£ w

HEADQUARTERS
U. S. STRATEGIC BOMBING SURVEY
(PACIFIC)
C/0 POSTMASTER, SAN FRAINCISCO

INTERROGATION NO. (USSBS MO. 75) Place: Tokyo
ITAV NO. 16 Date: 12 Oct, 1945

Division of Origin: DMNaval Analysis Division,

Subject: Battle of EASTERI! SOLOMONS, 23=25 August 1942
Battle of SANTA CRUZ, 26 October 1942
SOLOMONS CAMPAIGN, 1942 = 1943

Personnel interrogated and background of each:

Commander OKUMIYA, Masatake, I.J.N., Class 1927, I.J./.h. On Alr Staff

and Commander RABAUL Air Group 1942 - 1943. Served at RABAUL, TRUK and
OKINAYA., A& present on I.J. Naval Staff as Operations uncer Captaln
OFIMAE, (Ap®eared smert and well informed. )

there interviewed: [EIJI Building,

Interrogator: Captcin C. (n) Shands, USN,

Interpreter: Lieut. Condr, D. (n) Bartlett, USMNR,

L1lied Officers Present: Commander T, H, Moorer, USL,
SULTL.RY

SLAVTA CRUZ: Composition of Japanese 2nd,and 3rd Fleets, thich were op=-
erating just north of the SOLOMONS to (1) support Japanese landing on
GUADALCLIT.L, 13=23 October 1942, and (2) to intercept U. S. troop con=
voys to CULDALCLINLL and U, S, Carrier Task Force. In corrier duel on
26 October, SHOKLKU, ZUIHO and CHIKUN. were danaged. Heavy Japanese
air losses contributed to -realkening defense of SOLOMOI'S,

SOLOMONS ¢ GUADLLCAY L an intermediate step in souvthern movement, I!"'ain
action in SOLOMON CLMPAIGI considered (1) GUADALCALINLL (2) MUIDL (3) VELLA
\WVELLA (4) ENPRESS ALUGUSTL BAY., Inability to hold SOLOMONS attribuvted
to UsSe Navy sea and air action in SOLOMON /frea and lack of landing harges.
Heavy bomber roid on airfield more effective than corrier raid, Carrier
reid most effective on aircraft and shinning, RALRLUL and TRUK neuvtralized
tue to inability to supply. Employment of submarines to supply isolated
garrisons consicdered poor policy. !Mining of RLBAUL a determent to sub-
marine suprly operation, Aircraft pilot reports of damage inflicted on
eremy al—ays optomistic an® only used for newrspaper publicity, Staff
planning used pessimistic estimate,
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TRANSCRIPT
Qe Are you familiar with the CORAL SEA Battle on 7 and 8 May ]:942.

A. T was home in JAPAY Guring the CORAL SEA Battle., A different person knows'
about that,

Q. Do you know any one who is familiar with, it?
A, Captain YOMOKA, M., was Chief of Staff. of the 0perfafion and is now in’

TOKYO, The Bommanding Officer, Vice Admiral EARA of that hattle is now"
at TRUK.

&)

Are yvou fami’iar with the Rattle of the FASTEIN 'SOLOP.’.?ONS y 23-25 Aurust
]-94,2.? , cig 2 % o3

« I know a little about 1t,

Do you know ~hen the RUILJO was sunk?

bpb

T

. Abovt 25 August, I was in JLPAT at the time,

Do vou know hov it was sunk?

>

A, It was carriér dive bomber and torpedo planes. The SHOKOKU, ZUIKAKU and
RUIJO  wvere in the SOIOMOFS at that time. About.the 24th; the carrier
RULJO, the heavy cruiser TONE, ‘and 3 DDs were attackec near GUAD.T CLUAL.
They didn't know the source of the dive hombers.-and -torpeco planes but
they were carrier tyne and same from the direction of GUADLLCAINIAL,

Q. Were any other shins lost at that time?

A, Mavbe one DD and the RUIJO was all., Somebody who knows more about it
should be asked,

Q. Are you familiar ~ith tre Battle of SANTAL CRUZ, 25-26 October 15/27
LAe I mas tkere and am familiar -vith it. |

Q. “hat was your capacity?

ie I 7as -On ‘tre Air Staff of t_lje Second F].:Vingr'Squadron.

