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HEADQUARTERS _
U.S. STRATEGIC BOMBING SURVEY
(PACIFIC)
C/® POSTMASTELR, SAN FRANCISCO
INTERROGATION NO, 238 PLAGE: TOKYO
Jap. Intel, No. 1 DATE: 1 November 1940.
Division of Origin: Japanese Intelligence Division.
Sub ject : ORGANIZATION AND OPERATION OF JAPANESE ARMI INTELLIGENCE
ACTIVITIES.

Personnel interrogated and background of each:

It. General ARISUE, Seizo, was Chief of -2, Army
Genersl Staff from Auguet 1942 untll the end of the war.
An eutline of the vposte held by General ARISUE follows:?

1917 - Commissiened as 2nd Lt

1921 -~ Promoted to lst Lt.

1925 ~ Performed minor duties at G.H.Q.

1928 — Was sent to Italy for military study in Italian
Army War Sollege.

193] — Promoted te Major. Coemmander of Battalion.

1972 — Private sceretary of Army Minister.

1935 -~ Assigned to duties in the War Ministry.

1036 —~ Military Attache to Romo as Lt. Col.

1038 - Adveneed to rank of Col.

1939 —~ 6 monthas, Chief of Staff Section, Army Ministry.
6 months, member of North China Army Staff.

1941 — Major General, Vice Chief of North China Army Staff.

1942 - July, assigned to G.H.Q.
mucuet, mede Chief of G-2, Army General Staff.

1945 — March, Lt. Gencral, G.H.Q., reprasentative with
Atsugl end Yokohsema Comnissions. '

Nota: Sinee the occupation Lt. General ARISUE has been the
senior military member of the Japanese Imperial army
and Navy Lisison Committee.

Wnere interviewed: Office of Lt. General ARISUE.

Interrogator:! Lt. Comdr. T. M. CURTIS
Lt. Comdr. Wm, BOTZER

Interorcter: Lt. (je) SCRIBEER W. Mc GOY
Lt. OTIS CARY
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SUMMARY ¢

The 2nd Division (Interlligcnce) of ‘the army Genoral Steff war
organized as follows: |
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The arca army had sn intelligence scction and each single army
wes assizsned a full-time intelligenee cfficer. Below the single army
ochelon intelligence functions were performed by a »nert-tine intelligenee
offlcor. '

The specialists in intelligenece and those nssiened on a nart-time
basis recoived specisl trainine at the wer college bofore being assigned
to ficld units. Some were brought back for further training and were then
roassisned as intelligcence svecialists. The army a8 a whole thought little
of intclligence indoetrination. There wes to~ much emphasis orn training
on the difficult asnects of the work, code work, etc., end not encugh
on general intelligence training. Aooroximestely 100 offiecers were
assigned to the Intelligence Division of tho Army Genernl Staff.

It wes the function of tho Intelligence Division to collect
information frem all sourees, anelyse it, and make recommendations to
tho scctions responsible for oprrations vlonning. These recommendations
in many instances were not followed,

The sourees of information upon which the Intelligence Division
b-sed its recommendations in order of reliability end uscfulness weres

Jananese re-~orts from the front linos on actual conditions.
Communiertions intercention.

. Newspeners and magazines.

. Prismners of war and canturcd documents.

o> O O+

There was an exchanzo of snecialists ard technical advisers
botween the Janerese enl German Embegsics, but they made no contribution
to the work of the Intelligenec Division. Very little intellizence data
was received from the Garmans =ni this by dismetch exclusively.

Disseminetion nf information t5 the ficld wes accormlished by
1ispeteh when it was of en urgent owerational nature. Weekly 1intelli-
cence summeries were nublished snd distributed by air both at hoge and
to ficld unrits., Intelligence broesdcasts in code transmitted to units

afield were judeod an effective and successful maans of disseminating
infnrmation.
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According to General ARISUE, estimates of allied strength and intentions
was poor for the following reasons!

1. The Japanese underestimated U,S. capabilities in supplying its forces.

<, Jdpanese aerial reconnaissance was poor,

3. The United States was able to build airfields quickly on islands
thought by the Japanese unsuitable for landing strips.

Conditions of intelligence functions between the army and navy was
poor, The Chiefe of the two departments met once a week at Cabinet
briefings held on Saturdays, and there was some exchange of information
between subordinates, but in the opinion of General ARISUE, planned liaison be-
tween the army and navy intelligence departments was non-existent.

