HEI&D QUI.\I{.T ERS
U.S. STRLTEGIC BOMBING SURVEY
(PACIFIC)
C/0 FOSTMASTER, SALM FRANCISCO

T'TERKOGLTICN NO, (USSBS NO, 112) Place: Tokyo
NAV NO, 28 Date: 23 October 1945

Divisicn of Origin: DNeval snalysis Division.

Subject: T10LYO »IR DEFENSE,

Perscrm.l interrcgated and background of each:

llajor TOGA, Hirsohi, IJA, & regular ofiicer cf the Japanese nrmy, was
attached tc the 57th Regiment in MANCHURL: in December 1941. Fron
January 1942 till November 1943 he attendecd the Lrmy Acacemy at LOYAMA,
He was instructor at frmy officer's schocl ct TOTOOK. from December 1943

to July 1944. He was staff officer of the 10th Lir Division from July
1¢44 tc present date. |

Where interviewed: MEIJI Building, Room 748,
Interrogator: Captein T. J. Hedding, USN,
Interpreter: Lt.(jg) R. P. RROUN, USNR.
L11licd Officers present: None,

SUMMARY

Iia jor TOG.L was interrogated to ortain informaticn on the Japanese arny
Air Defense cf the TOKYO Area, particularly against carrier-tased air attacks,
The 10th Flying Division of the Japanese Army [Lir Force was respensible for the
air deferse of the TCKYC Area., Its organigaticnal strength was 210 fighters -
and 12 obscrvation fichters, with a claimec orercticnel strength of about ©0%.
Defense tazctics called for a fixed defense in cdepth with tio outer lines of
defense with a finsl defense over TOKYO proper. During alerts reinfcrcements
were ordercd to TCKYO by the Lir Defense Commander of the EMPIRE Area, General
Prince HIG:ASHI - KUNI, The number cf reinforcing planes beirg determined by
this conmand.,

From February 1945 on, the number cof aircraft available for defense ce-
creased rapicdly due tc losses, comversion of aireraft types and shortage of
eviation gas. Towards the last of the war emphasis was placed con dispersal and
conservaticn with ccnsequent reducticn in effectiveness,

Report of losses are very unreliable cue to rbportuc destructicn of rccords,
Ma jor TOGA is attempting to obtain accuratb reports,
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TRANSCRIPT

Transeript of Interrogation (Major TOGA, Hiroshi, IJa)

—----—---------—_-

Q. Were you advised of the subjsect of this interrogation?

A. I heard about it,

Q. What Japanese Army Air Force org nization was responsible for the ailr defense

of the TOKYO AREA?

A. The responsibility for the air defense ot TOKYO was left up to the East Dis-
trict (10BU). Dircct Army Cemnand was under General TLNAKA, O.

Q. Vas the 10th Flying Division, which you joined in July 1944, part of this
organization?

A, They received their orders from TLVAKA. In Febrvary of this year they beeame

independent.

Q. "Vas the 10th Flying Divisien actvally engage® in the defense of TOKYQ AREA?

L. The Division actually participsted ir the defense of the TOKYO AREaA,

Q. "ho commanded the Divisien?

nding officer of the 10th Flying

A, Up until April of this yeer, the comma
In April of this year the command changed

Division was Lt. Gencral YOSHIDA, K.
to Lt. General KONDO, K.

Q. Are these tvo Generals still in the TCKXYO LREAL?

A. KOYDO is in the TOKYC AREA, and YOSHIDA 1s believed to be in CFINA and his
vhereabouts is not known,

ction Plans of the Japancse Army iir Force air

Q. Are you familiar with the Oper
end of hostilities?

defense organization from the period of 15 February until

L. I know only that with which my own command 1s concerned, that is the 1Oth
Flying Division.

Q. What other flyirg divisions wvere include¢ in the defense organization of the
TOKYO ARiA?

A. There was no other air division in the TOKYO AREA. There was a Naval Organ-
ization, however,

Q. Do you remenber the carrier air =ttack against the TOXYO AREA in February,
July and August of this year?

A. I remember them,

Q. What were the defense plans set-up by the air force orgenization for the
defense of the TOKYO AREA against carrier.-based pkne attacks?

A. Up until February of this year, when the com:and was under Lt. General YOSHIDA,
the pn for the defense of the TOKYO AREA against carriasr.based aircraft was
to meet the.enemy in the air and shoot them dowr . However, in April when KOuilO
became the Commending Officer, the plan was that they should not expend air--
craft unnecessarily in defense ageinst carrier-based r=ids, but should setup
a defense by using the AA guns to the fullest extent as possible, and at the
same time disperse their aircraft on the ground to minimize their losses.

Q. ﬂhere did they intend to seek air combat, over the TOKYO AREA or sttempt to
intercept raids prior to the arrival of the attacking planes?
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Trenscript of Interrogetion (Major T0GA, Hiroshi, IJA)
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A,

A,

Ao

Expect to have -ir battle within the TOKYO AREA. The ftrst line of defense
was built around CHOSHI, KATSUURA and SHIRAHANA, the second line of defense
was ot KISARAZU and CHIBA and the third line of defense was the =ir eoversge
of TOKYO proper.

