
.__________.--—-"‘""_-__

the train.
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Def. Doc. # 2016

| - |
4, Such being the case, the mistake bombing of the train

e the bridge was being

was an accidental incident occurred whil
/

némbed to cut off the enemy supply route.
On this 21 day of May, 1947

at Tokyo

Deponent: /S/ Chikao, Yamamoto (seal)

T, Shigeo, Yasuda, hereby certify that the above
affixed his signature

-

statement was sworn by the Deponent, who

and seal thereto in the presence of this "Titness.

Witness: /S/ Shigeo, Yasuda (seal)

OATH
In sccordance with my conscience I swear to- tell ‘the

whole truth withholding nothing and adding nothing.

/= / (Chikac, Yamanoto (seal)
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IRTERNATIONAL PROSECUTION SRECTION

25 August 1947
BENORAHDUN .

T0 t Hr, Smith K, Crowe
FROM t Do N, Sutton

SUBJECT: Defense Witnesses - Facific PFhase =«
Military Subdivision

%111 you please go over the two follovi:ig affidavits -

\gERAI Kunizo Def, Doc. No, 2080
AMAMOTO, Chikme " ™  No, 2016

and prepare a brief statement of any facts which we have

relative to the witnesses, suggested cross-examination, if
am and a statement as to the nature of the Prosecution's
evide

nce and where it appears in the record,

I will appreciate it if you will let me have your report

in triplicate as soon as you may reascnably be able tc complete
it as ghoso vitnesses wi probebly be reached late this aftere

noon or tomorrow morning.

- A T Sy e T w-wt, "“-",mm o
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D N, Sutton

ce: My, Tavenner