Failure of the Japanese high command to appreciate the importance of in-
telligence resulted in assignment of inadequate personnel in terms of number

and ability. This resulted in an inferior army intelligence organization
according to General ARISUE,
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TRANSCRIPT OF THE INTERROGATION

Describe the organization of the Guee 2 Genéral Headquarters,
G-2 was organized generally as follows: ' )
Chief of Gencral Staff
Deputy Chief of General Staff

end Division
Lt Gen ARISUE

M__..—___l "

dth Section b6th Section 7th Section
Europe America China
Soviet Rugsia South America and Manchuria
Possessions
England
India

How did this organization function in gathering information and dissemina-
ting it to other organigations?

During the war, the method of gathering information with regard to America
and England can be divided into the following: The reports from our own
front lines, gained from actual combat through communications interception
and from our communications units. ZXspionage revorts were nil - no good.
The rest of the information was gained from newspapers, magazines, such as
Life, and Time, that fell into our hands, enemy radio and American reports,
official reports. These were the sources.

When you speak of espionage reports being nil, do you mean those received
were of no value, or do you mean that you received nonet

The Japanese esvionage system was extremely voor, The main reason for this
boing our comnlete lack of preparation for war with the U,S, and lack

of placing of men in positions, We tried through what men we had in
Argentina, Brazil, and China and through the embassices and consuls there;
But this nethod was not very successful, Generally, oreparation in the
country faced more towards war with Russia than the U,S,

Was there any organized system of information gatuering through the steam-

ship lines and your whole system of ocean transportation to various coun-
triest?

Even with the use of steamship lines it was poor because of the lack of

contact men, What we got from the people that came back on the exchange
ships was general information, and we also checked on the papsers, docu-

ments, pamphlets that they had been allowed to bring back,

You mentioned communications interception as being a source of information.
How was this useful? What form did it take?

Generally, the results were not gond. The direction of your commnica-
tions was established; that is, the location and the quality, also call
initials, and call letters. We also checked the great number of prepar-
atory comminications orevious tn B-22 attack, and interplane commnications.

Concerning the call letters of ships? D24d you have those identified so
you could tell what shins were asimply by call letters?
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We were not able to identify the individual shin from the call letters,
It was more a matter of identifying c¢nncentrations of ships and move
ments, One that came in very well, "BAMS" (Broadcasting Allied Merchant
Ships), was received very well and from them we estimated quite well the
concentrations at San Francisco, and Hawaii,

You described a nuster of sources that wefe useful to you, which were
the most accurate, reliable, useful of those you listed?

Most accurate of all were the reports from the front lines, the direct
reports of actual conditions. They were considecred to be reliable and
accurate during and after the conflict. As for the air losses, though,
the one defect was the habit of reporting enemy losses as high and own
losses as low always, The reason for this was that several reports
would come in from Japanese flyers with regard to the one enemy plane,
and (2) the lack of reports on damage to planes. The major losses
were given but considerable damages were not reported. We could ce-
timate from this side the actual conditions by checking the large or-
ders for parts and spares that came in. This was merely an estimated
figure that we had to rely on. It was a very ulifortunate way of
doing things, That was a definite defect.

By whom was the front line information gathered?

Bach unit has its intelligence representative. The area army has its
intelligence section unit and then the army has its intelligence units,
and within the army the divisions, battalions have their units, The
report of a loss to a small unit would come first to the unit commander
who would give it to the intelligence representative who would send

1t back uo his lines., Then it comes finally back t»n General Headquarters
where we assemble all reports and get a picturce of the whole situation,
General Headquarters doesn!t have a direct connection with the intelligen-—
ce man in a small unit, The revports are gathered orogressively into lar-
ger and larger units on the way up and finally reach Genoral Headquarters,

You mention intelligence representatives. Are those representatives em-

ployed full time in intelligence work or do they have other duties as
well?

Down to the army echelon we have been having the full time intelligence
nfficer, The single army is the smallest unit that has a full time
intelligence officer, Anything below the army divisions have men on
part time duty. Recently, with the lack of men, we have found even
in the army the intelligence officer carries other duties and also snne

island units tkat previously had a man doing that exclusively have givan
him additional dutics,

How are these intelligence officers trained, first the man who has full
intelligence duties down to the army echelon, secondly the men below
the army echelon?