Did the plen contemplate attacks on the American Carriar Foirce from which
thosc =2ir strikes were being launched?

My orgenizstion had no plesns for attecking.ﬂmer109n.GPrriersan 1 think

that it wes the responsibility of the First Air Army: als2, the Navy had plans
to stteck the American Carriers, dbut I don't know =nything sbowy that.

Uatil July of this year, the First Alir Army had no resl vlans fer =2ttacking
the Americen Carriers.

Whet mesans were provided for coordin-=tion with the Navy Air Defernse ¥orce?

The cooperation =2nd coordinstion with the Navy Air Defense was in sctusllity
that the N=vy defend beyond the first line of defense set-up by the Army and
thet the Army would cerry out the =ir defense over the land. The Navy,
based ot YOKOSUKA, KISARAZU and ASTUGI, was responsible for direct covey=age
of its own immedi=te area only. Liaison with the Army between the Army
Hesdquerters E=st District (TOSUGUN) and YOXOSUXA existed in the eventu=lity
~f an ottock. Until Februery of this year, both Army =nd Navy took to the
air when attacks were made. However, in July these plans, =s I hove already
stoted, differed. It is believed, however, thot the Navy carricd out at-—
tacks in the sir ageinst the American Fleet.

Wag therc » common Fighter Director Center for the employment of both Air
Forces? |

They operated independently, but there was lisison.

Whot were the sctual aerial tactics employed in intercepting sttacking =2ir-
¢rafth

The serizl t=ctics employed in intercepting attacking planes were th=t when
planes =pproached nne or between twn Army Dbases in the first dafense line, the
plancs =t those two beses would attack in full force ag=inst the incoming
planes. The plsncs in the secondsry defense line were in the =2ir, tut would
not attack unless planes got through the outer defense line. The same c=n be
said of the direct =ir cnversge of the TOXKYO AREA, that American planes which

penctrated the second=ry defense line were to be attacked by the planes per-
fyrming =2ir coverszge over TOKYO.

. Wos their primery terget bomber mlesnes.or escort fighters?

Bomber plenes were the primery target.

Whot was the sctusl operstional strength of the 10th Flying Division on
15 Februsry 19407

In the 10th Flying Division there there werc sbout 200 fighters and 12 obseyr—
veretion plesnes,

Was thatsuthorized strength or oper=tion=1 strength?

Tre orgenization strengsth cslled for =bout 210 vlesnes, I don't know about the
other.

What wos the normel svailsbility, in percentese, of operotional rleneea?

Gener=1ly 200 plancs.

You st=ted previnusly thet the 10th Flyving Divisinn wes the only defense Air
Division in the TOKYO ARBA +ith an =uthoriz~d strencth of sovproxim=telr 218

fightars. By this, do vou meen th:=t there were only 210 fighter plancs (Army)
avoilable for the =2ir defense nf the TOKYO AREA?
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A, Yes.

Q. Were other ALT nivisions ordered to reinforce

Ae

Qe
A

the 10th Flying Division during
air attacksl

Yes.

From whore and what strength?

Assistance in repelling incoming attacks was to be received from the Fighter
Pilot School at MITO, TOKOROZAWA and TAMA., These did not include, necessarily,

whole Air Divisions, but only certain flyinz units there. They came to help
us in Febru=ry.
Who dotermined the strength of reinforcement ordered in this particular areat

The air Defense Commender of JAPal who was His Majesty Prince HIGASHI-KUNI.

Was the 10th Flying Division 2ble 1o meintein
throus hout the remsinder of the war?

their operestionsl strength

In s2bout July, the
docre-se of avell-
ag some losses.

No, they were not 2ble to maintain 200 operatine plenes.
number of 2vailable plenes w=s 100. The reesons for the
ability was due 10 instollation of =rmament in planes as well

Were you able to maintsin the required number of pilots?

We woere sble to meintein sufficient number of milots for the number af nlsnas
e¥gilotle, but we crld not uae okl of the ~ilots becmuse of ‘the shdrtsce of
avi=tion T=so0line.

The lack of ovper-tional plenes then wos due to two re~sons; sctusl lack of
modarn comb=t tyme plenes 2nd lack of gosoline, Is that right?

Yes.,

Was the combat efficiency or calibre of the pilots meintained during this
periodt

The comb~t eofficiency of the pilots docressed becouse of the lacxk gf fuel Tor
troinins rurnoscs.

Were =vailsble spares =nd maintenance adequ=te?
No, the spsres were inqdequaje,'particulquy

og far ss encines were concerncd.

How =2bout maintensnce facilities?

