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- Three Documents issued by the Supreme Command of the German Air Force
Operations Staff (Intelligence - Foreign Air Forces West) concerning

thegG.A.F. raid on Allied Airfields in Belgium and Holland on 1 January
1945, o

(1) Express Pictorial Report by Intelligence Service West —-
dated 27.1.45.

(2) Memorandum on Attacks on British and American airfields -
dated 25. 2014-50

(3) Foreign Comments on Air Warfare, No. 2 - The German Air Attack
on Allied Airfields in the West on 1 January 1945 - dated
4e3.45. L

Trenslated by A.H.B.6.
May 1960
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‘Sﬁpréme'Coﬁman& of the G.AF. * (i)
Operations Staff Ic Fremde Luftwaffe West )

. : * (2)
Express Pictorial Report by Intelligence Service West ,

No. 26/45 of 27 January 1945 - for Official Use only.

. 13 Y 54 =l

The Attack on Allied Airfields on 1 Janta

Strong German air forces attacked Allied airfields in southern Holland and northern

Belgium on 1 January 1945.

The enemy press and radio classified this unexpected attack as a further sign of the

GAF's revival, but in other respects remained completely silent about losses.

(1) BResults

German aerial photographs give proof of the success achieved.

(2)

In al), 402 aircreft were destroyed, these being:

- acqording to aérial photogfaphs at 8 airfieldé -

279 aircraft (239 single~, 21 twin and 19 four-engined) ,
- accerding to visual reports at a further 7 airfields -
123 aircraft (113 single-, 7 twin- and 3 four engined).

The Pollowing’were damaged:

- éccérdiﬁg to‘visual reports at 15 airfields -
11 aircraft (106 single-, 6 twin- and 2 four engined).

77_aircraft were skot down ifi air battles:

59 proven claims
12 probables

', total losses amount £0: 479 aircraft destroyed
114 aircraft damaged.

Accordingl

It mey definitely be assumed that further unobserved losses occurred.

Direct Effécts | | | |
The British cloge-support effort was set back for a limited periqd. Considerabl%
fighter forces were tied down for the purpose of driving off similar German
attacks. Flying was impeded during fhe first days of January as a result of
oil,storage depots bQing burnt out, restricted landing at airfields, re-routing

of aircraft, and the re-call of air transports.

Certified True Copy ' By order
? (signatura illegible) .Wodarg
: » . »
Major i.G. (3) : Oberst i.G. (3)

%(1) See note on p.1 of Foreign Comments on Air Warfare. ,

*223 Aerial photographs of Eindoven and Ghent - St Denis A/F's only after
the operstion are attached to the Germaen text and may be examined if
required. . _

% (3) General Staff Officer.
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GAF Opera:b:.ons Staff Ic ¥
Fremde-Tuftwaffen West *.
No. 1160/14.5 .Pop Secret.

RESTRICTED HQ, 25 February 19L45.
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_Memorandum
Subject: Attacks on British and American Airfields

A The Attack on Al’.l.ied Airfields in Southern Holland and Northern Belg

on 1 Januery 1045 .

I _@x Tosses ‘according to German Reports

(1) Enemy Tosses at Airfieldss

According to fina,l German findings, results of the _Opera.tion on .
1 January 1945 were as follows: |
. destroyed on the ground: 402 aircraft, these being:
according to photographic réconnaissanc_e at 8 airfields:
279 aircraft (239 single-engined, 21 twin-engined and 19 four-engined)
According to visual iceporta at another 7 airfields:
125 aireraft (113 single-engined, 7 twin-engined and 3 four engined).
Damaged:
accerding to viéual reports at 15 airfields:

114 aircraft (106 sine;le-jengined, 6 twin-engined and 2 four-engined).

(2) Enemy Tosses in Aik Battles:

According to unit reports: 65 “certain claims®
12 “probables"

On this basis, total losses amount to: 479 aircraft destroyed
: : 114 " damaged.

IT

(1) ZIosses on the Ground:

Ground losses were immediatély made the subject of a strict news

blackout. and eorders were' also issued for complete silence to be maintained

at the airfields which had ‘been attagked.

Navertheless,' it was evident from press reports that the losses had not

been insignificant.' A few POW's who had been stationed at airfields

which hed been attacked who had fallen into our hends in the meantime

and who were %o a partial extent, willing to talk; had only heard rumours
about total Allied losses. These rumours approximately confirm German

reports on results.

N.B. See notes on p.1 of'Foreign Comments on Air Warfare'

RESTRICTED.




3 PUBLIC RECORD OFFICE . I 2] 3] & 5] %

Reference:-»A‘Q m/qqcf-’

XC 020\9Y o b

4 COPYRIGHT - NOT TO BE REPRODUCED PHOTOGRAPHICALLY WITHOUT PERMISSION

RESTRICTED
-2 -

Interrogation Centro West reports on attacks on individual

airfields are gatﬁered together in the Appendix. Generally speak-
ing, statements made roughly’ confirm German unit reports, with the
‘exception of the attack on Vqlkel a.ixffield. In this case account
must be taken of the possibility that the attack was, in fact, medem
onofher airfield.

