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HEADQ,UARTERS 
U·. S. STRATEGIC BtMBING SURVEY 

(PACIFIC) 
0 10 POSTMASTER, SAN FRANCISCO 

INTERROGATION NO. (USSBS N9, 222) 
Jap. Intel. No. 4 · 

Division ef Origin: Jauanase Intelligence Section. 

PLACE: 
DATE: 

Subjsot: JAPMSESE NAVAL INTELLIGENCE ORGANIZATION 

Personnel interregated and background ~f each: 

TOKYO 

- lfov. 1945 

Rear Admiral TAKEUCHI, Xaoru, IJ"'D, graduated Naval Academy 1918; 

gemmissioned a 2nd Lt. (Sub -Lt. or Ensign) in 1919 and assigned 

duty on BB SETSU which was scrau ed as a r esult of the Disarma­

ment Conference e.nd converted to a target shi~; uost graduate 

courses in gunnery and torpedo schools, both six months each: wa s 

then -placed on a n II old DD11 , the KAG.bRO ( only 300 tons, he sta tes), 

the shiu credited, e.ccording to Adm. T.JiKEUCnI, with sinking the 

Russia n fle.gshh in the Russo-Ja-o War in the bRttle of RY'OJUN 

(PORT .l4qTHUR): went to ~B OZAHE: was tra nsferred to DD Hli.Rl\KAZE: 

1931, a t time of "Manchurian .hffair11 , wa s a student at the Nava.l 

We.r College ; 1932 , held command of 112nd clP..ss DD11 HilSU; followed 

with service e.a st,3_ff . officer with 2.Nl) OVERSEJ,.s FLEET, then came 

to TOK.iO a s a e:t!tl'f officer on the Nav!i'.l Gencr?.l Sta.ff; 1936-37, 

was Ne.vP-1 l~ttachG at OTTAWA (CA.Dade.): uoon r e turn to Ja"0an in 1939 

be came e n instructor in the Naval War College vee.ching american 

1'favel History; 1941, 09mmanded a Ne.val Air (Seo.pl4ne) Group ba sed 

at YOKOSUIL•: ( a acouting- trA.ining grou"'.l with e i ght planes, some 

einglo and somo 2 s eP.t era, 11v r•ry old sty4e 11
), me.de some flights, 

however, as f a.r A.S Tt.IW..:'.N (FORMOSA): 1941 ( end of yea r) l eft c om­

mand of this Rir unit two months b efore boginning of wa r with 

U.S. and was given A. poet in the 11 Boa rd of Re s earch for Tota l War", 

!'i civilhn orge.niza.tion dirootly Wld.er the C<l.bin~t. Int ,1rpre t er 

MIZOTil (with tidm. TAKEUCHI) who had ;himePlf epPnd P.leven y ears 

in the U.S. a.a e. business man, explained t he.t thh ReeP.?roh BoP.rd 

wa s th2 JA.~~nese equivA.l ent of thP. U.S. industria l mobilization 

bop.rd. Mm. T.tJCIDCHI hAld this uoat 1>.s a civilian, out of uni­

form. While thP-ro hA was not in good hoalth (d enf?Ue f ev nr) and 

did not do A. great d89.l of work; July 1942 , becFU!lE'l Chief of Fifth 

Section of .Nt-1v.a.l Gon""r .<tl Board P.nd occupi0d this uost until end of 

w9.r; nromot P.d t o RE!ar Admiral in Suring of 1945; since N4,rJ GenPr a.l 

Board was dissolved h:1.s b aen working for thr"> JunP.ricP.n author it i As. 

Whe r n intArvinwed: 

I nterrog.A t or: 

I nt e rorct ;:,r: 

Nq,vy Mi nistry. 

Lt. Comdr. Willirun H. BOTZER, USNR 

Lt. Comdr. T. M. CURTIS, USi'ffi 

Ma.j . John O. PELZEL, USNR 

No t e : Adm. T.n.KEUCHl hA.d his own intnrore t ~r, SHtTICHI MIZOT~l, 

who carried thA burden of thP. int ~roreting, with 

Maj. P8lzel assisting and checking. 
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Trenseript o! tntorrogation (Bear iJ.miral TJ,.KEUCHI, Kaoru., IJN) 

SUMMARY 

·RP.e.r Admiral T.AKEUCHI, IJN, becamE' Chief of th~ Fifth Seetio11, 

3rd DepertD'k~nt, of the Navy General Staff in July, 1942, and h~ld 

.tlw.t post until the ~nd of th~ war. 