Q. "hat ships were involved?

Lo Composition of Japanese Fleet at SANTA CRUZ, 25-26 Oct. 1942

2nd Fleet Vice Admiral KOI'DO, )., Commander in Chief
1 (cv) Jwyo 2nd Flyine Squadron
2 (BZ) - KONCO, HARUNA , - 3rd Flyire Squadron

4 (CA)  ABAGO, TAKAO, CHOKAI, MLYA  4th Flying Squadron
2 (C4) .. MYAKO, HAGURO: S
1 (60 < “JITHD (2) -

12 (DDs)

3rd Mleet Vice “.dmiral NiGUMO, C., Commander in Chief

3 (CVs) SHOKAXU ("), ZUIKLKU, ZUIKO 1st Tlyine Sguadron

2 (BBs) HIFI, KIRISHINA = 11th Squadron
2 (Cis) SUZUYL, KUMANO | 7th Squadron
2 (Cis) TOME, CHIKUMA . . 8th Squadron
1 (CL) | o
12 (Ips)

Some tankers in ad~ition.
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as the HIYO 1n the battle?

No, HIYO had engine trouble at TRUK.  The JUNYO was alone in 2nd Fleet,
but I don't believe it was near enough to get in any action,

Did any of the pilots and planes that survivéd the battle of MIDVLY come
down into.the SQLOMOKS? .

In the MIDWAY Battle there were a great many survivors., Because our pilots
were in the air vhen carrier sank, they were rescued by destroyers., Most
of the MIDU.Y flyers were put on®the carriers SHOKALKU, ZUIKIKU and RUIJO.
The vilots left:from NMID. LY were familiar with carrier operations so put
them on these carriers.. - .

"ho was the .dmiral in charge of the force?

Vice .dmiral NACUMO, C., he vas kiTled at SAIPLN in command of the 3rd
Fleet,

How are personnel transports and oilers classified? For instance we have
a list of auxiliary ships which were hit ond sunk, How are they icenti-
fied by type? | |

By name,

That was the mission of the Task Force that wds operating in that area?
Itrwas”a support fof'thejlaﬁaing operations on GULD&chNLL.
whéffdiy:did fhey'plan Qn.making the.iaﬁding?.:

I think between 1° and éjrd; Octobher. T am not too certain of the exact
dates.

Did the action of the S.NT/. CRUZ Battle have any affect upon the landing
date? - | ' ”

I heard landing was completed on the 25th but that the results were not
as successful as expected, |

Did that action have any effect on the 14 November night battle?

No. The Task Force went back to TRUK on 30 October after S.NT. CRUZ Battle,
reorganized, tren came the 14 November action. Do not kno if it affected
the plans., Only the Second Flying Squadron's planes engaged¢ at S/NT.. CRUZ,
so they had plaones during the time of the MNovember action,

“hat carriers vere damaged at SANTLICRUZ?

SHOKLKU received 4 bomb hits on port side amidships and two at the after
elevator, The .UTHO received one bomb hit near the after elevator, The
cruiser CEIK(1.. rgot five bomb hits. The destroyer TERUTSUKI got & near
miss by o UNTTED STATES flying boat about midnight after the battle,
When TERUTSULT -ras bombed, the Japanese knew imerican planes 'rere near
the fleet =o th: J.panese carriers continued to retire northward, Some
cruisers and bothleships stayed near scene of battle and sawr your carrier
burning and I s~w it from the air, |

Dié they return the next day?

. No, they did not come back the next doy. They proceeded to TRUK.

Do you kno: hoi long after sunrise the first hits were made?

The ZUIKAKU was hit about two hours after daylight, about 0830, The .
SHOK/ XU ras hit later about 40 minutes after the raid of Japanese airplanes
had departen,

ere ~ny airplanes aboard the carrier when hit?

o
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No, all of f 1n 1tta0k(3roup except about ik planes in the flghter cover,
Did those planss come back to. the SHOKAKU 1ater°

No, they'couldnjs land on board. They:went to ths.ZUIKAKU and ZUIHO,

How many planes did the aircraft carrier normally carry?
SEOKAKU ZUTKAKU ZUTHO JUNYO
'R 27 2 21 18
VB 27 18 18
VT 18 18 ~;§ 2
T2 4 u03 2 45

Lbout 2/3 were los£. Total los£ about 100,
ere any of your csyriers sunk there?

