' HEADQUARTERS &E RESTRICTED
U. S. STRATEGIC BOMBING SWWVEY
(PACIFIC)
APQ 234
C/0 POSTMASTER, SAN FRANCISCO
INTERROGATION MO 374 PLACE: TOKYO
Jap Intell Neo 29 DATE 17 Nov 1945

Division of Origin: Japanese Intelligence Section, (-2, USSBS.

Subject: Procedure and functions of Aviation Unit of Section
Five, Naval General Staff, %3 Department.

Person Interviewed and Background:

TAKITA, N., Commander, IJN.

1932: Graduated from Naval Engineering School at MAIZURU.
1932-1940(May): Duty aboard CHOKAI, IZUMO, YAGUMO and SORYU.
1940(May): Sent to Boston as a language officer and studied
engineering at Harvard.
1941(Nov): Sent to BRAZIL as Assistant Military Attache,
1942(August): Returned to JAPAN,
1942(Sept): Became Staff Engineering Officer of DesRon One.
1943(July): Became Staff Engineering Officer for CruDiv Eight.
1944(Jan): Joined OPFAMA Air Group as training officer. This
label was a guise to permit the Commander to study
aviation engineering.
1944(July): Became Stoff Engineer and Merintenance Officer of
CorDiv 4(IST and HYUGA)
1945(Merch): Attached to Naval General Staff.
1945(June): Placed in charge of "D" unit(aviation) of Section
Five(Rear Admiral TAXEUCHI), 24 Department Naval
General Staff.

Where Interviewed: Meiji Building.

Interrogators: Lt. Comdr. WILLIAM H. BOTZER, USNR
Lt. Comdr. F. SHACKELFORD, USHR

Intervreter: L., OTIS CaRY, TUSHR
Allied Officers Present: Wone

Summary:

Commender TAKITA spnent 18 months just orior to the outbreak of
War in Boston during which time he studied engineering at Hervard.
In November 1941 he left for BRAZIL where, as Assistent Militery
Attache, he combed Americen newsvapers =nd magazines for useful

information until the Japenese Embeassy in Brazil wes closed late in
January 1942.

When, two months before the War ended, he beceme the efficer in
charge of unit "D"(rviation) of Section Five, 3d Department, he con-
tinued the orogram of this subldivision--reguler estimates of U.S.
Navy eir strength on both c-rriers end land bsses. None of his 15
reserve officers wes specially trained for the job.

The main sources of information relied upon by this aviation
unit were news broadcasts from San Francisco #nd call siens found
in crashed plenes. Crews of crashed planes, both Army eand Navy,
were interrogated, but almost no us~ful informetion resulte
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R.1. Are vou a flier?

A. No,

Q.2. You spent some time in U.S. How long were rou there?

A. Fighteen months in Boston from May 1940 to November 1941. I
studied englneering at Harverd, heving been sent by the Nevy. Our
Embassy made the necessary arrangements,

d.3. And you were in BRAZIL, toe?

a, les, Trom 3 Uecember 1941 to 3 July 1942. I wes Assistant Naval
Att=che until the Embassy wes closed a2t the end of January 1942,

QR.4. Vsen you joined the Neval General Staff in March 1945, you
were i fart "D" of Section 5 of the 34 Devertment?

A. Yes, TFifteen officers were in "D! with responsibilities di-
vided thus! 3 worked on planes, 3 on dispatches, 3 on radio news,
2 on Xuropeen questions, 1 on CHINA, and 2 on Order of Battlo.
They were Reserve Ensisns end Lieutensnts (jg). I was the only
reguler. These officers hed no previous speciclized treining be-
sore joining the Section. Some were estsblished in economics =nd
w5 but most of them were just out of school. They hed no troin-
122 in mechénicrl engineering.

~.9. Why were you chosen s head of the Section?