"Third DA-partment (Rear Adm. N. ~E) is 11 llf.\.Val I11tAlligencc 11 • 

11 Fifth Seetion" is 11AmericP. e.nd possessions oxoept Phili-ouines11 • 

Assigned duties were: 

1. Intoll igence and pro-oaganda campa.ig,:1 toward USA and 

Lat in .America.. 

2. Estima. tion of natiorml a.ffe,irs of subject m~.tions, 

3. Plans for collecting informe.tion on subject nations. 

Fifth Section consisted of one Lt. Aide to .adm. TJJ{EUCHI and 

four sub-eeotions, A,~, C, and D, each under a-Comdr. or Lt. 

Comdr., gradua. tes of thP- N1-wt1.l Acad~my, except for 37 now 

gr~d:u.~teR from tho Naval AoP.demy who, bP-ca.use of ~ surplus of ne,va.l 

officers, were assigned to thn Fifth Section in th,-: Summer of 1944 

this wae th~ entire offie~r ~Prsonn~l of the soction. Two clerks 

end two t~mpornry Civili~n emuloyeas, gr~duates of foreign la.n­

gu.4ge schools, com-olated the ~ersonn~l set-up. 

A, U.S. Home country, oovP.ring all as·oects of American life. 

B. Overseas territor1As, Alaska, BawBii, Gue.m. 

O. Latin J;me.rica. 

D. Concerned exclusively with Aircraft; under a Naval En­

gineer. This one man had cogrlizance of the aircraft of 

tho ant ire world. 

JOTE: Cognizance of the U.S. Floet when in home ports 

came u.ndor (A) Section; when cruising, under 

(B) Section. 

Thnre w~ro no sneciR.1 intalligancP. trP.ining schools to 

ure~are offio~rs for th~ work of this section, such training 

a. s there was, being d- ,nA within thP. Seo t1on it self t and there 

were no special intelligence courses at the Naval AcA.demy • 

There was no "off1ciJ:t]_11 coordination of inttilligon~e ac­

tivities with the army or other gov.::\rnmenta.l f\genciee, but 

unoffioie.1]¥. information was exchsmged "whoro a:ouroprie.te", !\nd 

.l~. TJ\ICEUCHI had requested such inf'C1rmtion be furnished him, 

Before war With U.S. the Fifth Se~tion issued monthly intel­

lig,mce summaries. but ls.tar, due to printing e.nd paper shnrte.gee, 

this b~ca.me imnoeeible, and serially numb~red leaflets wero :ou.b­

lhhed 'Per1odicPlly "wh~n information just1fiod11 • In thP nam~, of 

th0. Chief of the GenAJ.'F\,l Staff, information prepared by this sec­

tion wns disseminated to Fleet Units by dieJ>~-toh 11 whP,n ~V9.ilable." 
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Transcript of Interrogation (Rear Admiral TAKEUCHI, Kao:11, IJN) 

SUMMARY (Oont 1d) 

Chief sources of information were: 

(a) 
(b) 

(c) 

(d) 
(e) 
(f) 

Nav~l Attaches stationed abroad. 
Interception and recording of broadcasts, which in­

cluded short wave broadcasts and U;S. intermediate 

frequency broadcasts for domestic consumption. 

Certain runount of documents seized in verious war 

zonas, leaflets, newspaners. documents, ete. in 

destroyed or submerged vessels, including some from 

Europe. 
Prisoner of War 1nforme.t1on. 
Aircraft shot down. 
Pnners picked up 11 a.t sea11 by fleet units (i.e. from 

the water). 

No s-oecia.l nrovisions were made for analyzing captured 

equi~ment, but such ma~arieJ.s and information were pa.seed about 

in the Navy De-pt. to the section most ~irectly com,erned. 

