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A1l questions are by Gen ANDERSON unless otherwise ‘indicated:

Q. I'd like to ask the Admiral a few questions, just carrying on from Admiral
OFSTIE's interrogation, which I think he has covered pretty thoroughlye
I'd like to start with the item of MIDWAY: What I wanted to ask is the
value that. the Japanese put on this island as an operating base for land-—
based aircraft, what did they consider 1its capacity to be, the number of
airplanes that he felt they could operate from that island? . e

A. At the time of the MIDWAY C.MPAIGN, our fleet was still in sound condition
and had plenty of carrier planes; consequently it was Admiral YAMAMOTO! s
intention to carry out this campaign-depending;principally upon the car-
rier planese. The object of the land-based planes belng principally for
reconnaissanged -Just exactly how many planes it was intended to -base there
I do not know;;bu&;in,anyfcase'the'intentiqn;was;that the prinecipal part

- Df’guphﬂlandwbased.planesfshould?be reconnalssance. planese. -

@ You did not visualize then that MIDWAY would have ever Ueen charged. with
providing its own final defense without fleet support? - iy 2

Koo MIDWAY .was, of course, intended tvo be our eastern outpost, and the purpose
" - in. occupying .1t was to cgive cooperdtion to the fleét, If, as we had in-
. tended, we could have fought*thaﬂdecisive.fleet.baﬁtle there- successfully,
we felt that MIDWAY thercafter could be 1eft to take care of itselfs
. ' S : G
Q, Do I understand by that that its occupation was considered to be ‘of a tem—
porary duration to support & fleet action?

A, In the beginning we did not look that far ahcad. Theoriginal intention
being that MIDWAY should be used as a base for cooporating’with.the:fleet,
but if that flecet engagement should. prove successful, then the occupation
of MIDVAY should thercafter be made to servec as & base for furthor exten-
sion into the East, perhaps as far as HAWAIL. . That problem was studied butb
no final decision was taken on ite

B, If, gs I gathered fron an early rcmark, the security of MIDVAY was depen-—
. dent upon flcet support, how does the Admiral feel that, in the matter of
restricted freedom of fleet action, that occupation would entail? . The
point I'm trying to get across is: We have implied that MIDWAY, which
was primarily a base for reconnaissance aircraft, could not provide its
own final defense—that it relied upon and had to rely upon flecet support
to give it sccurity. What effcct did that have on the frecdom of action
of the Japanese main flect, this requirement for securlty of an island?

A, If the occupation of MIDWAY had been successful, it is possiblec that the
fleet's frecedom of action might have been restricted to some extent, but 1%
was Admiral YAMAMOTO's strong conviction that decisive flecet action should
be fought at as early & time as possiblec because, with passage of time,
AMZIRICA's prcparation for war would go apacc at a fastcr spced than ours
with reosulting increasc in the differcncc of strength between our Navy and
yourse Hc was aiming at all times to bring about this flcet cngagement at
an early periode If that opportunity had not come and conscquently neces—
sitated lecaving part of the fleet to takc carc of MIDWAY, thc situation
might have arisen where our flcet might have becon restricted in its action
to some cxtent by the nccessity of protccting MIDWAY, The very question
that you have raised, General, became the subjecct of considerable discus-—
sion botween the fleet on thc one hand and the Imperial GHQ on the other,
the flect taking a positive and the Imperial GHQ more or lcss of a passive
stand on it, but agrceing with the fleet sn the end as the flcet insisted
that it saw sufficient chances of success of the MIDVAY operatione

Q. Fow what degrce of probabllity did the Japancse Main Flcet cive in the
matter of forcing the decisive flect action on the UNITEZD STATES through the

occupation of MIDWAY? VWhat probability did they cive to a decislve flcet
action in case they were successful av MIDWAY? You sec, you are hinging
vour decisive flect action to thc taking of MIDVAY, What degrec of prob-
ability did they give to such dccisi ve action transpiring in casc you
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. capturcd '*MIDI*IAY?

Our flcet dld not think that the occupatlon of MIDWAY = would nccessarily
bring about: this decisive - cngagement. upoxn which they had their minds, but

.nltho feeling was, that the eccupation of MIDWAY would increase the chance for

Q.

such an ongugumont taking place and that, should 1t come about, thcn the
- fact that we eould usc MIDWAY as a basc for 10n€ dletanco reconnclssance
planos*would give us advantage when such an.cngagcment dld cone. g o

-In the event that the AMERICAN: Navy declined——assuming. success at MIDWAY——

- the invitation -to a decisive flect battlo and elected to defend the HAWAT =—
- IAN group of 1slﬂnds by its and-basod, botn ground and air,. dcfeﬁses, what

. was ‘the future contingont. omployment of the Japanese Navy in the ovont that

Au:

e dDGlSlve acblon dld not develqp througﬂ this occwpatlon?

JThls ig not an ldﬁ& that Admlral YAMAMDTO transmltted.dlrcctly or fornally

%o the IMPERIAL - GEWERAL - STAFT y but on one occa51on whon.Admlral ‘B0, the

Deputy Chief of the Nayal General Staff, visited the flects Adnlral‘IAMm-
~MOTO told hinm that, should thc MIDWAY GAMPAIuUiprove successful, he wanted

© to push further east with. tha idesm, -if possible, of -fighting this decisive

ehgagenént in HAWAIIAN wators, - That appears to- be an idea that Admiral

. YAMAMOTO .had constantly. in minde - If -the d00151vo buttlo could not be fought
"7 in HAWAIIAN .watcrs or. anywhere ‘to the ewst G MID?AY a5 +he.»dm1ral wished,
it ‘might have been weéry difficult to- defend MIDLnY after its occupatlon.
2 Thet we do. not. kﬂOWﬁ‘aCtuﬂlly, however, the resultc Were tho reverse., The
= "MIDWAY failure made: 1t neCGS$ary for us to fall bﬂcl nd t0 plan the dec1—

g

'sive ‘battle sonewhere nearer honea

1 am still tryllg to cxplore the evunﬁﬁathhpinoéeﬁWaﬁyﬁoperationé upon the
- presumption of MIDWAY ‘successs I gather from the last answer that the Jap—
-anese Navy  envisaged that they'would nake -an offenolvo assault on tho HAll-

ULAIInH group of 1slands and. the defcﬁses in HaWAII?

:Thht wms the plan. .Had thoy been succesaful wt MIDwa, thc oporatlons to

occupy HAWAII might have bcen & part of -the problom studled by the fleet,
but such was not the idea of the Naval Géneral Headquartcers at the time.

Had our fieet been able to fight a decisive .cngagement in the waters to the

.. east of MIDWAY successgfully,: then thok problon of . HAWAIIAH occupatlon mizht

G hgve comc up a now and a2 definite dc¢131on takon on 1t. ‘That 1s a p0531b111t;

]

Let me neke Ono. more prosumptlon in agparont confornlty'vlth the V1ows then
- developed as the plans of the General. Staffw—that decisive action had been
declined by the UNITED STAT ES Navy--had ncver devolopedf how big a carricr-
based air force and for what length of time did the Japancse Navy intend to
continuec in’'the role of defending MIDWAY? I would like to get an apprecia-
-tlon of the support: that you would have given fron carllcr-b”sod aircraft?

and the length of time over whlch.you hwd,contonplﬁtod that thﬁt 1531gnnont
would have remaincd in force? -

Ae ~'There was no intention to.station flcet: units there at all permancntly, tho

intention being similar to the action that. we. took in the ALTUTIANS and
RABAUL, namely, to station there sufficicnt land force and reoo nnaissance
pl&nes. Tho floot was 1o be kept around the MARSHALLS,.