- The initial plan, the initial method, was to use graduates of the War

Gollegze for intelligence work as G~2, These men received training

from the 2fficers within G~2, Later on, with the lack of manpower, they
took in even those who were not graduates of the school. They received
indoctrination with regard to the importance of intelligence, enemy plans,
war ships, equipment, This was generally insufficient in my own mind,
Another method was to return the forward intelligence officers back to

Generaly Headquarters for training and then send them out again for ad-
ditional training,

With regard to the training of intelligence representatives, do you
refer only to those down to the army echelon of command or does that
apply also to some of the penple in the lower cchelons below army,
that is the division, battalion, and company?

238=5




 § [ {

The specialists in intelligence and those carrying »ther duties were
trained by General Headquarters initially befors going Hut, but those
coming back for further indoetrination usually resulted 1in the specialists
alone! that is, the men who were attacheas as far down as the army,

In 1942 it became impossidble to get these men together for the indoetrine~.
tion meetings. Previous to 1943 and before that it was possible, In
1943, I remember that it was not possible for the men in Rabaul and New

Guinea to come to the meetings,

Am I correet in understanding that the people below the army command als”
received special training when that was possible.

Yes, when that was possible.

Are there any other schools and training establishments for intelligencs
officers oth.r than the War College? '

No, there were no others as far as the army is cnncerned,
Tell us something about the navy system of training intelligence officers?
As far as I knnw, they are generally the same, the training facilities.,

Were both Army and Navy intelligence officers trained in the War College

The Navy method and the army method were the same generally. I believe that

the indoctrination waspossibly easier in that the navy work was less 1n
scope that the army's, The navy men were probably better than the

army because of their more technical, factual trainineg in technical lines,
The navy communication was definitely better than the army!s. When the
men in the front were not ablc to return for the additional bonks and
documents and pamphlets,tthey wera sent to them, but thia was not very
successful because of the great length of time which elapsed in receiving
these pamnhlets, etc.

Generally speaking, there was not enough intelligence training in the
army., I advocated a great de=1 more, I Believe one of the maln reasons
for defeat was a lack of sufficient intelligence on our part. The

army as a whole thought little of intelligence indoctrination, contrary
to my own beliefs, I pointed out continually that there were many
failures through a lack of gond intelligence as 10 the enemy. There
was too much cmphasis on difficutl intelligence work, code work, things
of that sort, and not enough emphasis on overall general intelligorsc
training,

The army considered that the training received in the War CGollege was
sufficient to take care of the general part of it and-then givet them

o little more of the technical and thought that would be sufficient,

but I myself believe that there was not encush time given to general

intelligence work,

As an example, when a report came in that three transports left Calif-
ornia Jamuary i, I actually had to teach these men thoat it was necessary
tn check the speed and the possible direction and make a further check
and trv to find sut where they were., It was aimole basic things like
that which were lacking in the training, Another example was your
landing on Lai, September 4, 1943, An American officer, dead, was
found, and your landing plans and maps were found in his pocket. But
until the operation was over, this information was not given to General
Headquarters, Whether the local intelligence rfficer gn it late or what
havnened I don't know—-anyway, it dicd not come up. The reasnon for this
lack of basic intelligence training was the rclatively successful
operations in China without intelligence. Though lnsses were high, we
were succeesful, There was a feeling non the part of the General Army
of ficers that intelligence was not necessary. The necessity was nont
felt, and then, when the war with the U.S5. began, we found ourselves

238~6




A,

L}

|

in a position where you had no actual lines, that is the war was in the
air, on the sea, and We had no matorial lines of communications and then

we had no intelligenae plans.
Where did the navy intelligence @fficers train?

I think at the Naval War College, but I suggest that you ask my countcére
part in the Navy.

Were the arﬁy intelligence representatives always of ficers or were
enlisted men engaged in intelligence dutiean?

Just officers.

How were the nfficers sclected for this &uty? How did you decide that
an officer should be assigned tn intelligence dutiest?