Adm. TAKEUCHI stated that his section rthad nbthing to do 

with photo intelligence••, although II some -pho.tos were paseed on 

and s·ome information g~ined." 

Ja-paneso Ne.ve.i Intelligence had complete information on ti •. s. 
fleet units end defenses in the Hawaiian Area on 7 Decem\er 1941 

and prior. 11:tio triak ·at all - from your own newspspers. and pub­

lica.tione · which we · aould buy and f'rom personal o'haerva.t1on. n 

(END SUMMARY) 
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Tra:nscript of Interroga.tion (Rear Admiral TAKEUCHI, kaoru (IJN) 

~ - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - ~ 

~.l. What was the organization of the Naval Intelligence activity which 

you headed? 

A. 3r~ Dept., Naval Intelligence Section. Under this, 5th, ith, 

7th~ 8th Sections. I was head of 5th Section. 

5th Section~ Ameriea'and possessions, except Ph11i~p1nee. 

FOUR AID:ElS (Comdr. or Lt. Comdr. ·plus ·one Lt. aide). 

A - Comdr. - United St-ates - Home Country covering all 
aa-pects of American life. 

:B -

C -

D-

Young Lt. -

- Overseas territories - Al~ska, Hawaii, Gu.am. 
Wh~never fleet was in 1,1pme port, it was under 
(A) Section - when cruising, under (B) .Section. 
(B) requires gooi men who understand fleet 
problems. (A) must und.P.rstani political ques­
tionsi··· Only one me.n 1n (A) and one in (BJ. 

- Le.tin Amal'ioe. 

- Oonde~ned exclusively with aircraft. Naval 
engineer. One man only. Must be cognite.nt 
of aircraft of entire world • 

..;. Aid.e to,1S'ection Bead. Was -picked for ability 
in English - also ~ide to Supreme War Couneil. 

2 clerk~ e..nd a temporaey employ~es - rank of 
wa.rrant,officar - civilian employees. Graiuates 
of foreign language $ehools. 

lOTEa ~!ng tH~ 6wnm~r.of 1944 the ItnpP.rie.1 Ne.vy assignerl 37 
grt.?..-luate~ of the NE!~e.1 AHe.d.emy iso the 5th Sectdon. 

A, 13, and O - section heE'.rls - were graduates of the Naval 

Academy. 
D wns a graduate of Na.val Engineering School. 
:B was au.ch a good man he we.a taken by the fleet when the 

war started and then Admiral T.A:DUOHI served as :B. 

Q,.2. What special intelli~enc~ training was prcvidetl for? What schools? 

What 808e1e.l ooursea at the Ne.val Acaderq? 

A. No spooiel. schools. Ooniuoted own training as possible. No 

special intall1genee eouraAa at academy. Navy 11d not attach much 

imoortanoe to 1ntel11gence activity in old de.ye. Most of officers 

were men of not too rugged health eni slated to be placed on the 

retired list as Captain. ~nl.7 f6ve men went through the Intel­

ligence Section e.nd reached rank of Admiral, l!a~ it not ~een for 

war, Mm. TAXEUOHI we.a prepared. to be ple.eed on retired list aa 

Captain (.Mm, TAKEUCHI !a a little !leaf). 

Q,.3. How wera your intalligenoo activities integrated ani coordinated 

with the army! 

A.. No official oorrelation. but information of Naval interest was re-

1.!qed by Army General Staff and vice versa. !he reports were 

taken for what they were worth. Oopies of news re~orts were ex­

changed. 
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. !l'rantW.rip-t fJf 'tntsrro~tiorl (Rea.r Acuniral. TAKEUCHI• Kaoru ( IJN) 

Q,.4. Were regu.lar intelligence summaries prepared or published? 

A. Not regularly but periodic summaries were published when 

information justified. Prior to the war,· these were issued 

monthly. Due to 1'.rinting and paper shortage; we were not 

able to continue the practice. We published serially.num­

bered leaflets after the war started. 

Q,.5. Did you disseminate intelligence information to Flee·t Units 

through dis~atch? Was this on a regu.lar schedule? 

A. Yes, they did that in the name of the Chief of General Staff. 

There was no·routine achedu~~ of routing. 

Q,.a. Was there coordination with other govArnment agencies? 