‘ L]

Qe NoO 1 ndybased W g defcnso oT landabnsed alr attndking crwft to be as51gned

perm“nently to'MIDWnY?-'

I*

The'bmse being not a bla one, deflnito restrlctlonq on the tot“l number that
could be bascd there, consecquontly th01ntont10n was to placo there prin-
cipally reconnalssance planes, and in addition such number of attack plancs
and fighters as there wes room for,

Qe For this MIDWAY operation and the successive opcrations agadnst EAWAIL in

the cvent of success at MIDWAY, the MARSHALLS were to be the Navy base for
operations?

o B
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A. In such an event the fleet's advancec basec would probably have been prlaced at
KWAJELIIIN o

Qe I wamt to step next down into the SOLOMONS-NEW GUINEA Aréda:s I understand
that in the defensc of the RABAUL areca, as the result of American air suc-
cesses down therc—that some time in latc October 1943 the Navy took the
aircraft from about five carriers, presumably noved then down to RABAUL,
and land-bascd. them for operations in the BOLOMONS arca and the RABAUL arca.
I, would like to get the Admiral to give me the naval rcason that divorced
the ecarrier aircraft from the carriers and moved therm down thore to land
‘bases fer operations——cven for the first limited period, which I understand

. was! ton.days to two weckse Why did they counsider it necessary to move the
carricr. planes from- their aircraft carriers proper and land-base them for
that temporary opcration? |

- plenty of planes,pildﬁé'wellat;aigedlu_Atifirstour'air”gxportshoid the
- ¥iow that in tHe air wc-dould[hbld_our qu”if_tholAlliqd;Air Forcec outnum-
vered us not more than ten to- oncs' By October of 1943 that proportion had

comc down to threcc to onc in the minds of our air fighterse . Thereafter,
& G : _

roplaccmontsof.1ost“plnnesCbccamc“incrpasingly}dlfficult.Qwingjprincipally

il

to .production -difficulticse At RABAUL our air fﬁrbb was,éainiﬁg.donsidorable

-rosults, but ‘the losscs were heavy ‘and replaccments werd not coming througi

W -

RABAUL, boing-under the command of the-Combined Fledt, was calling constant-
1y for air rcdinforccment, but the flect did ‘not respend to thrt call because
Admiral KOGA wished to save his carrier plands for the one decisive-fleet
engogenents -Just at’ that time the flcet went from TRUK to BROVIN but no
- deeisive- engagenent took place, so-the fleot returncd to. TRUK, and as there
did not appebr ‘to be a. chanco for a dceisive fight in the near futurc,. it
- was then. dccided to comply in part with the denand for reinforcements from
 RABAUL by sending a part of the fleet's air strongth to RABAUL for a period
of ten days or two weekse In other words, the sending of that rcinforcc-
nent was not in compliance with what the flco? considercd an absolutve need

but rather to meet'the':equest7frém.RABAUL itsclf for helps

A. From the outbreck of the war until the close.of 1943, wo' had what we, call

Qe  The'question that I'*n trying to advance in thié is tﬁat,‘rccognizing'tho
requirenent for additional air in RABAUL, why werc the aircraft renoved
fron the fleet and land-based in preference to keeping the flect in balance
by sénding the aircraft carriers with their aircraft to. that area? You

 sec, you are separating and unbalancing terporarily the fighting capabili-
.ties of the Japancsc lHain Navy? 3 |

Ak, The reason:for that was that it was a simplclﬁattcr,to_SOnd'thd_planes fron
" TRUK to RABAUL, ‘If the carricrs were sont thorc, it was fearcd that they
would imnecdiately bedome the object of your air attack, and as for the un-
balaﬂcing50f7fleet'strongth'it;was,onlyﬁfdr'a matter of ten dayss We in-
tended to get thosc plancs back to their. carricrs after & period of ten
dayss actunlly however it did not turn out that woy beecnuse those plancs
werce rectained there. | sl A

Qe I don't know whother I_get_thdt answeffcorfcéﬁlj;or not: ~Was it Dbecaugo
of the greatcr simplicity of'thc air rnovencnt of the cgrricrgbasod aircraft
to the RABAUL Arca? Was that the primary consideration, or was 1% ‘the

added hazard attached to the carricrs themsclvest .. . - Y

A, I think that the stronger of tho.two“}éaﬁons_was a_desirc not to ©cxpose the
carriers to the danger of attacke e ' o * S

Q. Do you feel that restoring the carrier aircrait to the carriers would have
betn approximately as simple to meet a’threat by our Wovy from their opera-
tions on land bases as they would have boen had they been kept aboard the
corriers during the 10 to 14 days commitment to the SOLOMONS? 1I'm trying
‘to get the ‘vilue'in time: How much do you feel would be paid or consuned
in restoring fleet balance in the event that a threat should develop at this
particular time that the carrier aircraft are land-based and arc notb

erbhisd
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aboard.the. carriers themselvest? How badly did you visualize the balance in
terns of time for the fleet force by hiving these carrier aircraft based on
l&nd?g.The;pOintchatTI'm tryingfﬁofmake'here is: --Somcwhere on thesc waters
we -have.-an AMERICAN NAVAL FORCE, presunably balanceds It had been the poli-
LR 5 g ofvthanapanese force'td"keep their*flaet~balanced; Now, they aré_tGMf
y period of 10*to- 14 days, unbaloncing that flectts combat

-porarily, for a ate
capability by shbfeebasihg“theif:carriévébasedhﬁirpraft? I would like to
d would be consumed

cet an evaluation on the time factor that he considere
in restoring fleet balance in case &i unforeseecn threat develops to”the
fleet—~—get the carrier-bascd aircraft back:to their carriers—~in, comparison
o the availability of the flect as - brlanced force had they continued
aboard. the aircraft carriers? You scoy if thoylre on board the aircraft
carriers you would have ‘the proposition .o

£ noving them back to the fleet
rendezvous: if they are on land bases theyIWOuld~first;hav¢[£o narry up to
- “the.cAirriers and then rendezvouss How much handicap did you accept in not
‘*keepingthemnwithhthoifcarﬁierstfI‘m*trying:tosdeterming the degree in
times The fleet aCQépﬁed"an;uﬁb&lqﬂbéd coribat team. in order to provide
support to the SOLOMONS--land-based aircraft support to the. SOLOMONS opera~-
tion——as comparcd to retaining thert' on the cafriefsrth9m801vgg? %
Mr MIZOTALw;In;thegcveﬁﬁﬂoffgn?éﬁéﬁyfatﬁﬁCRVUéingfm&de&agaiast,our flcet, how
eI TOREIE . 5k S e b ey PR e e e B
_ carricrs and piacéd them on land-
© . ing figlds., -How, rnuch longC; w0u1d~ftftnk0-thomﬁto marry . up with your cor-
' 'rions-from;those.1and-ba5QS"bvor'whﬂt:it’wouId;have talicn them had he kept’
them on ‘board thé;Qarriers-;iffthé'c@ﬁfiérs had gonc down there?

Q. You hove divorced your aireraft fron the

. d have bcen better had
“-thﬁaplGnchbeenéenttdown‘dboﬁrd'thcCeriors,,bu,ﬁdttho”timo'we did not
,anticipate gn]étigckfagainét*TRUK; ‘Hod we expected that we might rececive
- an attack therc, the planes wouldpfobably_potﬂh&vo bconqsont‘dpwn at alle

B MorQlyﬁfrom:ﬁ_stahdﬁbint6f“timoy—Gértainlyuit;wogl

s YOU,Qvaiuatedfthejmhﬁtbr'bffrofbrmiﬁg aﬁd'randozwodsidg'aé rchiriﬁg &
little greater time in sending them dawn by 2ir and_landeasing them, than

. in keceping them abcard the carricrs?

Ae¢ I1Egan
Qs I wonder how much mofé_timO'thht‘would'have-beéh,fhbwlchh.moretimeiwould
* . have been rcquired? o ERi Col 3 | 1) |
SR T Actually'lkthink'it'wgé-not-a-gréah;diffcrenco.in'timo; ‘On¢ adventage in
sending them down on carriers would have boen ¢hat-wﬁén they received notice
they were attackecd ang started back thcy could 1y off ~after they had come
‘:onlyﬁpart”oftthe,distanqp_back to TRUK., Actually I think there would not
 have been a very.groat differened in time until the.time thot planes could
. be uscd effectivelys ATt Bl B ‘ Ll R S .
O« I8 the matpordf“maiﬁtpnanéc'ﬁf"ﬂirCraft,fhowqmuchmoféofficiont did he
consider that tho carricr maintenance ostablishment would have beon in re-
‘pairing'damaged,aircrafttovcr tho land-bascd facilitics that were provided
nt  RABAUL. for this extra force thot. came in on those 1land bases, the mat ter
Gk getting.thoSG'airplanQS"backfinﬁ57éombat,after_thcy have suffered some

T minor damage? 5 - T P o e L
As ‘From & standpeint of maintcnance therc was no question but what it would
f it.could,havo been donc

have been better to.have sent the carriers i1
without risk to thc carrierse | e '

Q. In view of the air reverscs that the Japancse Naval air force had previously
" guffered and was suffering in the SOLOMONS CAMPAIGN, what degrec of probabil-—

ity did,ﬁdmiral K0Gﬁ‘p1ﬁco on the rgturn of an effective carricr-bosed air-
craft force to the carriers following that ten-day to 1l4—day active period

 of operation in that arca?

i”5“
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It was expected. that about one-fifth might be loste ‘That was the reason
thnt the time was restricted to about’ ten days so as hot to have thoe loss
exceed that figurce, At that time wé would hgvofhad'littlo difficalty 1in
cctting a replaccment to that extent .to the flcete Up to that time our

‘flect air foicofwas.still‘in good cohdition@”‘Thp pilots were well-troined

and they were all keyed up, voluntcering for assignments to thesc various
S B g el Ry T et TR LT o | W

¥ .