No. o -

How many planes were inﬁdlved ihﬁfﬁe Operatioﬁfrom fhe“carriers?

asbout 175, There were three waves. They all went out in the first wave;
géwer planes in the second raid, about 50; then in the third wave about
Jlas the MYOK4L hit by bombs?

I think not, but there were near misses. aful lot

of torpedoes came but no hits,

I am not ~ertuin. ’n

ilns the TONE hit?
Theré were near misses, but no hits. In my opinion,it was a heavy ~ttack,
‘‘ere any horizontal bombers involved in this attack?

about ten B=-24s, but the Jap.nese fighters drove them'aw*y'so -rere not
attackeds Late at night we received a torpedo attack from possibly a
B-24 but we were able to avoid it by evasive action.

Where did the damaged ships g0?

411 rent *o TRUK, Then the SHOKAKU, ZUIHO and CHIKUMA returned to JLPALN
for remair, It took about 3=/ months to repair the SHOK/(LKU,

tere ~ny battleships of the KONGO class there?

The IL.RUN/. wvas there on the ‘rest side,

flag 1t-hit?

I did not hear of it beiné hit,

tlere any other cruisers or bséfleships hit?

I didn't hear that they'were;. -

IThen did ysureceivefirst infofﬁation of our Oarrief:Task Force?

tihen south of' the GILBERTS, north- of HEBRIDES. The Japanese headquarters
at TRUK knew of a convoy'of transports and battleships approaching GU/..D-
LLCANLL from the southeast about the middle of October. They believed
UNITED STATES Navy convoy would be (about lat. 14°S 161°E on chart) south
of GULDLLCLN/IL, The Japanese Carrier Force didn't tiink so ‘since thev
knew our search planes from-GILRERTS had sighted an imerican Carrier
approaching from the east, Japanese Carrier Force was sunposed to attack

..A...
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south convoy but he51tated to do so., Pecsuse of radio silence this infor-
mation was not sent to TRUK, communlcwtlon.dlff10u1+1es. TEUK dic¢ not
know of [merican carriers. So the 2nd and 3rd Fleets waited north of
GUADLLCINAL while your .curriers appronched, Our corriers were fomiliar
17ith position of your cacrier force the entire time ﬁltbough TRUK did not
have the information regearding posifien of our ccrrier force, Our force
hesitated nbout hov far south to go. The thlng that decided 1t was your
npurmch One of our-sccut pla nes.scoutlng on bearing 09LCT, S aw your
cnrrier force in the morning of the 26th, He as supnosec to scout 250
miles southeast and 100 miles north, e |

Did you have submarines in the vicinity?

I think they were farther south,

e

Do you know if any of your submarines £Orpedoéd any ‘of our ships?
I never heard,
Did vou have any report that your planes had damaged our carriers?

There was a report from the planes that an ENTERPRISE class carrier Qs
hit, maybe two, The reperts did not come in clearly.

]

Do you knowr if any imericoh earricrs were sunk?

We tere sure that one was sunk becnuse we saw it, but we didn't get com=
plete reports on the second corrier, Bectne less certrin while waiting
for reports that did. not come in,

Were ~ny of your pilots instructed to carry out suicide attacks ‘ot our
corriers?

No crders were given, but two of them on thelr omn initiative did so.

The eommander of one wing was one of those that mode o suicide dive-.
bombing attack,

“You scy o large formation. of bombers attacked in the 1fternoon of the

25th, but no hits were.mnde, is that correct? <« = ,

The statement is éorrect.

Did the 2nd and 3rd Flying Tleets come down the night of the 26th to. pur-
sue our ships?

