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Foem: Rear Admiral Husbend E. Kimmel, USH (Ret.)

Tos The Secretary of the Mavy, Navy Department,
Ialh.tnztnl 25’ De Co

References (a) My letter of & February 1945
3 Secretary of the Navy's letter of 13 February 1945

¢) My letter of 8 May 1945
Secretary of the Bavy's letter of 14 May 1945

1. In your release to the prese of 1 December 1944 you state,
"The Secretary, in his findings upon the evidence before the court cf in-
quiry and ail the other proceedings in the matter to date, has found that
itm-o were ervors of judgment on Lhe part of certuin officers in the nawv-
al service, both at Pearl Harbor and et Washington. The Secretary is not
satislied that the un_lu.‘gnum has gone to the pdnt of exhaustion of all
poasible evidence., Accordingly, he has decided that his own investigation
should be further continued until the testimony of every witness ih possess-
lou of nurial facts can be obleined and all possible evidence sxhausted,
Some of the testisony will Le much delsyed beceuse certaln witnesses who
are actively engaged in combal ageinst the enemy are not sveilable and will
not be available withln the predicteble futupe. The present decision of
the Soecretary will be reviewed when the investigation has been finally
comploted in the light of evidence then at hand.”

24 At your direction and in ac.ordsfice with the precept signed
by you designeting the scope of the imuiry, Admiral Hewitt is presently
conducting an investigation of the Japenese attack on Pearl Harbor in ore
der that you may. review your decision " , . , that the evidence now availe
able does not warrent and will not support the trial by general court
martial of eny person or persons in the naval service". In my letter to
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you of 6 Pebruary 1945 I requested that I be permitted to examine the re-
cord of the Baval Court of Inquiry, including the finding of fact, opinio s
and pecosmmendations, In your lebter of 13 February you denied my vequest M
iaformed me that "the record oi the “ourt of Inguiry in question hes not
been completed®, In my letler of & May 1945 I requested that I be accord-
ed the righta «f an iuterssted perty before Admirsl Hewitt's iavestigatiou.
Your letter of 14 May 1945 denmled this request. In your letter of 13 Febe
ruary 1945 you state that"8ourts of inquiry wnd other investigative bodies
are convened for the purpose of informing the conveuing euthority or bigher
authority of the facts attending the matter inguired into." In your letter
of 14 May 1945 you quote frow daval Courts sod Boerds as followss

“Courte of inquiry and iuvestigations, as the names signify,

are prisarily faet-finding bodies, and, unless specifically

directed by the conveaing authority in the precept to express

opluiong or to make recomsandations, will coanfine themselves

to findings of fact. The proceedinge of theee bodies are in

uo sense a trial of au issue or of an accused personj they

perforn no resl judiciel function; they are convened solely

for the purpose of infurming the convening authoriiy in a pre-

lizinary way &8 to the fecte involved in the ioquiry, and

wnea directed, to aid bis with opinione sud recomsendationsj

their conclusions are aerely advisory.®
Your attenticn is invited to lhe rights of an interested party, cet forth

in Bevael Courts and bBoevds as followsy
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3 The findings of the investigation made by Kr. Frank Knox, 3
Secretary of the Navy, in December 1941, fiximg the blame for resulis of E
the Japanese stteck on Pearl Harbor, were promptly published to the m-mﬂ
The findings of the Roberts Commission charging me with dereliction of ﬁ
duty were published to the world in January of 1942. W%hen 1 was removed ‘5‘
froa setive duty in l&rch 1942 the Secretary of the Navy amnounced to the
press toat I would ba brought to trial by geveral court sertial for dere- ‘Q,— \ 7
Lietion of duty, | , . . Q 3

| N
he 1 have made reputnd attempis to bave this whole matter liull '

!

publicly by & duly constituted court. This right has been denled to me

on the plea that to do so would disclose infovmatic: which would affect §
the wur effort. 3