I think it is fair to say, by and large, the dregs were thrown into the
intelligence service. There was no way of choosinz. Since I joined
Imoerial General Headquarters, I made a point of at least trying to get
English speaking men in on the American war and thosc who had snme
ability in Chinese into the Chinesc war. At first we were drafting

many men with diplomatic, commercial and econnmic backgrounds who had

o certain amout of commercial background, and I tried to, and succeeded
in petting a lot of them assigned tn duties under G-2 at Gencral Head—
quarters, and also, in turn, sent them out forward., For instance,

in the early days of the China incident, we had no sense of intelligence,
we had no sense of the need of intelligence because the fighting went
pretty well and we did very mich as we wanted and so intelllgence wes
not of prime concern, and by the time it got to be a prime concern, it
was too late: we had not made enough adjustments, By and large, in al-
most any unit »f army size, not down as far as divisions necessarily,
but army corps size at least, the main track is from the Chief of Staff
to the Operatione Officer, and the Overations Officer is usually senior,

The G-2 officer is next, the supply next, bdut the main linc runs betwe.-n
the Chief of Staff and the Operations officer and that is wherc most
thinge are decided. They support operatinns and operations pretty much
dotermincas. G-l is operations in the Japanese srganization. G-2 1is
intelligence. G-3 is Supply and Transportation, There was a time

when the G4 sectinn dealt with administrative matters, personnel,
history and s~ forth, but it has larpely been eliminated. The Operations
of ficer, by and large, would write up most operations orders and he
would take into account the G2 gection estimates as to the conditions
of the enemy at the time, but he woulad incorporate that as he saw fit

a good majority of the time, There was alss another reason for not
building up a good intelligence section. By and large, the Intelligence

af ficers were pretty ponr orade and there were instances where intelligence

should have come in before or during an engagemcnt OT operation, but all
ton often it would come in too late or even aftcr the issue had been
decided. The people who did the planning zot in the habilt of thinking
»f G-2 in genecral as a pretty undenendable organization.

As the war wore on, we became more and more aware that we had to im-
prove G-2 and so we started putting Qperations Officers intn» G-2 becausc
Operations officers were better gradc, also, in turn, putting intelligence
of ficers into operatinns; interchanging them, trying to build un G—-2
that way. But decisinns still werc made by omcrations because mast of
the operations nfficers were the ones that carried the most weight in
G—-2: starting in 1943, through my efforts, we werc able to re-allot
personnel whom I was ablec to train here at Imperial Headquarters, sending
o00d Chinese specialists to China, good English speaking men against
America to the South. That was in 1943, I was able to get thls progran
underway and it succecded not only in getting ~ut into China some of my
onnd men here, but also in getting good men tco return to Imperial G.neral
Headquarters.
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Not only did I send the G—~2 men forwardy, but I also made special effort to
send them to Operations sections to get the G-2 point of view across and
to get the Operations point of view back to G-2.

You have told how Intelligence Officers were trained and sent out to the
echélone command down to army echelon. Were any of the Intelligence

Officers who were sent out responsible directly and only back to General
Headquarters?

No, we thought of it but by and large, because of problems of chain of
command and the problcems of various theater commanders, we never g0t
around to it. We assigmed them directly to theaters and armies.

Approximately how many people were assigned to Intelligence duties at
General Headquarters in the G-2 Sectiont

About a hundred officers. It increased and decreased at various times.
At the beginning of the War?

There were probably less then. I was not in control then.

A report is received that three transports left California, Througsh what
channels did you receive that information?

The initial repnort was gotten through the BAMS (Broadecasting Allied
Merchant Shins), from California. Reports »f movements through Gibral-
ter and Suez, usually came in newspapers or general information; and
also through Germans in the embassies, consuls, legations with regard

to America. These reports were given to sur advance units immediately.
They tnok a long time in gettine around to understanding that they
should track these vessels as best thoy could, try to estimate these
vessels, and prepare for a possible attack, We had a great deal of
trouble in indoctrinating our men in these basic methods. This got
progressively better. Another example was the movement, formations,

and flizhts of your planes, We had to indoctrinate our forward
intelligence officers with regard to common sense in statistical
analysis of possible operations, that is, analyzing the number of ob-
servation planes and their movements, further too, after the observa-
tion vlanes come and go, recording the number, and using common sense
analysis of your movements. Using judgement would result in anticipa~
tion of a definite movement on your part. As regards the use of the
natives, the advantages to us of treating them vell was seemingly over-
looked in many of the early days, the result being that the natives

gave you information rather than to ua. Another gource that can be men-—
tioned in addition to those mentioned above is the reports that we had
coming in from Germany. We got a great deal from Germany, most of this
with repard to U,S. forces in Europe and not to home conditions. I don't
think that Germany knew a great deal about actual conditions in the U,S,
They exchanged information with regard to air forces within our ~wn
areas, Japan and Germany. The reports eenerally from Germany were such
that we could not estimate correetly or judge conclusively the actual
U,5, war effort conditions at all, |

Forr what period were you Chief of G-27
From August 1942 until the end of the war,

Describe the method of processing information that came into General
Headquarters. What was done with 1t7

Some information was worked on immediately, some a little bit later.
Information that needed to be expedited, of a vital operational char-
acter was worked on immediately. For examnle let's say a B-29 isa
revorted approaching from India.

