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S3AJS0SI Openly St&teamt 

• 0 a whole| the opening statement auteltted. tjr thB oomittee for 

^ ； ジ 

each defens® attorney1 s cossadnt primarily <1春f⑩ii藝e or justification of 

Japan'• aotions In the past fifty ya&rs* It can l>e widt at the out set t 

that Japan i藝 not on trial; and if she were, th⑩ policies 籌虹⑩ pursued 

prior to the war are already condmned by the vorld and cannot、e defended* 

fher©foret at the out垂et ire must accept an absolute factt that thore is 

no defense for • philosophy that has already ^een absolutely condesm命<!• 

3*ro 霣 thi^ prmiBe 1 am go lag to oommant ozi thi 藝 opening 霧 iata* 

meat rety brutally and frankly • 

Ihe first •laren pages augr or nay not all right »lmply because 

X mm unfamiliar with the JmpauMe words that the attempts to 

explMn^ But the idea of Japan \>eing a peaceful xtatlon in ju®t not true. 

An Illustration is beginning of the second paragraph on page 12« She 

whole gi垂fe of this, pftr8«raph9 i^iloh i糖 taken tram Prince KOTCTX1 龜 

deolaration of MorMbw 3 and D e c k e r 221 1936 9 vlmttre to nw order 

in Bast Asia, 9 It that Japan lmd no intention of monopolising Ghim 

eoono»lcally9 but imntad Ohlxia and Nanchukuo to do •塵 Jmpmi mnted thtm 

to do and theral^y aak« ihe 3ino«Japa2ieM cooperation and oo^working 

•ffeotlre. fhi» singly meaiui to ths Western mind that •霧 l o n g 篡》Japan 

bad Its wâ r in last Asiaf and more particularly la China and Xanohakao9 



would not start trou^Xe# which ia au untenable position and cannot 

deftindad. 

Again* on page 13 • t h 春 垂 魯 s p e a k 藝 of the Xsp«rlal Vay & 费 

^beneroXeucet ri^hteouaness and coura««t
 11 and attwpts to show that the 

Imperial Way la more oo mparabls to democracy that of the tot< 

of Germaoy and Italy* fhlt a«aln i« a position to mci that cannot K 

sustained. 
\ 

V4 

- \ 
Oa page 149 th« first paragraph, the statement attmpt* to 

> 、 

•X-

vhat the people of Japan felt relatiTe to racial super lor itjr« 

objectionable line in thin paragraph Is the last sentence業•She game rl«w 

i» a l M thared V the accuetd. * X think this se&tenoe should be 

In the 00ooikd pftragraph on page l4t line ll $ t^gixming with the 

idntenee9 Indead.. •»* thl» is slsqply an asinine strntemdnt untrue 

It it an Insult to the Court to Bay *fhe terminology of 1 leader«hlp9 i_; 

understood us not to saean domination or c o n t r o l o n l y to take ixd. 

tlatiTe &s adtraaced Amoxig ourftttlTe••面 vhioh 霧 iiqily m#an« to the Vest em 

fflind that Japan sored they desired to more* 

3t *fh« joint declaration <amslsting of fiT© 

Articles adopted at the Or eater Sast Asia Conference at Tokyo in 霣 OT^s^er 

1943 teiefly exprentas the of the nw order in draat^r A«la« 

It prcrrid•••碧 and 塵o Thin entire page »hould 1>e deleted %#cause th< 

p#opl« attandlng that inference were forced to attend. \sf tha Japanese 

Oorerxneut and could Imtii nothing Imt m lla^ora售or垂t regordle鶴霧 of 

^ v 

whtre they case fromf and the Court would ao construe 

the last two Hn嚇雄 of pag# 31 beginning with the words *Ia 1878 



and first four 1 1 M . on page 32f mnAtng with "IOT© and 1»6aeYoleneet
 9 

i藝 plAiA liosh* 1% i霧 ridloal<m_ to My that Japanese people v#re not 

龜 iiarllk^ people and %hm% the Zmparlal Household hmB 瓤lway霧"been for pe&oe» 