Se Falling the meszns which 1 have requested to clear my record
I am veduced %o the findings end opinicns of the Court of Inguiry. The g
Secretary of the FHavy bas refused to publish either itie proceedings or
the fin 8 of the Bngd Coupt of inguiry wiich lavestlgated this sutter.
In ;E:g‘é ﬁ:ﬁ : specified ﬁt“{i- court found no grounds for the
court martial of any individuwal in the neval service, but added that the
investigution was to be continued, I am concerned wilh any investigation
of the Japanege attock on Pearl Herbor &8s evidence which I anm not given an
opportunity to refute may affeet my record and uyﬁutwn. My record and
reputation have already been torn t¢ shreds by the actiom of the Roberts
Commission end the Nevy Department. Therefore, 1 must continue to be vi-

tally concerned in this matters
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6a The fBoberts Commission denied me my most elementary rights.
Ny request fov counsol was refused and 1 was repeatedly informed by Mr.
Roberts that I wes not on trial., I was not permitted to be present at
the exanination of witnesses; 1 was not pouitta‘g o lotroduce wvidence;
I was pot permitted % cross-exaunine witneeses; and 1 did not know for
tac years #hat testimony had been taken by the Hoberts Cousission. Un
the plse tbut I was mot on trial, the Roberts Commission derled me my ele-
mentary righte, Baving desied me thése righte, this Lomuissicn tried and
condenned ne and I heve suffered u'mauhl.o duago fron this condesnation,

7¢ 1 have nu% the Hohcttl ission which was sup=

nliodfonhy lhhmt.uw of the Bavy and I was pnmtdurl.h; the
proceedings of Admiral Nurfin's Court of Inquiry at which time I was ale
lowed counsel, I introduced witnesses, I cross-exanined witsesses and I
was perwitted to introduce uddoa;-. I have not beda perzitted to see
the findings of the Haval Court Leaded by Admipel Murfin. Ro part of
these provesdilnge or findings have been published, 1 ax confident, hows
our; that with the evidance presented the findings of thia Court cleared
ne of all charges of dsreliction of dubyﬁ The Secratary bas atated that
po {irm dscisions csn be wade until further evidsoce has been bad in this
case, Three and one~hall yeers Bave elapeed since the events. Four forme ’
el iovestigatione have been mdgcm, aot to mention the hplwha of the
Communder-i:~Chief of the Pacific Fleet, the reperts of tie Commanding
Go;:nrd of the Hawailan Department, snd the report of the Arxyy Board of
Investigations|| I am now Loformad that the Secretary wishes to expedite
Admirel Hewiti's ilovestigation and for thet reason it wes deemed inexpe-
dient to accord interested parties the right to be present during the
investigation, Seven months have elapsed between the date the Secrotary
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received the veport of Admiral Murfin's Court and the mth of the
iovestigetion by Admirel Hewitte 2k

8. In March ].942\ the Seeretary of the Navy annowsesd to the preds.
that I would be brought to trial by general court mertisl, On m’ugu{l
1945 the Secretary informed mé that the public interest and safety mhl‘ ol
now permit my triel but necessary witnesses could not be aamhlad rilh-

hugust 1943) the Secretary as ured me that the trial will be hed at fM
earliest praciicable date, Admirel Hewitt is presumably gethering .ﬂ.-\

)

dence upon which the Jeeretary cau make & firm decision. Ihw’onbtun“ A

& co.y of thopmnpﬁmuuhﬁwotﬂ.ﬂdmuueaumofminw
tigation other tasnm the reply to my letter of 8 Bay 1%5. I hcrobv m )\
the sction of the Jecretary in denylng we the right of an hhmh@ plﬂr
in the lovestigation presently being conducted by Admirel Hewltis '

9  The sfficials of the Mavy Départacnt know Abat e prizary,
Af pot the entice blame for what happened at Pearl Harbor uuﬁ upﬁn Pete
gonnal that nﬁ in ¥gahington at the tise of the sbiecie '!hu 1'; clear-
ly eet forth iu lhe evidence presented LW Admirel uurm'.l‘ﬁoutjt of Iaquiry.
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