Some of our fﬁSt Shiﬁs approachéd seene: of battle but turned back when
your burning carrier vas sighted

“hat were the plnne for establishing bﬂses in the SOLOMONS? "Tere viere
your principcl boses to be 18cated? |

R.BL.UL,

That —ere the »nlans of employment of GUADILCLNAL? i s
It was nn intermecdiate étep fofrgoing south. ;
What interrupted the completion o that"plﬁh?:

I think tF“£:Se“ 6rce ﬁnd.A{}'bebe of the UNITED STATES Navy. The fact

& wthﬂt Americans 1tndrﬂ and vers.. *ble to bolo_ﬁt GUADHIC“PAL

;Wblle tke umerlﬁzns held GU DuLC "L were Jopanesza Naval Pilots or Army
fnlr Foree Pl]Ota employe( in the r=ids at GULDALCLVAL? ~

nlrost ontlrely'N*Vﬂl fewr scout plﬁhes of the .Lrmy., Atbacking was done
- by ‘Navy Planes, Navy personnel came first and ‘ere land_bﬁéed;"ﬁfter
the sinking of the RUILJO, tkey ndded meore Fovy to them, - They ¢lso came

e bt

to BUK.. in September.,




TRAVSCRIPT_of Interroeathop {Commender OKUMTLL, Mngsteke, I7N)
Q. Why were the reenfordgments of GUADALCANAL sent down in small units instead
of one mass attack?

A. Didn't have enoug: landing barges to make a landing. The main point of
difficulty in our landing operations was the lack of landing barges.
noats and destroyers . were used for landings., But we didn't rave enough
hbarges to begin with, Had ple ty of big ships but not enough landing
craft, Damage from American plahes made it worse.

7. "hat battles did you consider the principal action in that SOLOMONS Cam=
"\aign? ; ..

A, We considered it all the same thing but most important was GUADALCANAL,
MUNDA, VELLA LAVELLA, EMPRESS AUGUSTA BAY.

Q. Dic the bombing of the SOLOMONS airfield affect operations?

f. They pot our field completely at MUUDA. We had about 20 planes there
which did a very good job in the first battle, but when they landed one
day to refuel they were done in by American fighters. Because of bombing
and strafing we couldn't repair or develop the field afterwards. We had
only one site at IUIDA. Te could only use KOLUEBAI'GARA for communication.
I was at BUIN the toughest part of the time. A% BUIM, at the beginning,
the Americans used too small bombs. Even-at the worst we were still ahle
in the .early days to continue to use the field because the bombs used viere
too small, o g A £

Q. What type planes droppecd the bombs? B

A, B-2,, B=25, B-17, and dive bombers. From Aupgust 1943 the big bombers
came over from RUSSEL ISLANMD, Some times we received five attacks in one
day. Because of the damage of BUIN at the end of iugust 1943, we alter-
nated betwween BALLALE and BUKA; and by September despite building of an
auxiliary field at BUIN, the POUGAINVILLE area became impractical for
2ir operations. 411 planes anc persounel retired to RARAUL, After tre
righter planes had left BUIN all resupply was practically impossible,

Q. Did the ground troops remain on BOUGAINVILLE?

.. Yes, the troops brought from GUADALCANAL went up to BOUGAINVILLE I<LAND
from all the SOLOMON ISLAI'DS, Remaining infantry troops sathered at BUIN,

Q. How diF they travel between the islands?

Le Januory 1943 by destiroyer. They evacuated GUADALCAVLL with 20 destroyers.
FUND.., REI'DOVA and VELLA LAVELLA troops were also evacuvated by destroyer.
The closer islands were evacuated by submarire and very small boats.

Q. Do vou know about any losses of any shins, for instance KINUGASL and
KIRUSHIMA,?

A. In November the HYEI (BB) received a PT boat torpedo, damaged rudder and
after completing eircumnavigation of SLVO ISLAND, twras bombarded by an
imericon destroyer or cruiser. A Japanese destroyer contributed to sink-

ing the HYEI., &lso she received damage from .merican destroyer and eruiser
bombardment and by bombing from Aimerican planes., KIRUSHINA also sunk. &

Q. Did the HYEI ro on to GUAD!LCLNAL to continue bombardment even though
camo.ged? ‘

L. Defore she sonk she was still shooting. The KIRUSHI!NL was sunk due west
of SAVQ ISLAI'D. Due to no air support the cruiser YURL was also sunk
about 25 October, It was near RABLUL, I think,