238-8




Q.

A,

-
'

Immediately to Singapore and Nanking word is passed, by dispatch »f
course, so that they ean get it to China and Singapore and sn forth,
Then, weckly summarics were gent; the information up to Friday was
sent on Saturdays ahd this information, by and large, dealt with the
war in the CBI, the Rabaul war, and a little of the German war and a
little of the homeland air assaults.

Did you provide for the disseminatis-n of backeround material resulting
from this inflow of intelligence material through publicationst

Up until the Mariannas fell, we also sent out weckly resumes about

the conditions and character of the immediate fighting, not much research
material. This was sent tn forces in the homeland by air because we could
reach anywhere in the homeland by air overnl.ht. Japanese communications
were very poor. In addition the summarics were sent to forward areas

but they would zet there a go2d deal later,

How were they sent.

By air. After the Mariannas fell, we had sur hands too full. Publications
of the summaries dropnad off to three times a month instead »f weekly.
Because 7f the naper shortage we had to restrict our distribution towards
the end., At the beginning of the war, troops afield, esveciallv the
Headquarters G-2 units in the ficld, had a g00d deal of spare time and
they lik%ed to 1lnnk over all the information they could get. Later the
troops, the gZarrisoning troops, were busy consnlidating territories -
they had taken and did not have much time to worryv abrut othicy things,

As the war increascd in intensity and egathered rowomtum, they becane

more and more eoncerned with everything that was going on, both Head-
quarters sections and troops, and it became a problem to supply them

with as much information as they needed, We failed in this because

»f the naper shortage and congestion at home, In the beginning, when

the war with the U.S., was going well, troosps received information from
the newspapers. The newspapers were sent to troops in the field 8o there
was not a great deal of need for a wide variety of sepecial intelligence
data., About radio communications, in order to encode here and decnds at
various army arca headquarters and then for them to work un a summary
sncoding that and sending it along to subordinate units tonk so much time
and was 87 much trouble that there was a complaint to the effect that
there was no reas-n tn disseminate information other than the information
of that theater t12 lower units,

The rest took t0o much trouble, and tnn» much time, We initiated a program
of news intelligence broadcasts to trnopns in the field at certain times
sver certain stations, that would give all units as much information as
possible 89 we wouldn!t have t» disseminate sn much material. I think
that these broadcasts were extremely effective in disseminating intel-
lirence., The broadcasts were transmitted in code,

Did you have any radio transmission or receptisn difficulticse?

Yes, we had a preat deal »f difficulty. Because of the inefficiency »f
operators, for nne thines; because »f priority, messages on the wires fnor
annther. We worked out a system of staggerine these intelligence mes-
sages and civineg them in five varts for 15 minutes beginning on the hour
sn that we would send the first »f five parts and then send priority
megsazes £or 45 minutes between intelligence broadcerts.

What procedure was used in estimating U.S, strength, U,S, losgses, and
U.S. intentinne for operational purposes?

We broke up the analysis into threc main factors (1) the Enemy air,

land and sea power (2) topography and weather »f the area under question
and (3) Japancse strength in the area. Research was c-nducted,

Sometimes we would even have war games and then work nut, after further
regearch, the probabilities, a, b, and c,, etc,

238-9




I i

Q. How reliable and acourate did you find those methods 0 be in the light of
war experience?

é

A, 1% was poor for the frllowing reasonst! We continually under—estimatec the
sffectiveness of your supply, and reconnaissance was poor, We couldn't
break your codes at all, and the fact is that the sea was an unknown
gquantity. It B~29's would come from China to raid Japan we could pick
them up. Somenne would nick it up along the line and send warning or if
they would go from India to Singapore; somebody would send warning be-
cause they would have to g» overland, Bub wvhen operati - ns would come from
across the asea we had no previous warning, Intelligence would be very
little. Another reasons was youyp ability to build ajirfields on islands
that we had passed up as impossible for airfields. You would land, take
over, and in two weecks be operating.