At the ‘time they werc sent down to RABAUL, did the Commander—in~Chicf of

the Main Flcet give any instructions rostripting.tho'Cmployment'of thosc

' fforccs‘@o‘prevent“a loss_queeding a given perCOntago,_say'onélfifth? Was

“thorc any protcetive, instruction given to assurc that the loss would not
- excced the acceptableo amount? .- . 7 A | ;e

_,Nb‘orderﬂfeStriCtihg the uso of the planes was -given to Admiral OZAWA, the

Commander of the Air Flcet, who himself went down with those plancse That

-

‘was” the figure of -the loss alrea&yléIﬁenI*ﬁhc4figﬁré-thgt.Admiral OZAWA

had in mind in dirccting the operationse’

Now in tho cvent that that aip force from the carriers sufferod what we
kmow now that it did, almost a complete annihilation, what effectd did

L L]

that have on the overall combat capabilitios cf fhd-Japa?BSﬂlMdin:Floéf?

Admiral KQGA‘S idea being to sond them down, for n_ppriod of ten days, they

" 1o_f{: for RABAUL on the '131; and 2nd of Novcutber and ‘w'ero'oje:poctpd'to‘ rebturn

on the llﬁh,jlﬂﬁfually the RABADL'aif ¢ﬁorati0né lasted cight days, and dur-

~ing that time the loss t0 thbsc plaﬁps_was'appfoximatply'one—fifth or the

nurber that Admiral KOGA! had in mind. Howcvery commencerient of the BOUGAIN-
VILLE 1lnnding operations coming just at that time made it impossible for
thosc planes to. return to the flect' and resulted in almost 2 complcte losse

Since that meant the loss of the flcet's carrier air force, 1t was a heavy

“blow to. the fleet in respect to futurc plans, but thecattitude of the fleet

toward that loss was, that while it could rnot fight o major cngogement, un—
til that loss could be replaced, the situation couldn't bec helpeds .

"

" Following that loss of the air arm——the ‘earrier-bascd air arm of the flect—

what would have been the action of the main fleet in defending, we'lll say,
KWAJELEIN in the MARSHALLS had the AMIRICAN navy and anphibious=force
cleccted to launch its initial assault in late November or carly ‘Deccenber,
agrinst that point in preference. to the operation that we actually ran into
the TARAWA-IAKIN arca? What would have bcen the copabilities of the main
flect and the defenscs in the MARSHALLS to ovnposc that landing forec had we
selected KWAJELEIN in the MARSHALLS, instcad of the GILBERTSifor that opcroa~
o0y A4 4 S - Y N

o tﬁink that thoré would have been yof?_liftléfdifféronce in thc situation,

no matter where you had directed your attack at that timee In other words,
without the air support, the Navy could not have come out to mect you in 2
decisive engagement anywhere, for not only had we lost the carrier alr arn
but the level of our land-bascd air strength was very lowe

Let me carry that a little furthers = Supposing that this amphibious and air

agsault had been launched at TRUK instead of TARAWA and MAKIN at this timo—
early in Decerber—if, had we elected to byhpdss,thoée7two-and-effdctod our

first major air and arphibious operation against the TRUK Naval Basc?

The situation then would have been quite different: Our fleet would have

. beén placed in a most difficult positiqn,.cspecially as TRUK was practical-

1y unprotected through 1943, defense works,having'bcen'st;rtod only in 1944,
We would have had to recall from RABAUL and other regions such small air
forces as we had left and cmployed thesc, together with what was left of

‘the air arm of the fleet itself, but thosc whould not have been suffitient

in number to have enabled us t6 employ then in nny orgenized opposdtdone

Now, let's assumo thnt we had éolécted.that aAs our firSt major amphibious
objective and hnd attained success ~nd hod followcd that operation up.,

o
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WItﬂln matter of two to threenonths,'w1th ‘an - opcratlon in the MARIJNAS 3
"of . maJor ‘8CQPEey wlth.all of our anphxbiaus.and air force support: What
would have ‘bBeen the. condltlon'in the MARIAMNAS .to stich an.operntlon taking
place in late Fcbruury or early'March.of 1447 ) A

B

A, Such an attempt on your nart would no doubt- have provod 1nmod1atoly SUCCCSS—
- ful because pur. MARIANAS—WEST CAROLINE line at that tinec was practicnlly
undefended, unpreparcd for &cfonse, ‘thosec.-preparations not having been
" commenced until aroundfMarch of 1944, The reason for that dhlgygwns that
v it was conéldered as tha inner line of :.defense and hod not been blven rnuch
ﬁattcntlon untll we had 1ost the'M&RSHALLS.

r .

Q;TTThe next questlon that if wanted to ask lg- the viluo that tho Admlral would
+ - have :placed on the MARSH&HLS folIOW1ng our assuned success in ¢ccupying
- TRUKZEnd occupying the'MARIAﬂAS. ‘What military or Naval value-—fo1low1ng
these: two operatlons——would he give: to the, MﬁRSHaLLun—aﬁsumlnb that we had
... ‘been able to. obtaln.possesslon of these. two areas?. What, Navdl %n& Milltary
- ~value. would the MARSHALLS now have had for cqntlnulng the w ? |

A, In that case it would have beconec nore or lo s an orphmn, 50 to speak, of
o 1little value.to us.aside fron possible usc as a sub-basc for operations
¢f;%aa1nst your COﬂnunlcatlons. FENSE TR aniBe | ot
'Q.kfﬂow long do vou.fcol you would h vc beon ﬁble to sunnly a subﬁbase act1v1ty
T:;thero 1n the. MARSHALLST Jf”*-* -f_, TR B Wil
B 7% Wb wmul& BﬁObubly'thC bcen ﬁblo ool supplytlt for only 1 shcrt ncrlod after
o which.it would. hwvc been turncd 1ﬁto what we call an lntorlodl ite baso.

:I’ ' ; i 1 ’ ] . . ; "'-'I By CCORL :,,_ ; ! i | :
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Qe So it would have become to JAPAN, i,cey an outpost I‘endCZ.VOUS?
Ha JYOS: sometim@s?m”fepiﬁbeqént pdét@i'“;f”

Qe mhlS~iS extcndlnb thls a l;ttlo f“rg prooably.. I'@iliké tdloxpiéfénthe
' 'BONIN ISLANDS. arcas. ,If we'd continued that direction of advance following
. a‘successful occupatlon of the MARTANAS and laynched our next assault as

« ghiddyas posslblewult wUulu.hLv@ beon.somothlngyprobebly agnin requiring
a nonth-and—a~half to two months~t0" the IWO JIMA arca of the BOJTNS, what

capability does the Adnmiral believe you would have had to prepare defenscs

- in thé BOWIN arca. to neet our thlrd step forw%rd, had we elected to conme up
"that route? * o
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A e I thlnk that, given ibout tiwo- months‘ tlmo we. would have boen able to carry
"ot & defenge of the BONIN group. It would have chendod on the degree of
““.‘success, or the dcgroc of connloteness of the preparation would, have deowm
pended. upon therlntcn51ty of your intcrference .with MARLANAS, Dﬂses,'bocauso
POkl the line of~advnnco that Youw propese hed. been tqken wc would have put
"'rnta.tho BONIm ISLnﬂDS all the work that we put lnto the defonse of the
MARIANAS aver g period of 4 to 5 ronths—put -it all into the BONIN ISLANDS
whlch 18 5 rolntlvely shall aroa-'we could; havo C“TIlOd it out qultc welle.

