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In December, 1943 when I happemed to meet Mr, Hiroshi Shiratori,
who 1 kvew for many years snd who was then working for the Shinsei-
shadan, I casually mentioned to him that I had been looking for a
building for rent or sale since the Institute in which I was serving
as the general secrebary was compelled to move out of the bullding which
it had been renting. It was a casual remark I made on the street.
He merely said that he would let me know if he heard of any suitable
building.

In January, 1944 Mr. Shiratorl came to see me and told me that
the Misakikaikan had been for sale. I was very much interested and
a few days later I entered into negotiation with the Shinseishadan
through Mr. Shirstori. 1 asked him for the dlueprint of the building,
but he never gave it to me. I discovered later that he could not
give it to me because it had been given to Mr. Saburo Yemagata with
whom the Shinseiehadan had been negotiating for the sale of the
building.

Whild the negotiation was going on with Rev. Sugaya of the
Shingeishadan I was t0ld by a representative of an organization that
the building had been promised for rent with a prospect of ultimate
sale by Mr. Fujil, the then general secretary of the Misakikaikan.
Mr. Fujii told me then that the bullding had not been in use for some



time and he had %o think of renting or selling it. All these go to
show that the sale of the building had loag been contemplat ed.

The price was based on the appreissl the Shingelshadsn obtained
from some professional appraiser.

One thing we wanted to be sure of was the legal aspect of the
ownership of the bullding. I went to the Bnemy Property Section of
the Ministry of Finance to verify Rev. Sugays and Mr. Shirstori's
statement to the effect that the building was not enemy property.
The official in charge showed me a page in the 0fficial Gazette in
which an official announcement was made that the Misakikaiken was
declared non-enemy property. He told me that there was no necessity
for the official approval of the sale since the property was of 100%
Japenese ownership and that the Shinseishadan was free to dispose of
it. With this assurence I entered into negotistion im detail with
the Shinseishadan represented by Rev. Sugaya.

This application was evidently made by the Shinseishadan with
proper legal procedures. This is & definite proof that the Shinsei-
shadan colsidered the property as their own.

After the surrender, in 1945 or 1946, the Japanese government
ordered all parties concerning the sale of property belonging to
Allied nationals to make a detalled report to the Department of Finance



I inguired at the Department just to mske sure, snd the reply was
that it was not reguired in our case since it was purely a sale of
Jepanese~owned property. I was told by Rev. Sugaya that he had

not made a report of our csse. This is another proof that the Shin-
selshadan ss a body considered the sale as proper.

On the date of the provisional contraet, on April 1, 1944 the
lste Dr. Yujiro Chiba, the then chairman of the Shinseishadan thanked
me and expressed his satisfaction for having successfully secured
a much needed fund. During the conversation with Dr. Chiba and
Bev. Sugaya I gathered that the money we would pay would be spenb
on a new project at the Kanto Gakuin.

It was evident that the sale was considered for the two reasons
of (a) a need for funds for a new project snd (b) inability to make
use of the building as it was practically in disuse for some time
except a part of it having been used for church ser¥ices for a few
members.

In fact these were given me as reasons for the sale. To csll
it forced sale under duress is definitely wrong. UNot a single instance
have I heard from any responsible official of the Shinseighadan that
the sale was illegal or made under duress. I was told that the
requigition was made ageinst the wishes of the Japenese members of the
Shingeishaden who could not oppoee Dr. Foote for varlous reasons.

In January, 1948 it was intimated to me that the building might

be taken away from us by the application of the Fotsdam declaration.



1 immediately got in touch with the Department of Finance and

requested them to explain our case to the GHQ officials, but they

gave us mo encouragement by saying that it was a one-sided order

of a victorious nation and nothing could be done from their side.

When I met Dr. Foote on January 24, 1948 I handed him the

following statement.

l.

2.

3

5e

¥When I hsppened to meet Mr. Shiratori in Kaenda in December,
1943, I told him that I was looking for an office bduilding

for rent, but he merely sald he wuld keep $hat in mind and

let me know if he came across one,

In Jenuary, 1944 he called on me and told me the possible

sale of the Misakikaikanwhich had not been used since the
closing of the English school there.