A. Yes, in the sense that e.ll other ministries were asked to pass 

on inform~.tion of -ra.lue. The Ministry of Treasury, the Foreign 

Office would pass on information in their own fields. This was 

of little ve.lue to us• however. 

~.7. What were your other sources of information? 

A •. (a) 
(b) 

(c) 

(d) 
(c) 
(f) 

Naval attaches stationed abroad. 
Intercention and recording of broad.casts, which included 

•hort wave broadcast~ and U.S. intermediate frequency 

broadcasts. 
A certain e~ount of documents seized in various wa:r zones. 

These consisted of leaflets, newspauers. documents in 

aastroyed or submerged vessels, including some from Eu.rope. 

Prisoner of war information, 1.e., statements from prisonP,rs. 

Ai rcra.ft shot down. 
Pa~ers picked up at sea by fleet units (from water). 

~.e. \'iha.t sources did you find moat reliable and effective? 

A. The most valWlble were seized documP-nte. Unfortunately, 

not many of these were sei~ed, however. 

~.9. Where was th~ main effort of your aoction CP.ntered? 

A. We concentrated the efforts of the section in statistical study 

of ~11 d~ta recPived by the section, probably a result of 

neculiarity ·of my own experience, which included long atudy 

of .American histo17, going back to d~s of John Calvin. This 

was done in the belief that U enough data was sifted, aa in diamond 

mining
1 

enough d.ata WO\lld result of value to make 1 t worth while. 

In Je~en tMre is a t~ndenoy to look on intelligenoe as synony-

mous with es~ionage. This ~oes not agree with my view. The 

iong term as~eet of my work waa concentrated on collection of 

all available data over a period. of. time, I have '1.one this for 

twenty years. To do this kind of work propP.rly• you must have· 

a large etaff which I ·did not have in spite of repeated de-

mands. Until the summer of le.et year, when in addition to 

f 1ve seot io~,l hee.ds t.he navy nlaced 'S'I men just out of the 

Naval Academy at my d1e~oael (under Chief, 6th Seotion -

Mm. TAKEUCHI)• As ships were sunk, a aqrplus of officers 

made this l)O esible • Pr-inci-pa.l work i2:iven to th~se 37 officers 

wa.s tranJi'a.tton of U.S. re.tlio broadce.sts anc\ making summaries 

of U .s. data. 

222-5 



Q. 10 ·were these broadcasts helpful? 

A. No. Nothing of value wae gained from a single piece of news. 
Broadcasts aeemed to be controlled. Iver a long period, studying 
records, they proved of considerable value. There was a great 
difference between shor, wave and intermediate (domestic) frequ.en4'.·· 
·1t-es. Intermediate did prove of considerable value. 

Q. 11 What information did·you receive from short wave radio in the 
United States operated by Japanese? New Zealand agents? 

A. Nothing of the kind. ihould one be recei ve·d, the operator 
would be suspected of being an American spy instead of Japanese. 
Agents in New Zea.land, as elsewhere, did not come under my depart-
men\. ~ 

Q,. 12 :Radio broadcasts by Japanese, from Hawaii, !)rior to war? 

A. I was not in this position at that time, but was.told the Japan~ae 
had none .• 

~- 13 Diplomatic cl;lannelst 

A. The navy had.no direct oommu.nication. i114h information came 
firs\ to the Ministry. 

Q. 14 Was any useful informa\ion gained from interception of u.s~ 
mail, let,ers, and diaries found on bodies of U.S. military 
personnel, prisoners of war, etc? 

A. No, nothing of significant value. Your authorities Jll\lst'have been 
cautious. I heard that u.s. authorities had given orders 
that no diaries be kept. We tried to have a emiliar order im­

posed without success. 

~- 15 What provision was made for analyzing equipment captured? 

A. Nothing of outstanding importance. We were looking for Badar 
and bombing e.qutpment. Equipment we obtained •s broken up 
and not of mu.ch uae. Analysis was made within the Navy de­
partment by designers making similar equipment~ 

~- 16 Did you get mu.eh useful information from natives in the areas 
of operation? 