A, You mentionedearlier that there was congiderablesTou sver reporting
or nver nptimism in the damage and sinkings to allied ships and alr force
by Japanese pilots., How did General Headquarters deal with that problem?
Did you have yardsticks which you applied 9 help solve that nroblem?

A. We had no official yardstick. However, I cut the report of enemy losses
and damace from 1/2 to 2/3, It would depend on the speration and how
mich information we received afterwards. Often, the information was
ineonclusive., During an operatinn there was nothing to do but to judge
infrrmation from past cxperiences, This is a personal opininn,

2. D» you believe that echelons in the fleld xnrwingly reported their losscs

inaccurately, or was it the result »f incnmplete information in the
field.

A, In reportinz losses of aircraft, it was the Japanese practice 19 report
aircraft lest, aircraft heavily damagzed, aircraft moderately damaged,
aireraft lishtly damaged. Aircraft damagzed beyond repair werc often
nnt remorted as lost, leading to s~me over—optimism in the estimate of
Japanesc alr forces remalning in potentially operational status. For
instance, initi=l claims on damage inflicted on the U.S. would By and
large not increase very much after an operation was "I the decline but
Jananese damage and losses would keep increasing.

Q. What procedure was followed 1n extracting information from U.5, Prishners
2f War'

A, I discount prioners of war as a source of information. Very little good
information was obtained from them., Theaters were instructed %o scnd
700d prisoners back to the mainland., The rank of B-29 vprisnners of war
was not very high, We obtained intcresting bdbits »f information such as
the fishing tackle »ften carricd and alr sea rescuc Naps, atec,, and snme
technical information of your communications equipment, However, the
information gained from prisoners »f war did not help us very mach.

Q. Did you make an attemnt to interrogate all prisoners of war?

A. YNn, there was no calculetcd attempt to question all prisoners of war.
In field manuals, certain very clementray and bagsic instructions were
siven such as askime the PW how his supplies were, but on the whnle it
was comnletely up %7 local units in various theatcrs. Sometimes the
Kemnei would have a hand in the questioning, but there were no instructinna
from Imperial Headquarters as t» how certain information was to be »btained.

A. To what extcent did captured documents orovide useful infrrmationi

A. Thecre were no capturcd documents that were really worth while. In the
Philipnines, Lingayen, we.werc very successful in zetting a few minor
articles like diarys and various scrapse nf paper from the dead but in
regard to realy, official documents, we oot none that were worth while at
all,
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Wete the documents that were secured sent back t» General Headquarters
here for processing? |

It was left up to the decision »f theater commanders. Things that they
deemed worth while to snedup here were sent, Rocange of the general
lack of development of the intelligence service - they could have
secured many more documents but actually very few got into our hands.
When the war was gnin< well, I think that perhaps we secured quite a
few, but after the allies began their offensive, we secured nothing that
was worth while. It was because of the general point of view towards
intellizence, the lack »f appreciation of 1t. It resulted in few captured
iscuments. A manual called "Junegle Battle Lessons" from Australian
sources was found in the early days of the war in Buna and that helped
us greatly in anticipating the leessons you had learned.

Did the Japanese make orovision for securing and analyzing captured
equipment includine crashed aircraft in theilr intelligence organizatione?

Nn.

How then did you secure that information and how was 1t disgseminated to
tRe field? We know that there was a considerable amount of equipment
captured and dnecuments were published. Whn did that - How was it doneT

The technical seqtion of the Air General Headquarters was notified as
sonn as new information planes came in, and it was their responsibility
t» take action on these developmentsa. G-2 merely informed such sections
about new developments as soon as we found out. It was not G-2's function
to do the analyzins. They captured a jeep in Burma and I im . + -
mediately wanted to get it back u, here, and examine 1t Dbecause we had
been devnending sn ox carts, I informed the General Ordnance Administratiywe
Headquarters and also G-1, suggesting that they look into the merits of
the jeep and do something about getting it to General Headquarters.

As it finally turned outtransportation facilities were such that they did
not send it., Air General Headquarters was notified absit technical matters
pertaining to air; in matters of ordnance, General Ordnance Administration
Headquarters was notified,

To what extent did aerial photography and photo reconnaissance aid in
providing intelligence datal

We had a schoonl of aerial photography -which dealt with everything from
how to take pictures to methods of interpreting them, The work was done
{n the field and certain sets of piotures were sent back here, 0fflcers
from various branches of the service were sent to the school of aerial
photogravhy,

Was the Aerial Photo School operated by G-27
No, under Alr General Headquarters.