IOTO and ^eoeTolsnce. It one compl•隹•霧 th春 entire paragraph^ It o&n be 

r#adlly 藝o⑩a ぬonad垂tent such a 禱魯氟t#iiH»2i售1藝書 one 'breath th_ 

Btmtm^nt 爆peaka of lore and benmrolenoe and peac«9 and in the next teeath 

admits that In 1929 Japan adopted a allitary 霧卷ea for all 鑤chool_» 

In thm second pariigraph on pa^e 22» it is pro惑、ly unviae to refer 
V ' ' ' ; 

to %hm Ottaw Agreonent 請ziotorio^ui*11 

the seooad paragraph on page 332 ^Before m r freedo& of speech 

was llk« oth«r ootmtrt0«»<> Vhla st&twaat la «o at •aurieiiLca 

with tha facts that no one could contend it. She resainder of the 

graph admits that fre .4m of speaoh V M abridged. 

She Mcond paragraph on pkgm 24 勝 that ths so^callad refoxmatioxi 

moremeatt Kakuthin Uhdot in 1930-31 not aimed at expanalon« She 
翁 

first question 1藝《 i^p^erjUUmee hare，• to show thi藝Y fhe BeoonA isf do•爆 

not remainder of the paragraph go ah#ad and justify «xpan»lo2if 

In the first paragraph an 259 line 5» ^Xxceptixig Chinaf 

against which Japan nerer proposed to com to aa over-all conflict 

a Imply means they imnted %o piecemeal destroy ChiaA» acd th« Oourt 

coalA interprefc it in no olher vay. Eeref againt the ttatemeat lu begging 

the queition &ad atteoptl&s to justify or defend armed conflict against 

Ohlna ajad «ay that it was not vhich 1» ridiculous. 

Paragraph 16 on pftg春 26 i藝翁gain iMsgglug ih« qu翁stioiu fh© fact 

tbut th# respoaftlMlitlea of different gornriment funotlont were different 

from othir oooxitriod i藝 not a d#f#nse« 



Paragraph B on page 27 attwpts to gire interpretation 
.ハ..ノ . ' へ バ へ.. ‘• • • 

of %h» ^xprBBMlm *imr crjL取纛藝first f what eTide&oe do we imre to 麵how 

what the interpretation va霧t ieco3a&Xy9 is It wise to shov it If ve oaa| 

because It i寒 axloaatio IhmX the rest of 鴦h書 world will not tak« Japan's 

definition* 

On page 30» paragraph 19t line 6t
 11 legal war or oth^rvlM^ shouM 

為e doltted* 

Paragraph 31 an 31 d i a o u 録 t h o instruction glrm field 

commaiiders through the Bsittlefldld M. jmal relatlTe to th# treatment of 

prinomrn of war. *he 9tatm6nt sagra th&t wherer^r rio}mtoTB were found 

thoy were tried by court^xaartial* Are ve prepared to »hov ^ eviddnc^t 
“ • - •. - ' • ’ . . . . マ . . レ • . •；； ‘V-.'' .‘ 

] : . , . . .-. ‘ ' • . .• < . . . . . . ‘ . へ ぃ •‘ ノ’ ' j . ベ .
,

， - ' " - V ‘ • .V；,.,ン'...•+::-."、,• 

_u、«tantial evidencet that JapeAese officers and soldiers coiBmittl»g 

atrocities were tried "by court^is&rtlal and panithedf If not9 we aare 

ざ 7 .. 7 :、.'-_.-. . ‘ ベ . . . ハ U . . . ‘ . 、 パ ブ 广 べ . ； • ： ' 

l&ldorln^ th龜 question* 

B6ginn,iD£ with the last sentence on pa^e 3 1 through to %hm thir-

teenth sentence ending in the words *DiTi8ioa I , " this ift an open &dmlisioxi 

of guilt in atrocitlas and should be deleted In Its mntirmty by all means* 

On j^ge 371 paragraph in the. middle of the paragraph ^egionlDg 

with the words H n S$pt mber 1931 «tc«» can 鬌籌 produce po »ltire sridence 

of the fact that the Minister of War lattnicted the Japanese officials In 
'.V ....... . . . . . . ' v ... ；'• ；： • 

' ； . < . . • 、 • •_.:‘.：：. • . . . . . . . . . 