Q. Do you know anything about the early action around TULLGI in May 19427

A, No,
.-
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Q. Following the loss of: the SOLTIONS choin what wédre your nex_ lﬁnﬁ?,'

he Lfter the loss of the SOLCUMON ISLAI'DS, the Imericans.were o ble te attack
LPAUL with all types o“ plunes.,: Bechuse wahnd d1fflculty in sunﬁIV1ng

RLOLUL e took all the planes out: oP 1BAUL to TRUK about 21 rebruary 1944.
Tollowing the first Carrier Task Force ﬁttack upon TRUK,cbout 17 February
19/, by the .mericans,the airplane 1osses were heavy, so we flew all but
six planes to TRUK for reenforcements, Later about June or July, five
or six plenes at 2o time were flom from TRUK to KLVIENG ond the  [DVIR..L-
TY ISLANDS., In August ond Sentember 1643, I tras engaged in flight train-
ing neaor SIVG.PORE, therefore I did mnot know ~'hat happened in the SOLOMONS
at thot time. I om not sure of any other plans but I think we were look-
ing for some other arez in which to moke o defense., T

Q. "hot hoppened to ground personnel ot R/BLUL oncd TRUK?

Ls L. good many hod to stay. is many as possible vwere tAken.out.by'planes, ¢
flying boats and submarines to P/LAU and DLVLO, 4 1ot of them were - :
killed by Jlmericon bombing operntions at RAB&UL Mony aireraft mointenance
‘personnel killed from that recson, Later = operations tjere hompered |
beczuse too many skilled personnel stuck ot RABAUL unchle to‘get out

Qe ”hﬁt tybe oP bomblng do you consider the most e1fect*ve°.

Ae 8—945 17e most effective on lond boses, Becouse our fields vere few,
1t —as the size of bombs thot did the horm, Little ones didn't do much
horm. The number of crashes ottempting to land on camaged fields was very -
ereat after B=-24 rnids., In o ploce like RABLUL vhere there rere many fields,
big bombs were not such o determining frctor becouse we could land on an
cuxilioary field. Bombing effectiveness depends upon the. thrget The main
thing that bothered us in operation was havihg severcl fields hit at the.
s~rne time, lecving nothing to be used as ruxiliory. Cerrier ‘planes on a
snall islond 7ith small targets or ngrinst ships were most dﬂnnerous._ In
on isolated place like TRUK -rith-its many fields, carrier plcnes were most
fenred due to mecurcey ~nd repente” attocks, :herecs the heavy bombers
could only come one flight n~ d~y, Carrier plcnes -rould keep coming ~11
¢~y for severnl dnys. Ctrrier plenes ~lucys destroyed many of .our plones
~nd shisning which could not be ensily reploced, vherens heavy bombers
mostly'o*m“god ~irfields which vere reprirnble, A4lso some supplies.

Q. Wes the shi»ping in RIBAUL Herbor damiged by honbing?

.« The hig hombers did very little drmoge but the dive bombers did 7hatever
crmape s done to the shipping, There were meny ships sunlt in the hor-
bor by dive bombers. |

Q. Tlere -re wise in attocking the RABLUL ~irfields?

Lo Most distressing thing for us in o place like RABAUL wns to have the shipping
hombed, Hovever, that depends on the target, The worst 'rms attacking
the shipning wppro“chlng RiBLUL full of supplies,

Q. Werc the imeric~n night bombing ~ttocks effective on vour shore boses?

Lo The men becnme fatigued. Cut dovm fighting power,:'Didﬁft“hit much.