Qe Now dQ you.nonn, the flnal defense;, the land. defenses, that you would have
been able to set up in the BONINS or. does, the -Admiral feel that you.oould
- have set upran effective air defense, recognizing that as soon as we'd
:landed in the MARIAHAS o, sustalnod air attack wauld have: been started on
the BONIX .ISLANDS; probably just as soon as we got alrstrlps in' the MARIANAS
thag air. oanpalgn would have been initiated agninst. the BONINS so that therc
would have been sustained attacks up to the limits of our capabilities which
©would have included alrcraft carrier attacks to prevent establishment of
~ sound defonses. Therc would have beon ne freedom there, becouse we would
have been throwing all the air we could, including carrier-—based, into the
BONIN ISLANDS,- just.as soon as they could have been: released from the MARI-
“ANAS campaigne Iln asking you to;progoct your thlnknng nretty'much into

rcalismiin getting the BONINS establishedy: which'would have been impeded
to every dcgree we could imposc? ;




Interrocation Noe 524

[
_d—--—_\:n—-_—ﬂ--h--ﬂﬂ““lﬂh

&s Noy if you had carricd out attacks from the MARIANAS so inten91VGly§ ag8 you

have just stated, ot would have-been quite impossible to preparc adequate

defonse of the BONIN ISLANDS, As I said to Admiral OFSTIE yesterday, once
the forces took the MARIANAS, that marked, broadly spcaking, the decision

on the war was ncare In other words, that there was very dittle hope for

us irrcspective 6f the dircection of your next thrusts whether it should bc
the BONINS or OKINAWA nade littlo diffcrcnccee :

Yesterday the Admiral, in answering one of Admiral OFSTIE'$ questions, made
an cstimatc that we supposed ias roalistic, re the condition that faccd him
for the defense of the MARIANAS, in which I understood hin t0 s&y that it

would have required about threce times as many land-based aircraft to provide

cffective defensc of this 1ine—TOKYO to MARIANAS to PALAU-—against our
al r-amphibious assaultse I want to get from the.Admiral a description-—

a definition——of the typo‘of_1andﬁbaseﬁ'airﬁfOrce~thnt he wos considering

‘. at that time, in terms of the range of the aircraft, their operating bascs,

their ecarly-warning service,'ﬁnd~tﬁeir logistic-support,*71'm a little at a
loss to know the formula or the type of land-based air force that he was

- thinking, or considering, at:the*timo”hegmddgttha% estimato?  Did he feel’

" iBéreel -

that it would have to be”fhr¢e timegjthe‘sizd*df‘the dttncking"carrierebasod

PP ETT R

'TThfs-figu?O of three'%iméswhiéhI*gaﬁé“ﬁdmifbl'OFSTIE'wasmérolj an esti-

note bascd vpon my own oxpericence;i since your air forcc was conposed not
only of task-force air forcc but also planes which you would use from land
bascs, we would have to havo-throeﬂtimes‘of'tho'toﬁﬁl‘bf‘tho-task force air
and the land-based air forccos -As teqards the kind, the category, if you
include in your air arnm long~distance bombers: such ns B-29s; it would be
necessary for us also to have long-distance bombérs. Ve could not go to the

" extent ofsdying that we nust have three tines entegory for category, but

Ao

as an ideal, an average of three times 1in rcspect of the various kinds—-
perhaps twice in some, four times in anothcr, but generally speaking about

“threoe tintse

Is that estimate based on a capabllity to roendezvous his forces after a
warning of the approach of the enemy? You soe the:point I'nm trying to get
nts An ostimate of whether or not he fecls that 1t would recquire three
times as foany in the actual: combat or +hnt - he has to have threc tifics as
many in order to insurc that he will have a certain percentage of that
threce in the air in actual combat—in. the actual fishting? - 1'm t#ying to:
find out how mony he feels he has to have in combat to opposc the invading
foraay o i e w3 el ' ape® Bl | |

That is o lottery, the numbor that can rendézvous upon receiving warning,
but it is nccessiry thnt thosc numbers be located in sufficicnt proxinity

tos cnable thém to rendezvous in cood- tine before landing is startede:

Is it the Adnirnl's estimate that in fighting or opposing an -anphibious
operntion that land-based aircraft are only ono~third as efficlicent as car-

ricr-based aircraft? Do you have to have that nultiplicity of three because

of that inferiority of landswbascd aircraft? ‘Recognizing the vulnerability
of the amphibious forcce afloat as compnred - to unsinkable bnses—*I'm trying

“to get your formula for measuring that combat capability?

'The reason for my including the landwair arm is that you would also be using

lendwbased combat ploncs, moving your bases little by littlca

Oh, yé¢s, I appreciatce that, but I gnthercd from the intcrview that you in-
cluded our land-brsed aviation and the carrier-bascd avintion and felt thnt
the defeonders of:that area should hawe throc timese. Yow in combat why will
it;be-neCOSSer for the defendor to -be three times as stbong in an air
battlc as the attackors—the attacker coming from some land basc, but a big

portion of his force coming from carrier bases? You sec in the air action
-you have certain vulnerability——vulnerability of brsess wlblneravility of
‘logistics, vulnerability of installations of the forces that support - the

air bascse Docs the Adniral fcel that therc is & degrec  of capability of

the assaulting forces—carrier-based forces or 1nnd-based forces-=that arc

nssaulting which is threc times as great as the defender: in air actiont
" . : ’ "
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The reason for ny cstimating the:'need of threc times the force of the at-
tacking party,is, that on the basis of my: cxperience 1-have secn that 1in
the air combat in the carly stage,  landings on.thé_twoasides-gengf&llj‘_,,
cross ocach other upP--supposing'thqre,is_PXﬁ;auanpqpf planes on-each side; -

I want "3-X"; the first, "X" will cross out with your- UXM"s I wont:the second
X" to be used ageinst your surface units; the third X" to be used agoinst

ybgr transports bringing your lapding forces.. Employing the three "X'"s"in
that nanncr, .1 thinkutho;landingroporations.can;bo-dofiﬂitely'pushed'back,

__mhdt,is_wb@tflwwas_tryiné'to got. mﬁrb,or-10$$4fjﬁni formudas Then I wanted

to get-from the:Adniral.an . appreciation of: the land-bascd aviation against
this-approaching amphibiousfforcosh+DOGS-hp.visualichthatEtho-major'pbrtion
of his defending air force.would be linited ¥e-air'actibn or. that a portion
of that force would be assigned immediatoly'tO“tho*aﬁtack~bffﬁhéfapproachﬂ
ing surface craft? - Also. I would like to have hin- give ne in effect in that

gituation, were:’ such .an -approach’coming, wheo assignnent iin priority he

© would give the surface’craft as he regrds.earriers, transportsy battleships

e L1 BT tlhic . compodition ofiithat force?

- Or effettive land gurfacegsupport, then, to ropel the invasion?: You Ssce'y

I possible, I would placd much groater cmphisis on offéngive thon on defen—

sives conscquently would:order the majority of my plancs 10 attaék. the sur-
fanQunifSnif”possibloﬁéif-circumstanccs“pcrmittcd; -In. that--cascy first in
pripriterOuld“bgwthQ carriere. S o} AT S R i S R ¢ 3 4

In this evnluation that the Adniral has given,y hns he given the appnropriate
cvaluation’ to the relative vulnerability of the. surface bascs fron which
the two air forces opoeratc:  the vulnerability of the corricr basc in reln-—
tionship:to. a land Lnsc, the ability of teair to cofipletcly nullify & basc of
operations;for air-foéreccs in this .typo.of operationt” .+ .. & & = o

I should haveradded one nore statenent-to that -at-the closey nonely, that

”?infyestefdﬁyfs.ﬂisUUSSiQn‘I,ggve'tho fipurce Mhree':s thot ‘was in-answer:

%o tho quesiion, what strength I would nced in case I hnd tordeperd solely
upop air .strengthe That was whnt I -intended; if I had flect support, that

would be differcnte:

voursaid youw wanted X" force to;&efoat~thcuﬂiréN&vymLﬂmdiné operatione.
Now -if you hove a iand defensesct up for an’island,  then. yow-have an arny
fo;pc;avgilablg to "defond assault -of the beochese  Now do6s he rmean+that
air .is to: oppose all these without the: suppord of .o Navy or an Arny?. .

Yes, that was about the way it was'intendeds: -

That ~ir was intended to do tho total joou? . Well, then, I'd like to ask
just onc nmorc guestion exploring along that line -and that is;  The val ue
that you put on the increascd range cnpabilitics of land-basecd aviation
over that of ‘carricr-bascd. avintions.. Was that o fnctor in your cstimatce or
were you assunting that the ronges would ' be anproximately the scne for. land-
based and earricr-bascd?