In comperison with the kck of engine perts for the planes, repalr and main-
tensnce facilities were considered sufficient, However, the repair and

me intenance crews which were sufficient in number had been harriedly trained
and were not too skillful in their work,

Referrins to American Carrier Attacks on the TOKYO ARFA on the 16 =nd 17 Feb-
rusry, whet comb=t losses were substoined by the 10th Flying Division?

I »m not surc just what the comb=? losses during these two days were,
think thet it was about 30 plenes.

but 1

Who would know?

Other then myvself there =re two persons from the Staff of the 10th Flying
Division, one is =t TOEKOROZAWA =nd the other =t FUKUI. Major YAMAMOTA, Shigo
ig at TCXOROZAWA and Lt. Colonel MATSUMRA, Shizuma is at FUKUL.
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L of Interrogqtion.(Major TO0GA, Hiroshi, 1JA)

Transcrip
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Q. Were records kept of losses bY -

&, Yes, DU they have been destroyed.

Q. Who rrdored their destructiont

heir destruction ceme from Lt. Genersl KAWABE, Shozo who Was

A, The order for ¢t
Officer of the Air Army.

the Commanding

Q. Where are the copies of these recdrads’?
+ the Buresu of IHVESTIGATION

‘ht be obtained a

ege records milg
K1 CHOSABU) .

A, Duplicates of th
g and AWARDS (KOS!

far COMMENDATION

anes were destroyed OL

Qe Durlng the cerrier attacks, 16-17 February, how many ol

the ~round?

A. Approximately 10.
Q. What cam2£e€ was done to the installations 2% the fields?

A, Minor dameiCe.
ve effectivness of

wos the relatl
S from IWO JIMAT

vision coneider
Armv P-51 mlane

Q. What 3id the 10th Flyinc Di
« and Americen

carrier—besed fishter plane

v had 10

by the distence the
lons ¢ whereas

A, The P-0l1 WeT€ jecpprdized
therefore couldn't st= over the torcet very

could stey longer over the target.
Q. Which wyme of plones did the most demage UO the Japanese Air Force =nd 10

their fielad instellsations?
A. Demsge done DY P—51 minor, both in the =ir =nd on tho ground; whereas dam2&©
by corricr—based plancs w2s ~re=ter.

planes did the Japanesc fishter PI

Q. Which planes Or type of
chters in sir combat?

most effective conmbet {1
A, They considered the Fer carrier—based.planas ag mOs?y effecctlves.

Q. That 1s in comparison wWth P.51 =nd F4UT

A, I think thot is true.

~s did the 10th Flying Division havel?

G. What type of pl=n
th » one engine snd one vith a

ghters, TORYU: single
o3 HIEN. The Type

Two fishters (one wi
e fighters are nicht fi

A. Type Three fichters, Type
bove w2s cell

twoﬂengine). The two-engin
encine fighters were SHOXI. The Type Three =

One wes c2lled BEAYaBUSA.

Qe Wos 2ny revigsion of aefense toectice mede 28 2 result of the jnitistion of
carrier ottacks on the home isleands?
for the TOKYO AREA wes not chonged from Februsry On.

A. The Air Defense Pl=an
rsal of planes 10 prevent dsmage On ground bY ALY

G, DiE LShey sttempt 2ny Aispe

attacks?
in one particular C28¢C tre vy moved them four or five kilometers 2way fre

Q. What offect did this disparsel heve On the oper=ting efficiency as = fipgntil

force?
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(Ma jor -T_OG,A. Hiroshi, I1JA) |

Transcript of Interrogation
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their planee from ge%ﬂhw into the air. The principal object

A, It prevented .
d keep them from pecelving 2ny damge.

was to hide them 2n

Q. Then late in the war you tried to avoid comba t?

to hide our planes. 1t wes not that

A. Becsuse of previous demsge We Were forced _
nad been ordered 1o hide our planes.

vo didn't want to go in O fight, but we

Q. Then losses WEre not acceptablel

A, That is correct,

your pilots treined for the Smecizl

Q. During the letter period of the war were

Attsck Corps?

A, Yes,
Q. All of them?

A, No, not =11 of them,

Q. Who decided which group.of pilots would be treined for that type of operation?
A. They volunteered for 1% in the 10tk Flyiny Divieinn end treinin: wos

carried out for this Snecial Attack Corps.

Qe What did this troining consist of?

of fg Wth their bomb 1023 and a bit of naviga-—

A, They wracticed Indings °ond toke-
tion in cesc they had 10 £0 out to se=.

Q. Were thelr planes specislly equipned?
A, The only specisl equipment they h-d was to ettech bombs to fighters.

rs attached to your orgznizationt

Q. Whet was the normgl number of night fighte

called for one SEHTAI or 42 night fichters.
night fighters.

However,

4. The organization plan
they actually hed only 25 or 26

Q. Did you consider them to be effectivel

A, They owmerated sntisfactorily a2gainst the B-29s.

Qe What dc you mean satisfactorily?

A. They shot them down.

Q. In the total loes of meroplenes, whet percentare Were overstional lasses?

A, About 2/% were lost in combet.
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