HEADQUARTERS
U.S. STRATEGIC BOMBING SURVEY
(Pacific)
APO ¥ 234
¢/o POSTIASTER, SAIT FRAIFCISCO
INTERROGATION NO. 219 Places:. TOKYO
(Jap Intell #3) Date: 2 Nov. 1945

Division of Origin: Japanese Intelligence Section.

Subject: Japanese Naval Intelligence Organization.,

Personnel Interviewed and Background of each
ARITA, Y., Captain, IJN.

Graduated Naval Academy 19203 from 1921-25, Jjunior officer aboard
various ships; 1926-27, student higher course at naval torpedo school:
1928-~29, torpedo officer of destroyers; 1930~31, instructor at torpedo
schooly 1932-33, student at Naval War College; 1934~35, torpsdo osfficer
ocn war (battle) shipsy 1936-37, staff officer, 2nd fleet; 1937-38,
instructor at Naval Academy: 1939-4H, staff member destroyer flotillas
1941-42, staff member 3rd squadron; 1943-August 1944, staff member KURE
Naval Station; August 1944-lMarch 1945, captain of CVE KAIYO; in May 1945
became adjutant of the Naval Genzreol Staff; now in service of the first
resarve,

Where Interviewed: Navy Ministry.

Interrcgateors: Majs Re S. Spilman, AC.
Lt. S, P. Ahlbum, USWR,

Interpreters llaje Jo¢ Cs Pelzel, USIICR,
Allied Officers Present: None,
Summary :

Intelligence staff organizatisn ~f the Navy General Staff, based on Capt.
ARITA's informatlon end on informetion in FEAF Intelligence Memo #23 (10/13/45)
1s appended as part of ths transcript, Although the adjutant was responsible
for personnel in general, intelligence perscnnel were handled by the personnel
office upon recommendati-ns <f the 3rd Department of the Geacral Staff (Naval
Intelligsnce).

No intelligence officer was provided aboerd the CVE KAIYO during the period
in which Capt. ARITA had command., He was captain fcr tw. missiocns, cn which the
KAIYD provided aerial eseort for convoys between JAPAN and TAIWAY and between
JAPAT and SINGAPORE betwsen the end of Oct ber 1944 and January 1945, The KAIYO
received radic repsrts from fleet headquarters advisiyw of the l.cation cf
Allied submarines and ships al-ng its course, and the carrier pllcts were
briefed by Capt. ARITA personnally pricr tc tekeoff cn such inferfiztion as he
felt was necessary, The pilots were interrngated upon return b #fis squadroy
commander who in turn kspt the captein advised of their findings.

Fach naval base and major flsst unit included redie intelligepnee and
sighting certers, but Czpt. ARITA knew of no other operational intelligence
organization. His knowlesdge of intelligsznce schools wns limited to a eommuni-
cations intelligence training course as part of the communications school.
Persoannel who had served in legations, as attachgs or in similar posts prior
to the war were, for the most part, preferred for Yatslligencs duty.
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Interrogation of ARITA, Y., Capt. IJW (cont'd)

l. Chert of Intelligencse Organizztion, Navy General Staff.,
- 3rd Depbe
| Naval Intelligsnce
| { ReAdm, NAKASE, Nobura

sl e S e e T TR
oth Sesc, l eth Sec. 7th Sec,
North & South America/| China, Manchuriad|USSR, Germany &

o e N i
i 8th Ssc, ‘—!

iEngland, Indo-

UeS. Territories ard {|{Capt. KOBETTO. Burops. Capt. China,Australia,
Front Line Intell. | YAIIAGUCHI, Sutejii|Capt. IRIE, |
Reddmo TaKBUCHI M. . . ____|Motonse. |
]
"{ 4th Dept.
L Communicetions —_——— - -
R.Adm, NOMURA, Tomekichi I
SHETTPMVITIO oo Ry s il i s = b v o TIINE SRS T ST
9th Sese, | [ 10th S=sc, Special Ssc.
Comm, Plais | Cryptanalysis Radio Intelligsance
Capt. SAMBJILA, ! Coapt, YAllAZAKI RyAdm, NOMURA, T.
liotonao. | (Directly under Vice
l I Chief of Gea., Staff).