' R .
Thot estinmate was based on the assumption that the capabilitics of the
eraft on both sides werc approximatcly the samce IT we hnd plones on our
1and bascs which could far outrange yours so that we could ronch your cor-
riers before you could rcach our land bascs, then weld figure perhaps &
ratio of twoe

I wontced to got the Adniralls view on the capability for sctting up & land—
bascd force for opecrations in this arca against the force that we had bullt
up, an evaluation on the 1initationg of islands to the cstabhlishnent of a
concentrated forccs In the MARIANAS did you feel that yon had lond nmass
herc, in these small islands, to-base & force big cnough to opposc us,
agsuning that you;had.thé”airplanes.nvailnblo? Could you sct up the ficlds
and logistics on thesc outlying islands hero to,@upport’such;a nnjor operas
tion? '
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We night not havo‘sﬁfficient E@aﬁggthpféito;bﬁgp thfeeitimos the number of
your air force, the number which I decemed necessaryy but there is certalinly
roonn for expansion beyond what we did havee . .Onc difficulty therc was our
lack of cngineering copability which was far below yourse

I gothered that the Admiral &estorday fo1t_that having lost this linc——which

is composcd of course of thceseo 1slands of linited dimcnsions——that J APAN
would have lost the war, that her capabilitics for further success would bec
linitode « Now this is o little beyond the scope of our interview thls norn-
ing, but I want to ask the Admiral how hec fcols now: s to what his capabils
itics would have been had he, in the initial phascs of war, elected to put
the overall military and naval resources of JAPAN into a defcnse in depth
on the Continent at the time we went to war, with strong defcnses on thesc
lareger land masses (indicnting on o map, BORNZ0, JAVA, SUMATRA and surround-
ing territory) of his air forccs~—the PHILIPPINES; BORNEO, SOUTHERN RESOUR-
CES AREA-~—supporting this line of outposts, JAVA, SUMATRA, BORVEQO, PHILIP=-
PINES, up to JAPAN, with all of his Navy, Wavy Air, Arny, and Army Ailr,
bascd where it -has great land masses.for defenscy rathor than fighting 2. .

, decisive battle out on these small islnnds (Notet Indicating on map the

outor perimcter: the MiRSHALLS and GILBIRTS, SOLOMONS, WAKE IS., ctc,) and
using his Navy for support of thesc small islands, using this interior |
watcrway for his shipping linc, with an cxploitation of ~ll his nilitary
resources along this linoe-EHILIPPINESiuFQBMQSBﬁ~thon~th01RYUKYUS T SLATDS

to the mainlond-—rather than:to oxpand to the Bast - and cxposc.yoursclf to
decrensing your. capabilitics while you werc ingreasing our cnnpabilitics?

Had you elocted initinlly to hold that -1linc and pyt all of your investnent
and building up the defenses to hold this (Fote: Indichting on nap-the
inner line ag describced abovE) rather than & comc out herc (Note: Indicat-
ing th©10&t0r,p0rimotor).- I just want to get the Adniral's view on how hc |
foccls about that now, .from hindsight, had JaPA clectod to expand into the
Continent and used these (Note: Indicating JaVa, SUMaTRA, ZORNEO, ctce). oS
her outposts——to. cxploit the SOUTHERY RESOURCES--to kecp more comnpact and

ant a much greater distance from the UNITED STATES——how docs he fecl now
about that as an overall plan had it been implenented with the initinl out-
break of war, rathcr than to- expand ns he actunlly dids Wont out into the |
Pacific, over—cxpansion into thc Paoeificy being an over—cxtension of his
lines, increasing his vulnerability, cxpanding his lincs, neasurced in terms
of thé UWITED STATES, I just wonder whethoer the Adniraly s he sces 1t nowy
would ‘have put. into that compact defensc all of his investnenty put into
strong 2ir and ground defenscs throughout that linc——the Navy working 1n
bohind that linc to mcet any thrust coming from outsice that line itself—— ,
rather thoh this linc hore (Note: NEW GUINEA, SOLOMOLS, MARSHALLSy GILBERTS,
ctce) which is composcd of somc rugged snnll $sinndse I adnit that in 1943,
you probably couldn't have changed that, but want 1 wonted to know 1lsy whnt
does-he think abput having done that 1n the first place? r

Fron.the very boginning therc were two divercent viecws$ nomely (1) holding
o long lincs (2) the other, compact, as you have saids the Navy favoring
the former and the Army the latter. The two views in thc endy howcver,
cane together morc or less with the Nrvy's view provniling, and I still |
believe that was the wiscer of the two plans because, had we clected to

occupy the. narrower areoa, that would have cnabled your forces to take the

intermedicte basecs without any opposition so that the srcater distance fron
the UNITED STATES would not enter into the picture as - seripusrfactor.
The closcer you could come without opposition, the closer you were to the

"heart of the arca which: it was incumbent upon-'us- to protecte If you used
- from those near bascs those attacking plancs which-for outronged ours,y 1t

would have placed us ‘at a decided disacdvantagoy so the Navy'!s idoa of occu-
pying this merc: cxpansivc arca with the hope of gettingfa;chnncc'to strikc
~ hcavy blow against your flcet from one of the outlying bascCsy WC fclt,
sove us o greater chance for continued successy and through that line we
intendcd to gain tinc. ' : | | '

~10+~




Tine, we folf, was very important. If the war could be continucd long
cnougnty we expected that there might be:slips on your side of -which we

could take advantogees I bollove that if we had clected this other llnc,
- defeat. would ‘have: comc ‘SODNeY 4 PR S SO S Y
Qs I boliovo I’ve got onc thin clo“ : The strategy adopted by JAPAN was
linked to a major degrcc on an expectancy that you would be able to force a
~decisive Dhegtebattle -and achieveta victory. .of your flcet over our flect:
--and - theruf@re £1ve: you a. cppnblllty'for nold1nb hese*outer basgs==thesc
.outoostso I,thought‘ﬁha$il got - that -and would-like to know if that wns 2

-LﬂuJOT factor. in Japancse. Btratogyh—n mtter.of forecing a d00131ve Eledt

action between those two mojor floets oarly in:the:war and a ' victory througa
that fleet actlon?
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Biess 'Wes, you mlght even smy ch“t was the primary'fnctar.

1_-Q.: ”hut's whnt I thoubht for tno ndoptlon of thls stratorv thnt 1ls tho only

hg Justlf;catlon.-, o oI would like to have tho.AMN1rn1 touch oen-this alsos

How important he fools. in thc outcomc of the war, werc these initial

w5 SQLOMOI 5=V -GUINEA+RABAUL opcrations-in the overall.actien. For well qver

- year—and-a~half -we fought o relatively hich attritionnl war on that sou-
thern frontes ~Whot was its result and theo effect .on Japoness capabilitics to
continuc cifcective milibory an& naval operationst I an thinking in terns of
Liry Arky and Movyt o 9 (A W % L S ff;? e, Bl T8 g

.- Fhe -eoneept  I'm driving at is®: Out hOng woll QW y fron.JhPA ond well
vty ‘fron+the UNITIED -STATES, ‘we. fought o faxrly high attritlon 1 we I rover
. on exteaded period of timee  The J“panSu Waval Air Force and :the Japancse
.. .arny air Forco lost -a-fairly heavy.echelon of its cxperienced combat por-
sonnel with the result that the Japanese finally were foreed :to. move back,
ultinmately giving up the defense of RABAUL. The cxpenditurce thot they had
naae on that -front must have had somc effcet on the overall eapnblilitics of
JAP&H to woge war out in the Pacific, - How disastrous, how much did that
_ ration ' in the: SOLOMOHS-ﬁ“f GUINEEHRanUL‘aroa rcauec: overall pr nese
fwur C”pﬂbllltlcs, Navy Air and, irny?

Ae iﬂb los os you Sﬁcﬂﬁ of in th“t southern rotlon haa a) VCTJ sorlous gffect
‘uvon the subsequﬂnt over-nll wor strength, war co Oabllltlos, of JAPAN, It
---1s ccrbain that we put - too much into-that nission and:that, s o direct .
result; the first effect was to deprive_ the flcet ;of. the .capability to
undertake a decisive war in the immediatc futurc bececausc of the loss of
rrrior--based plancs, Aand weakened air strongth at wvariouys -other frontse
That rcgicn Deling the point at which we roeceived your first countcr—offon-
sivey ‘we thought it-important -to turn;that -bnck-lest your . success there
give you confidence for furthor, similor undartakingse,  Thercforc we decided
to nut all that- we considercd necossarJ to:turn back:the first countor—
ttmck, but were not able to send an air force therc as wo oxpectod all at
once-—1t trickled in littlec by little, and that:wasg the cousc: of follurge

Qe That was the point I was nokingy thot this type of operation invited what
- wyou -call "yrickle"--mieccnenlk ceﬂnltncnt ‘which was nadc over a very CTtCﬂdﬂ
cd period of timce o » o With the irportance thot the avy attached to
RABAUL and the nccessity for gziving it dof0uﬂo in depth, whﬂt degrce of inm-
‘portinec did the HNavy attach to the PORT :MORISEY and this Bastern Coast ,of
TEW GUITTEA arca as bascs for ANTRICAY air forcos in operating against
RABAUL?  How importont did you consider the nced to ncutrnlize that arcn,
to increasc the defensc in depth for RABAUL?