A, Isr no other reecson then thet I had spent 18 months in the U.S.
and was an engineer,

4.6, Whot wag the relation between vour®Seetin end the comp=zrable
Army one?

a, The Sixth Section, 24 Division did the s~me work in the Army but
we did not work or confer with 1it.

R.7. How did vou work with XKOKU HOMBU?

£, We sent them raw meteriel without vrocessing or evaelusting it,
It wes mailed to the general affeirs Section of KOKU HOMBU,

Q.&. Whet were the sources of inform-tion for erch subdivision of
vour Section?

4. (1) Redio news crme from 3d Depertment and DOMEI.
(2) Magezines end news rrticles from neutrsl sources.
(3) Ceptured documents from downed nl-nes.
(£) Interrogation of Prisoners-of-Wsr,
(5) Disprtches from the field.
I wag only in the Section tre lost 2 months of the war, but 1l
think the sources of information were the same earlier.

i I rv"

Of these sources, which wes the most useful?
£, Rrdio news.
Q.10. Whet rr~dio news helved you most?

4, Sen Frencisco short wete broedcests. These were general news
brosdc-sts on which we besed our stotistical studies.

Q.1L. Did you sccept 2s true these Sen Frencisco brosdcrsts?
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Interrogetion of Comdr, TALITA, N.; ILJN (contd)

A, We falt ther wore pedded end based ounr conclusions on &n rnelysis
of reccrds kevt over » long time.

2.12. How mich did you believe the figures were p~dded?

a. In general we thousht they were doubled.

’

13. Wes the greestest effort of the 15 Officers in you Sacticn
oleced on the study of these broesdecrats?

QR.14. How would you use the trenscrints of news suoplied vou by the
3d Department end DOMEI?

A, We would compere the broeodcast figures with figures we knew, such
~8 tie numher of planes we counted on the rrids described in your
broadcests,

2.15. after vou cormoleted vour studies ond mnde your snelvsis whet
did ¥ou do with veour revnorts?

A. Ve turred them in to the Chinf of the 5th Section who turned
them in to the henrd of the 34 Derneortments.

.18. We would like to heve copiea of these renorts.
A, Thov heve been burned.,

Q.17. ¥We found some documenta, IJN, ot KOFU, Do you think any covies
of your reports mey be includod smeng thom?

A, No,
R.18, Were spocifice r-quests mrde to you for particulser studies?

A, Yes, on infrequent occeslions. Thev nmight ask us, for instence,
the Allied plene str nath 2t 2 perticuler bese,

Q.12. Who mede such requeosts?

A. The Staff of the Combinnrd Floet, ZHeoursts were usuelly nrda ~nd
often anewered by telephone,

2.20. On what did vou bese your estimetost?

A, The number end size of fields, the U.S. Units besed 2t the field,
and our knowledge of the number of planes —ouw hed in vour units.

Q.21., 2id rou keep reguler up-to-date ecstimetes of Allied nlanc
strenczth on verious braes.

A, Yrs, wo mado monthly estimetes and i this woy we kept our figurcs
roviaeo,

Q.22. In making those oetinetes how did yvou =now what units wo
nee on vnet fields?

s, oen Frencisco broedersts end use of c2l)l signs picked up in
croshed 2lenes,

Q.23. You m'en thet you got the nemes or numbers of U.S. Units on
rerticular firlds from San Frenclsco Brosdceasts?

A, o got theat data from call sirne:the crasn=d plencos wonid
so.ictimes heve the csll signs of fislds &s well s the cesll signs
of air groups.
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Q.24. How meny fields were there on TINIAN?

A. Commender YOKURU, my predecessor, would know. I don't remember.

Q.25. You heve been teliking about land bes~d strength. Did you
a1so estimete enemy strength besed on carriers?

A, Yog.

Q2.26. In October or Novemb-r 1941, how many plenes did you estinnte
the U.S. Navy had? You were in Boston 2% that time.