2 Transcrivt of intsrview.

Qe Can you develop the various schelons undsr the najor headings or
sections of nevel intelligence?

hAe I am not familiar with tha detailed organizatlon within the ssctions
nor with the fleet intelligence oreanization.

Qs Describe the organization of foreign representatives?

A+ The Third Section had charge of that. I know nothing about 1it.

Qe What were your specific dutiss as adjutant £or the staffl

A« My duties had tn do with personnesl, records, gencral aduninistretion
matters, Intelligence personnel wers hendlsd by the pesrsonnel office
upon recormendation of the Third Ssction.

€ Do you know of any standard for assigning intelligence officsrs?

A, None, other than thet, for the m-st pert, persons from legations,
naval attaches, and sn forth, prisr to the war, wers preferresd,

Qe Was that type .f perscn assignzd even to the lower ecnelons in tae fleet
and operations?

A I hal no coansctions with that.
Q. In your various assiziients, what intelligencs oganizatiosa was thers?

ko I never had onz, sither at KURE Nav:l 3ase or while -n the KalY0. Aboard
ship, I recsivecd intelligencs only by radic from flset headqusrters.
There was no intelligeace organizstion at KURE. Ia By gpialon, all this
was handled by gensral hesalquerters., (Later, Cept. ARITA modifisd this
stetenent by pointing out thet sach naval base and major flzet uait hed
a radio intelligence and sighting center, thesse bzing thes ocaly intell-
igence units he knew of).

e Du you know how l:arge the intelligence orgenization is at Toky: head-
quarters?

Ae Three t: four officers in sach sub-ssction, pr.oably.
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Q. Was there any spscial setup for interrogating pllots on the XAIY0 when
they returned from a nissisn?

&. My carrier was in convoy opsraticons. We received reports frou flest
headquarters concerning the location of U. S. (sic) submarines. Pilots
reported their findings to the squadron lsader, who reported to ne. We
made one trip to TAIWAN and back fron the end of October t. Noveumber 1944,
and ancther to SINGAPORE and beck fraom the ead of November to Januaryl94o.

W 7as informetion regerding ships end submorines as received from head-
quarters given tu pilots before flight?

A+ The pllots wers gathered togsther and brisfzd by me bzfore flight.

Qs How ruen informatisn were you pernitted to give thent

A. Ouly such inf-ormation as I thought they nezdzd to knsw.

Q¢ Were the pilots given any informotiszn »n y ur own forces in ths vicelaity?

A If a2y wes pertins..t,.

Q. H.w did y'u relay the information recsived from pilots?

a. I reported by redio.

Qe T whomi

A+ That depended :n comrunicatisn feciliticg —— usually to flest headquarters.

Q. Only to flest headquerters or to other ships and f-rcss?

A. Thet depended on the situstion.

Qe Did y u get your informetion fros ~ther 8hip8; To.; or from fleet hesnf-
quarters only?

A. Fr.m other ships as nmuch as poesible. But sssenblzd reports cane from
Flest headquarters -nly.

Q. Were there any phct grzphic plancs sn the KalYO?

Ay NC.

Q. Was the KAlYO attacked r 4id she maeks any =attacks walle y.u were in
comnnandl

4. No attacks. We had some repirts, but ns defiaite sigatings.

Q. What was rsquired to confirm a s. ghting oy o pilot?

A. It wes confirried when it waes = direct sigatin g or waen a little piesce of
equipnent on the plans, a masnetic deviece, I belisv e, gave an indication.

Q. Wers thsre any schisls fur naval Intelligzeicetl

4. None thet I know of except c¢.mmunicetions intelligence training in tae

Interrogation of ARITA, Y., Capt., IJN (econt'd)

conminicetiin schunl,
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