A. Far from being useful. We su.spected them of working for the U.S. 

Q,. 17 Did you attem:9t in 5th Section of the Navy Department periodic 
eatimat_ea of u.s. •strength? 

A. I believe that up to the time I came to occupy the position of 
head of the 5th Section a monthly summary we.a made. After the 
war atarteQ.., tt was d1f_fieult to kaep up •. We collected data 
of u.s. fleet loaaee after aetione and waited fo,: confirmation, 
then ma.dt an estimate of what had actually octmrred. I kept a. 
graph •Of my own but did no1; pa,e it on until a check had been 
made. It was so •eeret, I did not permit othera into the room 
whe~e it was kept. 

~ 0 18 Such in.form.atioa was not· made available even within the Navy 

Deparlment! 

Ao No, none available to entire navy. 
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Transcript of Interrogation (Rear Admiral TAKEUCHI, Kaoru (IJN) ~~~--~~~---~--~--~--~-~---~~--~-----~~ 
Q,. 19 What use was made of it? 

A. After it had been checked, I ~asued my opinion. I felt any other 
information might be misleading. (NOTE: Adm TAKEUCHI, tn reply 
to a query as to whether an.y other person or department was doing 
this, reFlied that he was the only one having cognizance of this 
function). 

Q,. 20 What was your method of estimating U.S. losses? 

A. We used various methods. One was getting information from tho 
Japanese float - by interviews - by U.S. radio transmission ro­
garding losses - . from Japanese fie at foroes engaged in particular 
engagements. Often several months elapsed before wa could sey 

what U.S. units ·were engaged. We always checked up. In several 
instances where one engagement followed another, it was several 
months before losses in the first onga.gement could be estimated. 

Q,. 21 Were these reports disseminated? 

Those that we had confid~nce in. Theae were not necessarily ao­
aapted as official and final because fleet officers often had 

opinions of their own. 

~. 22 .How successful were you estimates~ 

A. · i I took the view from the first that 100% accuracy was impossible 
and would not attempt to make an esti-ma.te unless given a 2rf/, 
leewq, _more or leas. 

:-. 23 Did.the 5th Section attemnt to keep a careful and timely record 
of·the location and· composition of U.S. fleet units? 

A. Yes, to the best of our ability, and especially before a large 
naval engagement. 

~ 24 What were Ydu.r sources? 

On basill .of method already g.escribed. _In ad.di tion, we would 
publish r~orts with the warning that they ·wore not lOo% ao-­
oilrate. 

~. 25 Were you successful in thie? 

e•ned . 
A. Yes. Had we not uhe fleet well they would not have 0<>me 

back to us as the) i.dd often for other infomation. 

~. 26 l~pr~ theaa reports distribu.ted? 

We never made more than five or six copies, so could not go 
to departments not conoerned with planning. 

Q. 27 Were you able to predict u.s. future operati~ns or landings? 

4,. We never attempted to play the ~ar\ of a forecaster, We never 
attempted to reaah conclusions, Intelligence ls subject to a time 
limit. It waa our policy not to arrive at oonolusione, but we 

passad info~mation on to those whose duty it was to deploy forces. 
(duty of Operations sections) .. I impres1:1ed my subordinates with 
this procedure. 
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Transcript of Intett_o-gation (Rear Ad.niiral TAKEUCHI, Yaoru (IJN~, 
............ ~ .... - - - -- - ... - -- --- ~ ... ..._ ~ - ......... , - - --~ - .... ---- .... - - - - - ...... 
Q,. 28 What information was gained from inte?trogat_ion of -r;>riaoners and 

how was this gotten? · ·. · . 

At various ~oints local units (navy) would do qu.estioning. In­
formation so gained was transmitted ,o 5th Section. A prisoner 
of war camp, the only one controlled~by the'navy, was located 
at OFUNA. This was a source of information. Prisoners were 
acoomada.ted temporarily (those ·taken by navy) and the~ turned 
over to·the army. Pr~soners were questioned at this camp,~~ 
ai,numbclr of my Qtaff of~en, went to. this cam~ to .do interro~ting. 

Q,. 29 What is your comment on the value of theee intei-rogationa? 