How effective were the search planes in renortinb back poseitions of ships
in such a way as to make that information useful in taking action against
that shin?

The results were very ineffeetive, (1) 1lack of planes, very few recon-
naissance planes, (2) small searches, searches that were not extensive
enoursh, In faet, the navy did most of the searching, They couldn?!t
bezir to reconnoiter all the approshces to Japan, The army also started
to send sea searches in 1943 and certain gnnd results wers obtained.

In July of 1945, we obtained 2 good pictures of the navy forces which
came to shell Japan. By and large, the reconnaissance was not good, but
where our aircraft could find your forces, it wasn't bad. It was not the
quality but the quantity which was deficient.
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Q. How was communication between search planes and the bases from which they
operated?

A. I don't know too much about this subject but I do know that often the
operations people wouldn't let them report. We had many losses among
reconnaissance planes because of the apeed of U.S, planes and various
other problems., We often wouldn't allow our planes %0 break radio
silence.

Q. Would it be possible to secure the search planes used by the Japanese
throughout various phases »f the war by the army?

A, All records are fone. I suggest you ask the Technical Group, Air Staff
Officer.

Q. What was the maximum range of operation of your search planesl
A. Natcertain, I believe abrut 2 thousand kilometers.

Q. You have mentioned previously that you received intelligence from the
Gormans on Allied and U.S. equipment and a2ir forces. GCould you elaborate
o 1ittle on that and tell us how conecrete that help was, how useful,
and to what extent it was used?

A. The help that was reccived from the Germans which came through my hands
was all by dispatch. The information on equipment and planes went
direct to Air General Headquarters oOT to General Ordnance Administration
Headquarters and did not pass through my hands, They did not send any
fochnicians and very little actual saquipment, it was mostly by dispatch,

Q. The Germans did not send technicians and intelligence of ficers to Japan
to work with G-2 here?

A. Yo, The German Military Attache here would help a 1ittle but he would
usually send our information %o Germany and‘the Japanese Military Attache
in Germany would send information here. Speclalists, technic-1l attaches,
were among the embassy groups O both sides.,

Q. What would you sonsider the main strength of the Japanese Intelligence
organization, what was the vranch of your intelligence gervice whick
performed best, which was most useful to yoult

\

iA. I couldn't name anything as outstanding or even goond.

Q. Could you give an example of any outstanding success achieved by the
Intelligence organization?

A. No., There is nothing.

Q. How was the army G-2 coordinated with the navy intelligence organization
to make sure there was proper integration of informatiorn and exchange
of information between the army G-2 and the navyt

A, Liaison was very podr. I met with the head of the navy intelligence once
o week becuase they give a little intelligence summary 1o the cabinet
once a week, on Saturday, sand subordinates went and came, but there was
no real intergrated liaison plan ~»f any sort, During the last six
months the navy moved away, and 1t was mich more difficult for us 1o get
together., Every Saturday afternoon we had a conference between the local
army intelligence officers and the navy intellligence of ficers at Defense

General Army Headquarters. As far as any intergrated liaison plan, it was
non-existent,

Q. What was the name of the top navy intelligence representative who conferred
with the general.
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Admirasl ONO: he came to office a year after me, His predeccesser died at
Saipan.

Did the G-2 and thenavy intelligence organizations have any connection
with the civil police organization of Jhapan or throughout the home islands?

No, the War Ministry handled that. It was not a function of Army Ihtel-
ligence;

Could you tell me the name of the top man in the Technical Air Groupt?
I am not sure,
What was the Japanese estimate of U.S, intelligence?

I have a great deal of wraise and respect for your intelligence, You con-
sistently bombed plants and after they were dispersed you would bomb
places to which they were dispersed. We would often trace reconnaissance
B-29'gs and thus would forecast targets that would be hit and often we
would be right. But the main point about the whols intelligence organiza-
tion is that the recommendations made would be follewed sometimes or would
not but there was nnt a great deal of consistency in following the G—<
recommendations., Our vonice dicd not have much effect. The intelligence
may have been. inadequate but when we did make any recommendations, they
were not followed, You probably must have used spies., FPrewar prepara-
tions on your part rmst have been fairly commlete.

Japanese Internreters: OCol TEJIMA, Haruo

1st Lt TAKEUCHI,

Japanese Technical Air Intellipence Officer: Major HAGISHA, Bichi,
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