Nanchtirla not to participate in the est&'bllahmMt of & new statet 

On page 38, "begizmlng with thm first line of second paragr敬 

•The reaponslMllty for the Marco Folo Incident ilss on Qblm» MoreoT«rt 

. . . . . . . . . . . ... . . . へ • . ： : ' 

if th« incident bad beexi s«ttl#d locally* &籙 vaa desired ly Japanf it 

would not ImrB l>aen so aggravated 羲藝 to be called m ln»r/* Ae I understand lt» this is a plain of the facts and we are art:lag for th« 



worst Ijy making iuch "broad nt^teuBnta. Hero, we are Pegging the 

question when ve Mjr that Japan desired the incident to セe localised^ 

adgalttlng participation In one breath and In the next breath tajring Oblxrn. 

WAS RESPONSIBLE for IT« FO me thim 1B an ABSURDITY* 

On page 39* line 5. and I ^uotel 11 Japan still etuck to the policy 

of aoxi-aggrav^tion.w Such statameata will hare an ill eff«dt upon our 

case because the position is untexut'blo* 

Paragraph 31 on page 40 io subject to qu6stlonf and xmlmmn w© can 

produoa positive evidence of these statemente it It certain to backfire, 

fhe last eenteuce of that por^^raph, and I quotes ^In oth«r wordaf it was 

China that aggravated the incident to cmch mn extent 龜教 to "be ternel 'war^ 

Shi* statementt if not »ubatHntlat6d "by evidence, can do nothing but 

i&jure our cause# 

Paragraph 33 refers to the rt0hixia Incident and not aa the China 

War.11 Vhat difference doe^ it mmke what titln Japan gave the wart It was 

Fa^e 41 In Its entirety attempts to justify J孤paa* 藥 action 

tmying thi籌 v私s an ondaclared fhln is no dAfenoe, we can 

produce eridenoe that it was not of Japan1 • makingt we had remain 

fhe last 8«at«nca of thm first paragraph ozi page 421 "We milamlt 

w# hope to introduce flT© Items in support of this contention,* this 

sentence meaaa nothing to me. 

In the second p&ra^r&ph of page 42 reference i» aade to the fact 

that China was compiling textbooks for her paWic sohoole that exprtst^d 

antWapaaest uentimBntB^ fhi« oan、• no oaus# for naking mr on Ohlna. 



China supposed to be a sovereign state and can do as she pleaeee in 

re^urd to teaching in her ttchooXs* Gountrie霞 toda^ are doing the miu籲 

thing and no one is making wa attack upon their system of goT«i ikai#jat # 

On pa^e 43• ^ginning with line 4» nB4ittldeaf
 n eto« # thl» tttalemant 

ie iMiIa^oring Ckina. for preparisj； to rs&lst Japan \>j Acquiring arm» and 

iaplements of wax iu large quantities. WhV shouldnH thoy reslat Japan? 