A. In order to rotain hold on RABAUL wo considered it nccossary to establish a
perincter including the SOLOMONS, MORESBY and other points along Eastern
HEW "GUII'EAs This originatecd with the Havy muthorltlcs ot RaBAUL.

Qe When did the Adniral go dovn to TRUK? Whon did ho tnke this assignnent’
As Chilef of Stafly

Ae In May of 1943,
) 1
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Aflnr OF STIE_; Succoeding Admiral YWOTO?‘

A, I assuned the post of CHIEF OF STAFF OF THE COMBINED FLEET. upon my arrival

| at TOKYO on May 22 thon roturnou w1tn.Adn1rnl KOGA to TRUK-~I bollovo 4 g
% w“s on’ tho 315t of‘Au@ust.

Qs ;Nﬂs tho.ﬁdmlrnl fnmillvr W1th.thls'"BATTLB OF ?ISMARCK" the convoy that
left RaBAUl, I think around the first of M%rch, and was att“ckod.by'ﬂﬂw
GUINEL 1and~basod pir: forcos durlnb its 1pproach? That was an air cngnec—

nent Dg”lnst an oscortcd ¢onvoy of troop trnnsnorts and supplics, March 2
B ] thlnf*—""ln 1943?

Ay I wns in TOKYO at‘tho'blmc'nnd'nlthouuh'I heard about it I don't romenbor
particularly what it was. cboute I do recall that about that tine our com—
nunication with RABAUL WS bocomlng ettr01ely'd1fflcult owing principally
to the constant interdiction by your B-17s. By the' end of 143 it was beCom-
1ng V1rtuﬂlly inp0331blo for us to get any surfacc VbuSOlo throu h to RABAUL,

" Qe You wouldn?t lknow then the rolatlonshlp of ‘that “1r~s01 battle to the deci-

sion of the Army not.to send any more r01nforcomonts down into the LAE-
SALAMAU--FINSCEAFEN arco——tho wholo Eastern NEW GUINEA ﬁroa?

....L

Ae I rccall that it wns near the end of 1943 thot that deecision wnas madey not
to scnd further rcinforcenents to Enstorn NEW G*INEA,h Just whot rclation

© ~the BATTLE OF BISMhRGL' had on that fecision I do not know, but I belicve
that the prlnclpal ‘roason for that decisiod wao the increasing dlfflculty
of sending transports through and the feeling that our h“storn'W“W GUINZA

opcrations showed no promisc of success, so that thore was no use.of send-
‘ing any further down there. ' E § 0%

Maj MCELWAIN: BJ’E&ST ERN NEW‘GUINEA do you 1ncludu‘WLW&Eg or how far do you
~ take it down semcrally? I am referring to the movement of foreécs through
this strait (Notece: Indicating on map, approximately the VITIAZ STRAITS)
past GLOUCESTER down into the LAE Arca~-not up along herc (Wotc: Indicat-
ing along North Coast of NEW’GUINEA& horo s wherc the BATTLE OF ‘BISMARCK
‘'ws, and that was the 1nst convoy sent duwn to this LAﬁquLﬂM&U'area?

Ae TYes, WEWAK was included in the arén to whlch.lt W s.decided that no further
';r01nforcunonts should Dbe sont.

Q. 3y lattor 45 1t wos decidod not to'soml'tcé.mm?

A@ “Yes, that ig’ rlrhtu The 11no w1th1n whlch Wo wust dufoad was flxod up
“argund & aoint just Bast of FOLLnNDIA, and to the rcégion west of that ling
- they werc g01ng 370 send rclnforconents, but not to any .point 14’«%31:..

’ ] 4

Q.,‘Ehﬂt wns in 1atc 19437

'

- &. Tog; and 1t includcs HOLLATDIA we . WOTu coing to rolnforcc HOLLANDIA, I
belicve pis stated t6 Adnir~l OFSTI“ yesterday that those iorcos would take
C”TO of themselvese

Qe How of fective wcere those anti—=shivpping opormtlons run by thc B—l?s Pnd
| B--24s from this arca to interdiect the Port of RABAUL ~nd also to intercept

tho airficld attacks wc mande? How did that affcect your decision not to
. reinforcc that arca? We were running o series of B—~17 and Z-24 operations
| 000151onally affceting tho snlpglng 1nto RABAULu—how offective werc they?

Le Tcs,y*the activitics of your B-17s and <2485 from the lond bdsecs to tho south
| hlt us very heavily; howovcr, more on shipping than on l .nd bnﬂes.

v

Qe It was on shipping? That was the primary attacke o o o

)




-*Q; By'thp tlno.wc were cffoctlng our 1anf11nb 't LEYTE, how nnny'nircraft otk

‘ricrs did the Japancsc Navy have—totally oqulﬁnod and.oporatlonal, rendy
. to fight with their full air- complcment? |

Aty

A, I woas in the INLAND SEA at the timc with the air fleccte There werce cight
::-=cnrrlprs in all, but only four fully Oquxpwod for oporatlon- |

-, = ' e in \

Q.h.Wbro an y of thosc cnrriers moved down with this LEYTE operation, moved down
“nd asolgnod to tho flcot?

¥ .
L2 r

A

Aii.ﬂdmlral OZAW£Tbrou6ht throe of hlS 08 rruers-—l'm not abuolutolj corto.

- about: this numbery.but I think it was tﬂreé——about 4he 25th for %ttacks
against your air forcc heres - That was the same doy that Adniral KURITA
CoNE W1th hls floot from the SIuGAPORb ruglono

' Q,} The flcet COﬂlﬂb onhSIHGAPOp“ had no 1rcr ft carrlers?

: . i v T A % ¢ .-' LA R = . - : . . '*.. - V¥
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Qo. = WS- ﬁﬁis 1r carrier t sk.forccimhfriod up“wi%ﬁ ﬁnyiof”thb”dﬁhcf'fidot
eloﬂents% L ey - e, Bl 5 Aot I PSRRI  r  BNRE Ba B :
A Ypsg I bullOVO thcro wore: & Fow érutscrs and s fou déstfcyers;'butiwé did
not coll that group by itself a task forcC——we called the combination of
- Adairal. KURITB'S flcet pluﬂ thls’groub tne tnsk'force..f;;‘ _}'I _; *
Qe -Hif TthHode corriers ot 1nto tbls battlce OF LEYTE GULE? VWhat wos their rolc?
i & Wh&u did thcv “ctuﬁlly'pcrforn in thb sea b“ttlo, tho nmvll bmttlo? '

s Off LEYT_E?:

. e 3 : i : 3
' J‘. Ll % - -"- z . # 5 m 5 i e ¥ _
-

Qe " YCS? whon we weTe bringing up thesc fOTCCS,:ﬁ_. arently ‘tho Juoanese Tavy
was cormitted to an all-out bo ~ttlce Where did: the carricrs c¢ome into this
uattlc; what rolo dld tth 91“31

e
1' L] & "

A Tho plmnos took off from the carricrs ‘and 0 tt“ék05“your't Iz force in this
regions thon,aftor the attack 1 bOllCVO thﬁt tno naJorluy wont'b“ck to
TATWAN instend of back to the carricrse | B

LR & [ | twko‘lt then that tho flcct actlon,_thp onc thnt cﬁﬂo frow tac South—~

+hon we understood there was onc “that cnne5 nlmost stBhight fron the West

4w towdrd LEYTE--they - had no carricr-bascd aircraft to supwort tn01r OV C—
tment, their opecrations? '

A, . That!ls: coxrrpeta: CAdniral KURITA whs counting h08v11y on thb 1uaa~b“sod
i | ercc,;but achuplly "ot vorJ 11ttlo supﬁort.

