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27 NOVEMBER 1946 

I N D E X 

Of 

WITNESSES 

Prosecution's Witnesses page 

Coates, Albert Ernest, Lt. Colonel, 

Australian Army Msclical Corps 11403 

Direct by Mr. Justice Mansfield 11403 

Cross by Mr. Logan 11449 

I N D E X 

Of 

EXHIBITS 

Doc. 
No. 

Pros, 
No. 

Def. 
No. Description 

For In 
Ident. Evidence 

1632W(116) 1273 

1632W(101) 1274 

1170 1275 

Extract from Entry from 
Marquis KIDOts Diary-
dated 1 September 194-2 11359 

Extract from Entry from 
Marquis KIDO's Diary 
dated 13 May 1943 11363 

Meeting of the Investigation 
Committee on the Conclusion 
of a Treaty Between Japan 
and Thailand Concerning Thai 
Territory in Malaya and Shan 
Arc-as, held 18 August X943 11364 
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'cc. 
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Pros» Def. 
No. No. 

1632”,(105) 1276 

16321(106) 1277 

1632W(113) 1278 

16321(114) 1279 

16321(119) 1280 

1632WC117) 1281 

1632W(118) 1282 

1632W(107) 1283 

Of 

EXHIBITS 

(cont'd) 

Description 

Extract from Entry from 
Marquis KIDO

1

s Diary 
dated 6 January 194-4 

Extract from Entry from 
I/.arquis i:TD0' s Diary 
dated 17 July 194-4 

Extract from Entry from 
Marquis KIDO-' s Diory 
dated 18 July 19^4 

Extract from Entry from 
Morquis KIDO

1

s Diary 
dated 19 July 1944 

Extract fron Entry from 
Marquis KIDO

1

s Diary 
dated 20 July 1944 

Extract from Entry from 
Marquis KIDO

1

s Diary 
dated 4 April1945 

Extract from Entry from 
Marquis ICIDO' & Diary 
dated. 5 April.194ヲ 

Extract from Entry from 
Marquis KIDO's Diary 
doted 9 August 194-5 

For In 
Ident, Evidenct 

1X367 

11372 

11377 

11381 

11383 

11384 

11388 

11393 



Wednesday, 27 November 194-6 

INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
FOR THE FAR EAST 

Chambers of the Tribunal 
War Ministry Building 

Tokyo, Japan 

PROCEEDING IN CHAl^ERS 

On 

Paper No. 564 - Application of the 
prosecution for leave to present the evidence in 
chief of Major K, A, deWeerd, a witness on behalf 
of the prosecution in the form of a prepared 
statement instead of by oral examination-

Befores 

HCI「。SIR WILLIAM WEBB, 
President of the Tribunal and 
Member from the Commonwealth 
of Australia, 

Reported by: 

JACK GHEEKBERG 
Chief Court Reporter 

IMTFE 



Apnearances； 

FOJ TIE PltOSECUTIOr SECTION: 

MI:. JUSTICE W. G. F. BORGERHOFF I:ULDER, 
Associate Counsel, acting on 
behr.lf of the Kingdom of the 
Netherlands； 

A。T。LAVERGE; 

Lm. G。 OSMOND HYDE; and 

IT:。SOLIS HORWITZ. 

FO? THt DE;
:

'Ei:£E SECTION: 

I L L L M LOGAK, JI；., Coursel for 
the Accused KIDO, Koichi; 

L:rP.。UICMEL LEVIK, Counsel for 
the Accused Iv/iYA, Okinori and 
the- Accused SUZUKI, Teiichi^ and 

IT.. OI'vEF CUNFINGKAM and Mr. Fujio UCHIDA 
Counsel for the Accused OSi-IIMA, 
Hiroshi. 

FOR 07FICE CF TIIE GEITE—:』'-L ^FCrET^rY. 
m 

JUDGE E. H。 DELL, Legal Advisor; and 

IE。CHAS。i“ I'lANTZ, Clerk of the Court. 



3 

The proceeding was hegun at 0902. 

Paper THE PRESIDENT: This is Paper No. 564. It 

is the application to have the Dutch evidence pre-

sented in the form of a prepared statement. It is 

part heard. I reserved the decision until Mr. Logan 

had an opportunity of reading the reduced statement. 

I'Ti. I.OGAN; Yes, vcur Honor. I have done 

that
 5
 and it has been reduced to pages whereas 

it was originally 129 pages. But we still interpose 

the saire objections we did to the original docuinent 

and to its use in Court. 

The revised document still has a number of 

conclusions and inferences which should not, in any 

event, "be a part of a statement such as we have 

there; and our objections were fully set forth in 

the original hearing, and we rene，.； those at this 

time. I think your Honor is fully aware of the 

objections we interposed. 

THE PRESIDENT: Yes.. 

HE. CUNNINGHAM: I would like to add a 

view to it. If the statement is permitted, we ought 

to have the right to cross-exr.irire the witness or 

all cf the features of the statement and not "be 

precluded for the additional conclusions that are 



contained in it so long as the prosecution has had 

an oppcrtimity to reduce it. Although there is 

mtich material in it that is now not sufficiently 

conrected with the issues which are raised by the 

Indietirent to warrant admission of it, if the 

Court adr.its it, then we should surely be permitted 

to explore and show its lack of value and lack of 

bearing on the issues involved in the case. 

THE PRESIDENTS You would have the same 

right to cross-examine as you would have in re-

spect to any other statement of the kind, Kr. 

Cunningham. 

HT. CUMIKGHAI£: We hr.ve been pretty well 

restricted on those other documents and affidavits. 

THE PRESIDENT: Certainly, restriction is 

involved, I must say. 

im. LEVIN: Kr. President, I have not had 

an opportunity to examine the statement, but エ 

assurie the sar:e ruling of the Court will apt)ly with 

reference to opinions and conclusions, that is, the 

Court will totally disregard any opinions or con-

clusions that are contained in the statement. As 

I say, I do not know that they are. 

THE PRESIDENT: Unless the witness is an 

expert ar.d the question or the answer, calls for his 



particular expert knowledge. 

ME. LEVIN: Assuming that he is qualified 

as an expert to testify as such. But, if he has not 

qualified, and if he has opinions and conclusions, 

why, then, the Court will apply the same ruling as 

it has heretofore indicated. 

THE PRESIDENT: I could not here state 

what limits would be imposed on cross-examination. 

I would not know until I got into Court and heard 

what the other judges thought about any particular 

question. 

ME. CUNNINGHAM: It is pretty hard to read 

this statement and figure out what they are trying 

to prove by it, what issues in the case they are 

trying to establish by the evidence that they are 

setting forth in this statement; very difficult. 

THE PRESIDENT: It seems to be a genuine 

attempt to cut the Dutch phase down to what the 

prosecution think is a bare rip.imum.エ will give 

the witness permission to read his statement in the 

reduced form; and, of course, the defense will have 

all the rights of cross-examination, which is in 

accordance with the American rule. 

(Whereupon, at 0906, the proceed-

ing was concluded.) 