I found later that sales negotiations had been going on with

e Mr. Yanagata eand another buyer, so that Mr. Shirstori's
approach to me was the third attempt on the part of the
Shinseishadan.

vWhile the negotiation was going on with Mr. Sugaya through

Mr. Shiratori, Mr. Pujii the then general secretary of the
Misakikaiken tried to reat the building to a certain institution.
Neither Mr. Sugaya nor I knew of this till later dats.

It was evedent that both the Shinseishadan and the Misakikaikan
authorities were anxious to dispose of the fast deteriorating
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building through neglect and disuse. This was much earlier
than the time of claimed intimidation by = tel ephone call
from the War Department.

The Shinselshadan needed asbout 300,000 ¥92 for the use of the
Kanto Gakuin. Dr. Chiba told this to me and expressed his
satisfection and gratitude when the contract was made.

Not a single official from the Depertuent of Rducation saw
any one of the Shinseishadean before or after the contract.
To say that a pressure was brought to besr on them is with-
out foundation. |
Since our occcupation until now, the Church has not pald a
peany for the use of the rooms, electricity, gas, repairs,
etc.

Prior to the conclusion of the nh; contract I was assured
by the representatives of the Shingelshadan and by the
officials of the Finance Ministry that the bullding was
Japanese property and that the question of eneny property
could not arise.

Whatever the SCAP ruling msy be we are bona fide buyers of
a Japanese property and entire responsibility for the loss
arieing from the sasle is to be borne by the Board of Directors
of the Shingeishadan. We reserve the fight of claiming for
damages.

On the following day I saw Mr. Blakemors, American lawyer who

referred the matter to Mr. Yuasa, Barrister at Law, Mr. Yuasa told



me that we would win the case, but since we would have to file a
guit sgainst the Minlger of Finance instead of the Shinseishadan
it would probably teke more than ten years, and advised me to face
the migfortune with resignation.

On Jenunary 26, 1948 I semt the following mote to Dr. Foote.

l. It will be the best that the building should ultimately be
restored to the place of God for which it was originally
built.

2. While in our possession the work of God has never been disturbed
on our account.

3. The building was handed over to us in accordance with an
accepted legal procedure in an amicable spirit and it is
hoped that the restorstion shomld be realized in an equally
friendly spirit while it should satisfy worldly and godly
requirements.

4., The building is worth 10million yen or about §$50,000. But
the present purchasing velue of ¥400,000 which we paid is now
sbout 26 million yen sccording to the officisl rete of computation.

5. We firmly believe that we bought the bullding by fair and lawful
mesns and take pride in the fact that the bullding was saved
from fire mainly through our efforts when three incendiary bombs



hit the building and the two adjscent buidlings were burat down
in April, 1945, '

We naturzlly believe in olr ownership legally snd morally.

6. The Institute I represent is a non-profit meking organization
which mgkes research on problems of teasching Japanese to
foreigners. We hope to use the bullding for a Japanese language
school for forelgners.

7+ Ve cannot be reconciled with the idea that our work should be
hanpered because of the mistcke on the part of the Shinsei-
shadan.

€. 1 eapnestly hope that by mutual trust snd understanding, the
difficulty will N overcome. The circumstances which might
otherwise follow would be very embarrassing for all concerned
and wuld positively be detrimental to the cause for which
your mission stands.

I do hope that those who have hitherto worked for a common
cauge should not Be forced into becoming enemies because of
petty pecuniary considerations.

9« We are willing %o return the building as long as we receive
a sufficient amount of compensation which will enable us to

continue our work.

A few deys later I agaln saw Dr. Foote with Major Gordon
Jorgensen of (=2, GHQ as witness.
I handed him a note as a basis of discussion with an additional



item to the above mote to the effect that a gift or contribution
wos sollcited when our Institute try to secure a new place to move
to.

Dr. Axling who resd this note told me after the meeting that
he wae pleased with the word "solicited" instesd of some other word.

My contention wasi

l. Ve bought the building from a Japenese legsl person which

aspparently h.d every right to dispose of ite possessions
through 1legal procedures.

2. You say that the Shinseishadsn had no right to dispose of the
building as it did. You may be right or may not be right. But
it ie a matter to be settled between you snd the Shinseishadan.