Shit is pure tOBsmy-rot, a M not a defease/ 

fa^s 44, paragrapn 34. a^ain ref«r to the Karco Polo 

Bridge affair axxd 轉 that Oialx^ Incident was traceable to that* fhe 

qtuistlon arises agaiuf ŵ io startea 卷h蠢 Marco folo Bridge ftffairt Who 

•truck firat in Ohlnal Oan we prove that Chijoa started it I 

Pa^e 45* we beg this queatiozi relatlTe to Japan1 o conduct In Qhina 

r«latl&g to imrcoticft and opium \xy aaylug that J&pan reduced oplm con-

eiisptlon In Xormoea. fhis i雄 no eTidi^ace* Vhat wid«oyc# haTe we %o 

refute the allegation of the proaeoution that Japan encouraged 电h翁 uee of 

oplun In Ohin&l 、 

. . U . . ‘ - � 4 . くへぐ.， 

On page 46• lines 3 and 4 of the first paragraph referring to 

atrocities sa^ref and 2 quotoi Haxui if »uch d^plora^le facts come to 
\ 

th^ir knowledge, due punldhmeats would l̂ e suited out to the perpet̂ ratiorsi 

of the crimes. ̂  Oan we offer axiy evidenoe to sutotantiate this •tatemantl 

On page 49, Midale of the 'bcgizuxlag with line 17 with the 

vord爆  nln aefeadixi^ the menaoa of oommilwsu I1 etc«9 the 

tb&t Japan1 e interest was Identjk^cal vlth Germany1 s. this an 

untenable position and will in no wiac accepted V the Court ae a ( 

• � T 辑 
defeziM for eiguiog ths Sri^Fartite Pact* 

Page 50> paragraj^i 43v I <|aot«s ^Atrocities a M craeltlea allegedly 



Feb . 2' 1 9 4 7 

To a l l A m e r i c a n C o u n s e l : 

J a p a n e s e d e f e n s e c o u n s e l he Id a g e n e r a l mse t i n g 

at noon to-day and d i s c u s s e d on the d r a f t of the oper.ing 

s poa ch and reached a t the f o i l owing d e c i s i o n s : 

( 1 ) t o add p r e l i m i n a r y r e m a r k s ; 

(2 ) to w i t h d r a w the e x p r e s s i o n tha t some a coused 

f e o 1 D o l i t i c a 1 r e s p o n s i b i l i t y towa rd the 

Emper or and J a p a n e s e n a t i o n； 

( 3 ) to e l i m i n a t e the p a r t i c u l a r word " C l i q u e " ; 

( 4 ) to p r e s e r v e the p a r a g r a p h c o n c e r n i n g 

" H a k o - i c h i u " , " New order i n Ulas 七 A s i a " , and 

a l s o to p r e s e r v e and to i n s e r t the d e c i s i o n 

of E a s t A s i a Confe rs nee of N o v • 5 , 1 9 4 3 • 

The m e e t i n g has a l s o f i n a l l y d e c i d e d t h a t the 

c o u n s e l to d e l i v e r above s t a t e m e n t should be D r • I ch 5 ro K i y o e s • 

D r . S , Uzawa ( S i ^ n o d ) 
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C h i e f of Jarjanoso C o u n s e l 



21 February 1947 

OPfHlHO 9TATan®f OF BIVISIOR 

I bav會 the follo«rlnir objeetl^n^ to 鸞冉V希 tf> th# dr^ffe of th鬱 

Openlnir ^tBt^umt. 

