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have had our last chance. If we do not devise 

some greater and more equitable system Armageddon 

will be at our door. . 

9. On 26 July 1945. the President of the United States, 

the President of the National Government of the Republic of China, 

and the Prime Minister of Great Britain (subsequently they v/ere 

joined by the U.S.S.R.), stating that they were speaking on behalf 

of the hundreds of millions of their countrymen, issued a declara-
a „ 

tion referred to historically as the "Potsdam Declaration." They 

said: 

"The time has come for Japan to decide whether she 

will continue to be controlled by those self-willed 

militaristic advisers whose unintelligent calcula-

tions have brought the Empire of Japan to the 

threshold of annihilation, or whether she will 

follow the path of reason. . . 

"There must be eliminated for all time the authority 

and influence of those who have deceived and misled 

the people of Japan into embarking on world conquest, 

for we insist that a new order of peace, security and 

justice will be impossible until irresponsi'f e 

militarism is driven from the world." 

10. The record here shows that the war lords still in con-

trol of Japan, including some of the accused, contemptuous].v tossed 

aside this warning. It literally required atomic bombs 

a. Ex. 2, T. 105 
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33. In the case before us, however, re believe that it has been 

clearly proved that the Japanese invasion of China, beginning in Manchuria 

in 1931 and extending to other parts of China since 1937 -- a large scale 

warfare for a period of fourteen years with millions of Chinese people 

gripped in sufferings from military occupation, political domination, 

economic exploitation and widespread atrocities—constituted an aggression 

of a most sinister nature. Such cannot under any concept of justice be 

excused on the ground of self-defense. No more can these accused success-

fully defend their action in the hostilities commenced in the Pacific 

against the western powers on £ December 1941. likewise the evidence 

shows that the Japanese ruling clique carried on an aggressive policy 

against the U.S.S.R., committed acts of aggression and was preparing 

a large-scale aggressive war against the Soviet Union during a great 

number of years. Vhile there has been much talk by the accused of 

their having acted in self defense, it is significant that no one 

has claimed a threat from any power to attack or invade the Umpire 

of Japan. In these many long months of trial there has not been a 

single scrap of evidence tendered worthy of the name in support of 

any such defense. 

34. On the other hand., we confidently assert that the 

action of the western powers in resisting attack made upon them 

clearly was defensive. Surely the treacherous attack upon Pearl 

ITarbor, Kota Pahru, and other points justified an immediate declara-

tion of war by the United States and the other western powers, later 

joined by the U.S.S.R., and further justified the continuation until 

the aggression of Japan was suppressed and that nation conouered. 

35. When we analyse the position of the accused we .find 

them urging justification for their attacks upon tho United States, 

Great Britain and the Netherlands because these three nations refused 

to continue to supply Japan with the materials of war for their own 

destruction. They advert to such refusal on the part of the western 

powers to furnish Japan with the sinews of war in some vague manner 
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hostilities commence. However, it is clear that no set rule can be 

laid down applicable to all cases. Each case of what is proper 

notice depends solely upon the facts of the particular case. This 

is especially true where hostilities are bepun at a time when 

diplomats are ostensibly engaged in efforts to bring the matter to 

an amicable conclusion and where they are directly reouested to 

extend the negotiations to serve as a cover for a surprise attack. 

This type of activity has never been considered by the legal tech-

nicians. Tt was truly unimaginable and outside the confines of 

human decency. Surely conduct that does not square with common 

decency can never be cordoned by anyone. 

45. These accused are guilty of ignominious offense. 

Not a one of them had consideration for the dignity of the human 

being, "he revolting slaughter of millions of their neighbors was 

largely brought about by the domination and utter subjugation of 

their own people. This they accomplished by the free employment of 

any method that suited their purpose — superstitution or brute force 

or a combination of both. They would make a divinity or a figure-

head of t
Vi

eir niler as the occasion required :
r

or their evil, purposes. 

They were devoted to no one, to no principle, to nothing except their 

passion for domination. With this history in Japan in dealing with 

\ 

their own people, is it surprising that they held truth and justice 

in such contempt in their dealings with others'" Is .it therefore sur-

prising that they failed to properly appraise the real strength of the 

qualities of the free peoples of the democracies and failed to realize 

that such democracies had the resiliency and power to meet and over-

come their aggression? 