Q. Were you present 2ot any ports *here hmerlc.n Jlmnes mined the ha rbors?

Lo I wns nt RABAUL then thot wos done, At first they were not much of a
nuiscnece -nd donm-ge was minor, Inter they'vere serlous be0”use they in=-
terfered +rith the supply'qubmﬁrlnes ‘coning 1n. T -

Q. Do you knovr thy suomorinos were used to supwly instend of ﬁttnck° -

Le The vse of submorines wos not well done, Due to the loss of‘ ir bontrol
~nd shinning, the great length of supply lines committed our submnrines
to n policy of supply. The point is that there -2s no 2rec fully consol-
idnted cnourh to toke c~re of itself, None of the points were self de=-

_7-
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pendent. The use of. submorines come from.high‘aﬁthdrityfbﬁtiI'thihk;thé‘
Army insisted upon their use. S G P o _

Q. Do you know if airplanes were. scouting forgsubmafinés which'éank'thé. i
WASP in September 19427 | |

)

L. I don't kno: much about that, I "as on my 'y hone, but plons were for
that. In practice, communication between then was very bad.

—

Q; In early Merch 1943 our Air Forces pressed an attock on o large Japanese
convoy in the BISMARK SE.L. Do you know what losses the Japanese sustained?

* L. It is beine made up on FELF reports :If yov will excuse ne I'would'fither
‘ not t-~lk about it until later, =

Q. In the two battles of KULL GULF, 6 and 13 July 1943, ~hat were the losses?

A. Four destroyers were sunk, but I was ot RABAUL. Didn't hear full dét;iléi
The mein thing that showed up for us wns our bad rodor.

Q. hen was the radar first used on thé ti?ﬁianes?

L. First on plones at the beginning of 1942. After MIDVLY first on ships.
Q." When wos the first on shore?

L Little beforé jﬁly 1942.frhey;wére experiméntiné'with it before the ﬁ;r.
Q. Do you kno. anything ~bout nerial mining at KiHILI about June,: July 19437
ias NG,

Q. Did you hﬁve any plans to go back to BOUGLINVILLE after withdrawing?

L. No,7e couldn't supply it.

Q. What were your duties in September = October 19457

L. Came back to the Nnvy Gemeral Staff on 20 fLugust 1-st year,

Q. Were you on ~ction reports, current operations?

A, Yes,

Q. Could you sny what damage they thought t'ey inflicted on the UNITED STLTES
Third Fleet off FORMOSA on the 14, 15 October?

A. Not very occcurate reports, Most o the reports were from flight personnel
vho couldn't see very '7ell, They said they thought they had coused damage
to or sunk ten carriers. We thought back in the office that they nrobably
hnd doreserious drmage to only four, Pilots report optimistically. ‘e
put that stuff in the paper. ‘e thought in the of fice, and made plaons
accordingly, that the damnge inflicted was less and that they had only
seriously drmaged four or five carriers,

Q. Nid vou feel that you had seriously affected imericon strength?

A. e took the pessimistic view when moking plans, but nmade public the op=
timistic reports,

Q. Did you receive any information about imerican danage through rodio des-
Y 4 s g
patches?

A, Yes, During operations some of the ships we thought had been sunk begnn
sending out rndio signals, so we knew they were not sunk,

Q. Yag this done by troffic analysis, breckdo'm of code signs, or bre~kdotm
of the messcge?

.
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L. We figured thot certain'very*valﬁaﬁie'ships have o pnrticulaf'wdvérlength
~n@ therefore ve le~rned whot the wave lengths ere, ‘‘hen copmpnic;ting by

rith your own »lanes, e figured out hat corrier it C.S. SR sl _ .

NE

~ble to recognize oOur code signals?

Q. Were yocu

g & - N '
L) - ol 0 L]
: a et "

L]

e NO. ’
your higher cchelon plonning organization, their method of
~exccution “of ‘plohs and detelils of specific plnons
n throvgh this area. L4180 an overall breok- ,
tod ns the plans changec. This rnclysis
-nd the effects of our opero- *
. 5

6. e want o et

employment of plons,
throughout the entire compalg
dovm so this onalysis con be presen
should incluce -there the changes occurrec

tions on your planning.

. 1 -1l spe-k to o~ certain Captoin 2nd Ldmiral ~nd ~rronge to have this o B, g g

ia @
prepared for ou.
0. Do you cant o list of specific'questions svom me for them to prepare = . .. -

ansuers?

L. If I hod that,1t rrould help. , | . im0

A, In cddition 1o these questions, sould like certain peréonalitiés-tb'in-
1 det~ils of the subject notter presented to

terrognte to get ~ndditiona

fd

USe

id e

. That ill be submitted.
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