fns:^ 1,fxtBTtinpt 7th wCOUT>1H with by th#，霈鬱t<»m 

foretd her 狭,a l.a^t rmnnrt to デi贫ht h#r very 

P«rap^??ph IVf ^ th# #nclrclem^nt af Jsmn by th« tmntsrn 

Power« In th« Pacific Asl^/ 

Pa^e 1 厶 , t w a «ent«nc#»t ^It will fdw be by wno^ ch^rtii 

how JT̂ pan h麝n betn gradually encircle tconoale^lV nnfi territorially 

by world powers leading up to m point whert h«r very wsp 

t h r e a t O n n ^ l t l o n f had such a ！gt̂ ti* th笋t It beca職蟾 作 

.l»p«r«tlvtf from «h««r n 翁 翁 i t y to makt A woBi#ntou» 一 赛 • - flfht 

or starve.w ,メダ |^ M 

I luasp all of th©f«i ftt^temtnti ulnee th^r ^r* closely related 

ere «mbje<st to the obj#ctlants# Thpy to w^ to rm^nt 寿nd 

wtrem the discredited nrgmmt^ the \n I 

th^t tome of th想 accused munt this ー炉fensi翁 but It ewt»lAly 

not fit 象11 of thm^ Thert are name otvpo赞td war, felt 

thft It vm银 not Innvit^ble that J^wn fthmlバ not hrv^ 

stpt等T«命rt矜In a urmild wifiVt thew aw^ar UTO»triotlcf 為，面 

triltovB. 11 -nclrcl U a Journa^lf?tic itorr?, nFlrbt of ，t^rvf^ 

for 教 Th^y nmch too §tron^f ^ not 汽芒命!s t^ me to rsonf̂ rm 

with the truth, and c^rthinly 一o not fit the ^^fmt^P wll1 be 



V 

rsreetnt^d by several of the Bccnn^ • 

PART II 

Page 8， 4th full nmt^ntj^ ^T^ATTOFT't contention t b ^ It (th麩 c*»bln<e»t) 

»h(mld toe dissolvtd b^^ an antl-mll Ituri^tlc ntpft^rmtn of e^rtnin 

ttMbers of the Diet which contention opposed by EIBOTi^ I mn^one 

EIHOTA1 s coun«e1 will take c^tp. of this but tt 1ft obvious th/?t the lAm 

i» not el-srly eirpr^^siw!. 

8, 8th full sentence, ttTht HIRANUMA C a b i n e t f « l l on August 

was due to his s^nse of responsibility on the sudden rmS unexpected 

conclugion of th^ non-^ggresfion pnct b ©twe^n Germ my and Here 

©gainst I »urvoo，# Hlr^nuflia^ countel will ^̂ re- of it but f>rp>\n it 

not clear and I m not certain that It eonfor«» i»ith th« 

Page 9, the* first ti90 sentenc^^, 2nd full nfr$grar5h» The^e do 

not to cl稗ar_ Th# fir®t spntenc® to tvo 籌 fft th# 

outbreak of the Manebwl«n Inei^^rtb and thm commencawerit of th# Ohlna 

Affair 一 the outbreak of the Pacific War. L^tw it r e ^ f tn c^blnrt 

at th« comwensemcmt of the M^nohurlain Incident® 

；- . “ 

I believe that yon fln^ mom th# one へr mmre wbo ima 

a of th矜n one cabinet nt "thf? tim^ nf thu outbreaV of th» 

Kenchurlrn IncW^tit IS, 1011；comenceaiftnt cf th^ CMns Affair 

July 7f 1P37? prメ outbreak of the Pacific 7 , • 

Page 12f 1st line 雄 n«tm» to w^ the wronar word ぞrar 

defining a motive for selection of a Prime llnlster^ 

• 2 雄 



Page m6 nf 1st p^r^raph w p^tlcul^rly with rmr>Bct to th# 

Imminent threat It o^fw^d In attempting to hualllfttinfl： 
• » ‘ 

c-oltulation In China.M I donft think that such m ^ttmvft can bt 

tsrov«d» Withdrawal of troops from China t» not 教 

Hhamilisting capltulfttion*1 and Beveral of tha It. I 

btllevft that this riiould be oaltted. 

I believe that a generml statement 教hottl̂  識费内© at tht m^ to 

tha effect that Individual def«ndpnt« in or«»entlng thrtr own en，•き 

will intr^duct evidence lnconud st^nt with thin opening statement, 

that this is Inevitable In 飆 waltiiple trial and It furthw woof th«t 

there w^s no I think that the fnct that th«r« will 

individual <!lr«r»§ find eonflletlr^：, should If 

rueh ?tv«ti»meTitn brim comment «r a ruling fro» th« CJourt we will knrm 

wh^TB we 