3. We cannot be reconciled with the fact we should be penalized
for something which is outside of our responsibility.

4o It ie unfair that the very people who should take the greatest
responsibility should exactly be the ones who would enjoy the
fralt of your actionm at our expense.

Dr Foote did not give heed to our conteantions, but wanted merely
to discuss how the building should be returned. During the entire
negotiations no representative of the Shinseishadan took part im the
discussion.

As the representative of the Institute I could not accept his

views. Major Jorgensen and I left Dr. Foote's office without coming
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to terms. In the meantime Hajor Jorgensen brought me the news

that

a trial could be held at the GHQ, and I decided to wait for

the promised trial. While I was awaiting my opportunity to point out

to them the 1nJgat.ioo imposed on us by $sking an undue agdvaentsge of

the ambiguous worlling of the directive, to my grest consternation

and disappointment the order from the Ministry of Flnance caue to

us ordering us to stay away from the duilding for three days and

that the building shomld be returned on March 17, 1948,

There was no choice in the matter but to obey. To oppose this

meant the violation of the occupation rezulstions.

1.

2.

1.

2.
3.

I met Dr. Foote sgain. My request wast

Since we allowed the church to stay in the building for 4 yesrs
during which time the church did not pay a single penny for their
light, water, or any expense, the church will do the same to us.
Since the purchasing value of mongy changed drastically, some con-
slderatlion should be made so that we may find a sulteble place

$o move to.

The terms given by Dr. Foote were:

We may use a part of the dbullding for 2 years with rent free, but
bay upkeep expenses.

For the following 2 years pay rent and the expenses.

And vacate withia 4 years, i.e., by March 18, 1952.
It is definitely a mistake to imagine that our Institute was

satisfied with this settlement. It was a one-slded decision with

the Occupation Forces at the back. If Dr. Foote thought that I m" '
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satisfled, it was bmu I had no poruonll grudges against hﬂ: who g\ﬁ‘w\
was, I was told, nuc!»q carrying out the instruction of the Baptist
headquarters in the Uni!fgd States.

As late as June 14, f{_ﬁo I sent a private letter to Dr. Axling

who was leaving for the United States tpqu.uttag Mn to explain our case
. g

0& 15 MBer. -951 -I cdlo@ on Mr, Takﬁchi an ofﬁoial of the
Ministry of Finance in charge of foreign property. I them hsd a chance
of reading all the papers concerning our csse. In the report of findings
sent from the Finance Department to the GHQ, 1T wes clearly stated that
the Misakikaiken was not enemy property and the sale was 10591. The
Finance Ministry strongly recommended against taking the building awsy
from us. Eovwar)nlght proved to be power uader mil itary occupation.

The above is an account of the transaction as seen from the side of
our Institute. I feel that we have done our share of trying tSo bring
about a peaceful settlement. It is hoped that g satisfactory solution
will be reached by mutusl coopsration.

Haoe Naganuma, Chalrman of the
Board of Administration,
The Institute for Research in
Linguistic Culture, Inc.
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gsatisfled, it was becsuse I had no personal grudges sgainst him who
was, I was told, merely cerrying out the instruction of the Baptist
headquarters in the United States.

As late as June 14, 1950 I sent a private letter to Dr. Axling
who was leaving for the United States requesting him to explain our
case to the Mission headquarters. But he said nothing sbout it, when
he returned to Japan.

On 15 November, 1951 I galled on Mr. Takeuchi, an officlial of the
Ministry of Finance in charge of foreign property. I then had s chance
of reading 2ll Bhe pspers concerning our case. In Bhe report of findings
sent from the Finance Department to the OBQ, it was clearly stated that
the Misakikaiksn was not enemy property and the sale wes legal. The
Finance Ministry strongly recommended agalanst taking the building away
from us. However, might proved to be power uander mikitary occupation.

The above is an account of the transaction as seen from the side of
our Institute. I feel that we have done our share of trying to bring
about a peaceful settliement. It is hoped &hat a satisfactory solution
will Be reached by mutual cooperation.

Neo e Negenuma, Chaiman of the
Board of Administration,
The institute for Research in
Linguistic Culture, Inc.
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