A. They were of very litt~e value. Most men captured were of 
lower rank, and in th~ir first engagement. A caroer officer 
graduate of your academy, captured, would not talk. My policy 
was not to force men to talk. ~ecause of this, men formerly at 
OFON.A asked to be ret~rned there, As an ~xoeption, captured 
members of carrier crews gave information.on the name of their 
carrier. J.ocording to international law, name, rank, andunit 
is required. This-wa~ of help in learning the identity of units. 
(NOTE:. On direct re-ques·tioning, Adm. ~A.µUORI repeated t~at 

internation law ~equires NAME, l3,A.NK, and~). 

~ 30 Did you ~ely on Photo Intelligence? 

A. My secti·on had nothing to do with this.'_ 

Q,. 31 Is there a separate unit d0ing this work? 

A. No su.qh independent'unit existed, but each air unit has its own 
photo,reoonnaisaance reports. 

Q. 32 Did y~u receive and evaluate photo reoonnaissanoe re~orta? 

A. Photos were pa.seed on to my section, and by-studying photos,. 
some information was gained. · 

Q. 33 Wae any attempt made to oolleo·t data and analyze U.S. anti­
aircraft (Flak Intelliganoe)Y 

A. It ia possible that fioet units did. this.. It was not a function 
of Naval General Staff. 

q,. 34 What information did you have on 7 December 1941 and immedi"ately 
prior thereto, incluQ,i~g number, type, and .sizo of U.S. fleet 
units in Hawaiian waters? 

A. Unfortunately, at that ttme I was a oivilian and cannot Bive an 
answer with oonfiden~e that would be correot. To the beat of 
my knowledge, it was eaay enough.to deduct from your total 
strength the number of Sibips laid up in dQcke in the U. s., We 
received the Ar't!Iy ~d Navy Register, printed in Washington, and 
by reading personnel items could tell where ships were~ Thia 
publication could be pu.rc~aqed for ·10 cents. 

Q,. 35 Did the r$V1 4epartment oonoern itself with ground inst.alla.tions 
and def en~es in the Ha.A.ii Area? 

A. Yes, we had aooeas throup.,h u.s. announoeme:p,ts. 

~- 36 How was such information aecure4? 

No trick at all. It was ee~ed from newenanere and by personal 
obaervation bafQre ·.th.~._ W'-91P-~ · .• ~ · · . . ' 

.. , 
,J 
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Transcript of Intel4ro~atidn "(Re~r Admiral TAKEUCHI f icaoru. (tJN) 

~- 37 Was thia section responsiblo for S\lch inforrna:tion? 

A. Yes. It was sent out to all departments of the Navy, and to 
the Army. 

Q. 38 How la}S it disseminated? 

A. In printed form - multiple copiea. 

~- 39 Are c0piea available? 

A.. The Navy Ministry burned down. The ·records were burned. 

~- 40 Were no copies of any kind preserved? 

A. lfo. 

Q. 41 With raga.rd to Japanese Naval Intelli6ence as a whole, whet 
were the outstandin~ services of Naval Intelligence to the 
Japanese fleet units? 

A. I have never pondered the question before,_ bu.t feel su~e that 
the Intelligence organization of the Navy had no injurious ef­
fect on the fleet. Men in the fleet are usually not informed 
on foreign affairs. My organization ~erformed the duty of 
passing on well serviced·information. 

Q. 42 Will you comment on the times, in terms of·cam-pa.i,c;ms, when the 
work of the 5th Soction was most effective. When it was weakest. 
Reasons? 

A. The effectiveness of the sections increased with the ~assage of 
time, due to increased e:xnerience. I believe that thia was 
tru.e of many of my colle~es. We enjoyed greater confidence 
of superiors ~a time passed. 

_Q. 43 In the light of war experiences, how would·the Admiral .change 
or improve his 5th Section operations? 

., 

A. Without question, the first ohange would bo an increased 
ataff, to brin~ men of superior qualities into sub-saotion 
(B) (Overseas territories, :Alaska, Hawaii• Guam) which was 
vacant during the war. Another ohange would be improvement 
of oonditiona under which we worked: 

1. Communication~, which were poor. 
2. Printing fa.oilitiea, which were also poor, and be­

came more so toward th·e end of the war .. 