A. I didn't know end mede no estimete,
R.27. At the close of the Wer how meny plenes did you estimete the
U.S. Navy could operatc? How many operetional B-29s did vou think

the U.S. Armv hed in the Pacific?

A, 3,500 Nevy planes
900 B-29s

Q.28. How meny B-29s did you estimate were being produced monthly
ot the ond of the War?

A, 150-200

Q.29. TFrom whet sources did you bese your estimatoes?
A, TU.S. newspepers,

Q.30. Which pavers?

A. Yot pepers. News broesdcests.

1. You sre an enginecr., Did you study the technicel features
verformence of enemy plenes?

o
3

A.  KOKU HUMBU and YOKOSUKA technicel group wcre responsitle for
such informetion. WYWe got nothinz from then.

0
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S. Whet ship were you cn in the Second Bettle of the Philippines
7

n

A. HYUGA. We hed no plenes. I wes engineering and St~ff meinten-
~nce officer of Cer Div Four,

Q.33. &t OPPAMA did you study eirersft engines?

A, Yecs. My job wes to scquire enough informetion to ensble me 1O
sorve =8 o staff engineering officer on Csr Div Four.

N.34. Wh-t in vour opinion was the best U.S. fighter plene?

A, P51

0.35. Whet did you consider the best Jepenese fighter vlenef

A. SHIDEW (George II).

N.36. What new Jepenese vlenes were plenned 2t the end of the Wer?

A. I did no work on such plenes myself, but I knew we were develop-—
ing = jet propelled plene.

Q.27. Did you think the U.S. wes interestod in jet propelled plenest
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A. We knew of the P-80 from your news releases and were waiting
tor 1%,

R.38. What d4id you think wrs the state of development of the Atomic
Bomb ?

A. I knew nothing about it.
Q.39. We want to know a2bout your work in BRAZIL.

#. 1 got there on 3 December 1941 snd War broke out on 7 December
h 1941. Until I left for JAPAN on 3 July 1942, I was confined, once
P the Embassy was closad at the end of Januoary.

Q.40. What were your dutics before the Embassy closed, your duties
from 3 December 1941 to the end of January?

A. Collecting information from American magazines and newspepers,
Q.41. Whet sort of dets did you get from these sources?

A. Ship sinkings, riots in Celifornia, ete. I would underline the
imortent things in red and pess them to the Navel Attache.

Q.42. What were your instructions unon revorting to BRAZIL?

A, I hed none,
R.43., Whe wss the Naval Attache?

A. A YVevy Captein. I forget his name. I was a Lieutenant then.

Q.44. What sort of reports did the Attache meke and to whom did
he send them?

4. Reporte were sent by dispatch to the Navy Ministry. I don't know
their nsture.

Q.45. Did you aid in interrogeting prisoners at the end of the War?
A. Yeg.
Q.46. What questions did ynu cak then?

A, I 2sked them to what unit they were attached, where they were
b~sed, and what their strength was.

Q.47. How meny times were vou t OFUNA for interrog-tions?
" A, Three %to four.
Q.48. How many Prisoners-of-War did vou query?

A, 20-30, 1 questioned the new arrivels, including both Army and
- Nevy,

Q.49. How manv of the 20-30 were officers, how manyr enlisted men?
A. I don't know. I qucstioned more officers then men., I don't

know their renks. One was a reguler Navy Commander. Mostly they
were junior Army Officers.

Q.50. Did they tell vou their units end where thev were located?

A Yaou.
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Q.51. How did you get information frdm them.

A, Just interrogeted them.

N.52. And they answered vou questions?

L%

A. Yos, the routine ones.

Q.53. And whet would vou do to make them snswer questions that were
not routine?

i. Nothing. They almost never had reelly useful informetion and
we were not too interest~d in prisoners. There was not enough re-
spact for intelligence by the Jepenese, Personnel were supplied
haphazardly and they were untrsined. There wes no system and not
mich of an audience in high places for intelligence once it was

obtained.
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