- ; ' O T | - P
ﬁ. X S iR 1

»

Qe H“d.tny of tb;t lanAn Lsod.aﬂrw—l undorﬂt“nd it wns composced of both Noval
air and Arny air-—-had any of thut been tralncd to support a flcet actlon,
partlcul“rly tnﬁ Nnval mir? fﬂ~ &b ;_-- YL -f.'. paucd - i

%

v

Ao The.ArﬁJ of course: hﬂd‘ne trwinlnb of that Flnd, ﬂnd tho.maVJ also virtually
nonce The planes which had been there from the beginning were practically
gonc by that time, and new oncs had been rushed down from tne Jorth, ond
- they. hnd ‘had no - training of: mny klud for coowcrmtlvc ﬂction. R L

A

Q. Nonc of thu'ﬂaval ocholon thoro had.hhd any currlor—bnsed_trulning_or CXe
lerlencb at all? s T e & ‘-“ ) _';' ;”~."‘ e L o

Ao ch, perhaps a fcw had had ecxperiecnces, but the nunber of experienced pilots,
highly traincd pilots, wois oxtremcly smally only a very few, for instonce,
could distinguish between the various typcs of surface vessclse




fleet coverage? - '

o

Was there an etaluation placed on the capability of this land-basged ait
rendezvous with a fleet at this time? I am wondering if, preceding the
decision Yo launch an all-out naval attack in -this area, the limited capa=
bilities of that land-hased aviation, both Arny and Navy, was measured and
evaluated in caonsidering that problem and arriving at a decision to commit
the fleet?
Yes, that was taken intoc consideration in making that decision, but there
was nothing else we could do- there was nothlng else we could bring to take

- . therr DLaceo

How high—-if you can express it in those terms—-a degree of probability did
you give to. those air forces, then based in the PHILIPPINESarea, to give ...
effectlve air support to operatlons in these restrlcted waters? Did you
give them much value ér did you Just expect.little or no support from them?
The fact is that we counted on considerable assisﬁance from the landabased

air forces At the time there were about 180 planes therece  On October 22.
I left TAIWAN with practically all of my air fleet there, numbering about

450 planes, and arrived there Oct 23, The manner of cooperation was not so.
much to protect Admiral KURITAAs fleet conming through this strait as to

-strike blows against the two dask forces that were there and drive them

back with lossess We hardly anticinated that we could destroy ‘the task

forces, but we could inflict sufficient damage on them to drive them backs

The'actual use of the planes however did not come up to our expectatlon

WhY‘dld they, after this 25th of October sortie—the carrier-based aircraft
~—&0 to TAIVAN instead of going back to the carriers?

I do not know "whether .the planes had been ordered by the carriers not to
come back but believe that the reason was; that while the planes were at—
tacking your task force our carriers were being attacked by yours, with the
result that our carriers had drawn further northe Probably the distance to
TAIWAN was less than the distance to the carriers which had moved north.

L ]

- I recall that a few planes ‘cane to the northern.tip of LUZON.

Does the Admiral know where the carrieré actu&lly‘wént following:this e N~
gegement? Where did they finish up? '

'- A‘ L]

1 n time they came back to their,base.

‘Was there an effort made ‘to aceelerate the movement of these carrier~oased
aircraft down to the PHILIPPINES from FORMOSA  to support the battle of -

L3YTE. GULF, the carriersbasced aircraft that had 1anded G land ¢nstead of
their carriers? Wl

That is exactly what happened with the majority of those.that did come to...
TAIWAN and LUZON. The total number however that ‘went there instead of back
to the carriers was between 50 and 60. I think that practically all of
them were sent down. . L R - *

I wonder——you were down there commanding an air fleet at that timed - What
assignment did you give to those? You sec, thecse weré experienced aircraft

carrier crews—were they 3531vned to rendezvous and give close supnert to. .
the surface ; 1eets?

* s

They were all flghters. When they came down they were ordercd to join the
fighter fmrmctlon tlﬁt was %1ready at LEYTE,

That fermation was not apparontly covering the fleet, of did they assune
that it was—it was already covering the flect and they just augmented that

" v
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A. Yes, they joined with the local fighter units in-all the operationse T he
cooperation withithis flect was of a very short duration because the flect
came throughs then went right back againe After protecting them they en-—
gaced in operations independent of éur flecte ' g0 .l

. Yosterday I'.got the imprcssion that the Admiral felt that carricr-based
aircraft had capability for nore sustained operations than land-based air-
crafte Did I understand corrcctly?

A, Aireraft carricr:planes were nore effective because thoy were able to hit
.and come backs. They were able to strike more often than land-based aviatione

Qe I wanted a value:of what you mean by this: Do you mean over & period ef
one day or oné week or a month? - ' % o

- ~A, By sustained opérations you menn continued attacks in the course of one

Qe Not Oxdgﬁly onc flight, but whether you mean continued attacks in onc day ,
one weekw onc rnonth? I want to lmow how you necasure thnt in terms of time?

Ae I wonder if you haven't in mind o statomant I nmade regarding the superiority

“ of carrier=bascd plancs becousc of the diffcrence in training of the pilots,
that it takes at loast six nonths to get pilots ready feor carrier planes
whoreas threce nonths would sufficc for land-based pilotse DBecause of the
~onger period their all-around ability is higher, and for that reason then
it could be said that they could be cmployed morc effectively than” land—
based plancs becausc of their traininge ~ g | g ¥

Qe The matter of capability--sortie copability, attack capabilify--over an
cxtended period of time: Would you consider that carricr-~bascd aviation
would be ablec to conduct nore flights over & period of timec——say over, &
nonth-~—~than land-based aviation?

Ae At least from the standpoint of my cxpericnce I would not: say, that carrier—
based plancs could be uscd morc frequently within a given period vhan land-
based planes, but even if usgd no more in point of numbdr wo would get more
results beecuse of their higher traininge L Sl W bt 1

Qe Would you feel that carricr~bascd aviation would be able to conduct an
equivalent arbdunt of sustained operations with lande~basecd aviation?
A. Yes, in a ccrtain position the carrier~bascd plancse 1 beliavey cin nake as

Qe What effcet do vou think the requircment for going back to & port of basec to

cot replenished on supplies would have in sustaining the opcrational capa~

. bilitics~~the reguircment that the carriers- go back and resupplyf?.

A, There is g serious nisunderstanding of your qucstion: - I thoyght that the
munber of flights meant, nunber of flights from land bases jn thosc cascs,
having in nind the situation down in.the SOUTHERN AREA wherc carricr plones
were sent down and land-bascds If those planes aré operated from the car-
rier, certainly they can be used more,frequentlye. I think thaty in casc
of a land-bascd planc, two attacks in.a day is maxinunle £ ‘

Qe Does that have'anythiﬁg to’do 'witn the raﬁgo of the fafgot for the land-
bascd? - | e R | L5

Ae 7Ycs, the distance has some rclation to ié, but in most cascs the land-based

- planes &0 farther to gect to their torget, and conscquently twice in & dey

is -the maxinumg ot £o18

Qe You naybe mecn: they go far cnough out to not'do.two missions, thon they
would only do one; rangec then would be a considcratione Is that what the
Adniral mcans?

~15-
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Ae Thut ig an 1moortant ﬁwctor bCGﬂqu in attacklng here
g LUZOH) from TAIWAW, onc would'be tho -ost pPossible in oné

could be made fron LUZON to any twrgots here (Notos Indicating 0 UTHIRY ;
ARﬂdj, but anpther factor is that maintenance. oqulpnent ona wnrrior 1
'far supcrlor to that you can get-on 1“nd b sos. g

(the. Indchtlna

days whereas two

‘ .

Qe They did not havo ony cqulpnent for resorv1clng on tholr 1and b ses that
s comparod to tnoir c%rriors? P A

Yos, that is true, princlpally'boc LS C of tho dlfflcultv of supply..

< Now, I'd stlll llkc to know, in the nattor of 3} sustalnod opcratlon, now
much the sustaincd operation would be affcected by the ecoreier {;01:1b back
and.. rostoclfinb with gasolincy amnmunition,: supnlics; ‘bsfore they can ronow'
‘active combate, How much docs that affect the copability of o earricr to
sustain operations, their requircnient for taking the Cﬂrrlor as a btse-mns
-an airficld—-back to & -base for restocking, rosupplyin " Doyou ‘nean durt-

1nb tho*ncrlod of supplics Ahot: youw have aboard -the earricr, or do you cone

‘sider that that would hold.ovor an oxtondod period—to include the resup-
BLYINg of @ oArrderd i I foc.ters - Rl ok Dlayue Bl W w b i

‘:ﬂ; Yos, 1t bocs w1thout suyLnb that th&t holds oﬁly'for 2 1initb&*ﬁ6ribd;
darlab'whloh th@ carrier can operpte without .rofuc Iinge - The- ‘roversc 'night
- be. the SLtuntloﬂ if. Jou takb 1nto cﬁn51dorat10n"thc retur1.bo dlshant basce

NEW'SUBJhCT

- L] . i hy [
.
¥ i wu v i . W i m i (] i
L] ] '
. 4 Mow N o= ' L T b

e X was. . wondering if. the-Admiral: whs-acquaintod- by brloflnb or OthCTW1SO with
the R@PULSM and, thm PRINCE OF . WaLZST . What wnrO'tho-types of alrcraft thot

tho Ja aNncse. uscd agaipst those two targets and’ the tochnlquo o thelr
ttack? PR At i N IR - e R S L T

.A, . The. tymc of . alrcraft werc Cﬁb Os (iOdLUH.Attack Planos) . :ﬂ;; T i, i

' #l l-" N

(W0t0¢ The dlscu5510n now broLc up 1ntc-p dlscoursb of war opor tions 4n gon-

role At its conclusion Admirnl FUKUDOME was asked if he had anything to
ay regarding the Jannoso vicws of tho war.)
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Adnr UFUDOMuﬁ~ I don't.llke to saJ to yauﬁtn.t“wc‘uh&eitodk“thiSTQQf in expec—
tation of losinge The situation was this, that there was general agreenent
A0 the upper lovelg :of the ‘Navy.that this war could beé eontinued: only “twd™
‘or three yocarss At the last meeting of the SUPREME WAR GUIDANCE COUNCIL,
Adniral NAGANO, then Chief of Naval Opcrations, submitted the figurc, two
- years,. . for which:the wor could be. wydeds © Tho Doputy'Cnlof of Staff hold'
. the 0 olnlan that' it -could be continuved for: two~anﬁ Oﬂouhalf yoarsg %nd the
flrure whlcn.Aﬂn1r 21 ~TOYODA hingelf zave, &8s tho rosult of: éfﬁﬁy of "the
various nutorlﬁls nado'Lv hls sdbordinatog, was tnrou yGOTS o
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'”_“MJ'porsonal ro son,fo; tmklng fhroo yOSrs as the: naxlnun perlod WnS th%t,

cAdn.that. tinme fron: o tandpoint of nmatcria l WO would conc ' to the ond of the
rone, espoclally in such matters as heavy o buSOlan, lUbTICutIOﬂ o1l
stcel, Speecial metals, ships, machinec. tools, ‘ctces Therc were sond who
argu.ed that the raw materials which we would mct froi the occupicd arca
in the South would remove that diffiiculty and cnnble us to strectch the

.. war-to a nmuch longer periode That i cht have boon.p0551blc if "the trans-
portatlon of the material from the South could have been carricd cubl under
peace conditions, but we faced the necessity of first capturing, getting
control of, thesc areas, thon of shipping them to JAPAN under war condi-—

tionse Theny on the. side of operationsy the losscs we would suffer as.a
result of the operationse :

-

In the first stage, things would bo smoothly enough without any serious
loss to. naval vegselsy butb.the losses would gein with' the second peried
which was that of oppositinn, We estimated that there would bo three

big flcet cngagcnents per year with perhaps few minor cngagenents in

«:).6x.
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betweoen, and the total less.to be estimatéed from all of those engagenents:
in a year was 30%, of which we expected to be able to roplaceilo%-—l am
spcaking now 'of surface vesscls—resulting in a net lass or reduction of
20% per years .so that at the cnd of {three years we would-have suffered a
total net loss of morc than one~half of the total strength of the surfacc
units of ‘the flect, and with such a weakened force,. continuation of the... «...
war would become impossiblee o Wg N R T ST
flow the recazon for the Deputy Chief of Staff contcnding that we eould:hold
out for two and onc-half years was based on somewhat diffcerent figurcs as
regords surface unitss - He éstiratod we wowld suffer a loss of one nillion
tons per year of which onc=half could be replaced by now construction, I C—
sulting'in a nect loss of onc~helf million -tons, but loss of tonnage- would
be accompanied by cven a greater loss in total fighting power of the Nevy,
leCey the loss of ships was not an exact or accurate measurc of the actual
loss in Navi#'s fighting powers  Exactly what that fisurc was I do rot Xnow =«
—wacther it was 700,000 or 800,000 or what—and that ‘was his roason for -
saying we could hold out for two and onc-half yoarse LAdpiral NAGANG ‘hows
ever took two years to be the figure that we could hold oute
B N S AT R PR I B e e B § cliin | 3
Coming“back'to*my“roasdn.for“diSagrooing*with.you, Gonerals 188 ‘That.dt is
so ©Ybvious that we could not hold out indefinitcely .or-for any long period
of tince We had to adopt some measurc. 'to goin tine, and we felt that by
operating in this very broad war zonc we could gain time within which tine
wc strovg to get onc deciwive victory over your flect, and it was our inteon-.:
~tion Yo bring about ‘that decisive victory at as carly a period as possiblce
Qe Onc more questions. DNoes the Admiral focl that this cvaluation, this ability
to cndure ovgr o fixed period of time as a result of flect attrition ‘would
have held approximatcly the same had he sclected the more contracted defense
line and restricted the freedon with which decisivo fleet action would take,
prace——unless that fleet action be under more favorable circunstanccs——to
the restricted waters, defcnded waters, of the Japancsc Main Flcet? Yaou s
se€y you sald that in this stratcgic concept, flcet clcments would be lost
at a certain ratc and be replaced at a certain ratce Would that same for—
mula qold if you had operated within that more contracted arca?

Ae I doubt whether any appreciable difference would have resulted in the attri-
tion én our sidec by rcstriction of our line to the morc compact arca that
you h2ave in nind because, as I stated in an carlicr answer, you could have
galned onc basc aftcr another to come very closc up to that compact lline
virtually without oppositions Of course thc occupation of RABEUL and MIDWAY
wis 1n pursuance of flect suggestionss The NAVAL GENERAL STAFF favoring
from the beginning the arca in which the Navy had alwnys held in mind,
nanclyy within the MARSHALLS and the EAST CAROLINES,

Qe You do not feel that flcet attrition could have been kept nmuch lower if
it was kept behind these land masses and had concentrated the air thnt the

Japancse would build into these land nasscsy the fleect action to toke place
within the interior of that 1lino?

Ae VYou mcan, not let the flcet get out into the Pacific at all?

Qe No, not let thc fleet out into the Pacific at 2lly it had to take advantage

of thcsc land nasses in depth, guarding their actions, doclining decisivo
flcet actiony?

Ae That's possible,

Qe What I'm wondering is, whether or not—as I tried to get earlicr——you car—
ricd through an cvaluation of this: How fast would the flect attrit if it
werc kept on interior lines to defend this final line rather than to defend
successive lincs, putting the mass of the military resources into the linc
that has land mass and not the linc that is composed mostly of coral rccfs?

Aes In that casc I wonder whether it night mot have become mven nore difficult
for us to carry the raw materials from the South/

i P




'should be dofondod.

I was wondering what evaluation you put on ite. You said the Army dcfended
this plane What cvaluation did the Army put on protecting one lanc of

ships rather than protecting literally scorcs of lancs .of shipplng, .Allm-
your mllltary strength defending one, not- defending: 40 or BOT e aod

The reason for thc.ﬂrny'fuvoring thc rorc conpnct war zZonc 1ppoars to have
bccﬂfbptlnlstlcs vicews that all we noedod,to do was to get hold of the raw

naterials nroLf dldn't £0 to tho cxtont of thlnklng in torms of how it

wk
" -

Tnoy'wore not thinking in’ terns of dofensive ﬂopthr—ono as to o Contlnont
and large land nass, the other as a defensive depth of small lond masses
without great mutual sugport? I thought that the.Army”aould put a, vnlue

WT*on that?

:fi;Ho not know that thcy'had.put a va luo on es tablishlnb thﬂt. porhaps the
 ;fact that we couldn't %dopt more than onc plan at a tlmo wﬂs all_thero was

‘Thls Oﬂu, you put a‘mﬂluc on it* aftor & glven tlmo you would havc“iost the
WOls How- lonb did you flguro you could hbld thlS (1nnor llno) boforc you
-vald have 1ost the wart You put a tinc valuc on thas (outor dofcnscs);
“aiad yUu.put a tlmo‘Valuﬁ on this (1ﬁnor dofonsos)?

P

Iho fl”urCS given for the naval attr1t10n of fleet surface units, glven in
‘1rcsncct to" the broader ah of STIHY Wus basod on, the cap;bllitloq of supplies fron

© T southa Now whoﬁher, under more restrlctcd conaltions. wnr could hmvc

Py

;been contlnued i1, 2! Ipnger’ perio g have ‘sonc doubt, I think that 1t

'5fiwouldn't have nado nuch c1fforenco as té"tho U1t1ﬂﬂt0 rcsultol.,

"I
] ; ' b

So far' as wtkinu g détﬁiicd;evﬁldhtiOn'of“fhd twd"bldCés, i%“whsﬁndt nade?
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