(2) Losses in Air Combat

Daventry 'am_lounced. fhat eneny losseé 1n air combat were 25 aireraft,
and that 20 of the pilots are safe. Although there is a possib-
ility that not all of the aircraft which we shot down in the air

are included in this figure, there still remains a considerable
discrepancy between this and the 65 “certain claims™ made by the
Germens. It should be pointed out, however, that in all air batiles

involving heavy losses on both sides the enemy's losses are gener-

ally overrated to sn appreciable extent in both German and Anglo-

American unit reports .
IIT  Germsn Losses - (Details not stated).*

v 1oL

Assessment of the Attack on 1 Jenuer

(1) Buployment of the GAF

Segrécys The element of surprise was fully maintained, although
the enemy had been anticipating an attack on his overcrowded air-—
fields for a considerable time.

Time of the Operation: At the time of the Germen incursion a large

number of Allied fighter and fighter-bomber formations were already
in the gir and i‘b was therefore no longer pessible te attack them at

their airfields.

Flight-Route Planning: A large number of fighter formations flew

albng main suppiy ‘x;eutes and over the cities of Liege, Brussels and
Antwefp with their V1 defence zones, that it to say over prominent
AA artillery cencentrations., These formatioens had therefore already
v béen effectively engaged by AA artillery during the a.pprea,ch. They
N.B.* In the German text provision is made for flgures of personnel dead or mlssmg |
. Potal aircraft losses (missing or more than 60% damaged) and German aircraft

engaged in the operation. Spaces are left blank for the figures themselves,
which in the A.H.B. Copy of the text have not been filled in.
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suffered countless losses and were broken up, the result being that the
operational objectives were reached either not at all or only by small

elements.

Target-location: A number of specified objectives were not attacked.
Mény forced landings were made during the formations' return to base.

2) The Enemy's Reaction

a) The Allied Aircraft Reporting Service

The Allied Aircraft Reporting Service was late in identifying the
German formations dﬁring their approach.
. Information was first obtained from umit aircraft reporting services -

(visual/aural) and from visual reports by enemy formations already in

the sair. The radar orgenisation did not locate the formation until

they were over Belgian and Dutch territory.

Considereble confusion arose in the identification of Prienmd and foe
and impeded the employment of enemy fighter formations.

b) Employment of Allied Air Defence Forces

Fighter Defence: There were already 12 RAF fighter squadrons in the

air when the Germen incursion started and violent encounters developed

even while the German formations were meking their approach.

The absence or lateness of preliminany warning caused delay in sending

fighters stili on the ground into action. Howeyer, as the airfields

weré frozen solid, the aircraft were able to take off from their

dispersai points and did not need to.be brought up to the taxying area

first of all, for the most part, the German aircraft were not engaged
\

until they were returning to base, when the enemy attempted first and

foremost to cut the formations off or attack them while landing.

AA Artillery: Despite the absence of any early warning, AA defence
was very strong along the approach routes and aiso went into action
at airfields after a brief period. According to enemy reports,

- two=thirds of all enemy aircr#ft destroyéd wére brought down by
AA, artillery.- |
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(3) Losses
With all available information taken into cénsideration, the enemy®s losses
can be assumed to havelbeen some 500 aircraft destroyed.

(a) ZLosses in Material

As German losses amounted to 270 aircraft, the ratio between German

s R s AR e R e T

and enemy aircraft losses is more favourable than in operations against
enenmy fighter-bombers and low-flying aircraft in the air and

appréciably morve favourable than in operations against enemy large-scale

aftacks.
Worthy of notice, however, is the unfavourable ratio of losses in the
air battles which took plﬁce while our formations were returning to
base;
(b) Casualties

Thé.raiio of German to enemy pilots lost in the attacks must bé regarded

 as exceptionally unfavourable. Although tﬁe enemy has large aircrew
rese:ves’at his dispoéal, the question of casualties ié the most serious
factor in the enemy's policy of air warfare.

(4) Results

(a) The éﬁglgyméhi of fighters on defensive patrols over a number of

airfields was observed as from 1 January 1945.
(b) According to priscners' statements, AA defences at airfields were

reinforced.

(¢) A long-lasting weakening Qf.the striking power of enemy fighter and
| fighter-bomber formations wes not schieved.
(d) The opinion of the British technical journal "Aeroplane" is typical
of the British assessment of the atiack:
"The attack was planned better than it was execdted."

Planning of Further Attacks on Airfields in the West

According to prisoners"stataments; parking of ajircraft at enemy

airfields continues to be careless .
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In view of the facts thét AA defences at airfields have been
reinforced,.that a higher degree of readiness for action on the
part of fightérs must be expected, and that the Aircraft Repoiting_
$rvice has presumably been re-organised as a result of its failure

on 1 January 1945, an‘;ncreasedistate of defensive preparedness must

be anticipated.

After account is taken of:
(a) the Allies' large reserves of aircraft,
(v) their inngmerable airfields, and,
(¢c) the German forces available,

further attacks cannot be expected to bring about a leng-lasbing

weékehiﬁghéf'the~énémz's cléée—SMEEQrttfermatiohs.

On the other hand, an attack by strong forces in conjunction with

Gerhéh“éf’éhé@yfgéoﬁnd operationg might bring about a short-term

disruption of enemy planning and thus result in valuable time being
gained. Howevei, in order to aveid appreciable lesses it is essential
that the operational lessons of 1 January 1945 should be given careful

consideration.
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Ic/Fremde Iuftwaffen West B 1%

RAF 1st Tactical

Air Force¥*

Eingdhoven

Volkel

RAP 20d Taotical
Air Foros

GilzeéRijen
Maldeghem

Ursel

éhent - St. Denis
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APPENDIX to Tc/Wo. 145/L5 — Top Secret

Number of A/c

on Airfields

Accordigg to¥
Fr.Iw.West A3

123, 124 & 143 Fighter Wings
& 39 Close-Recon.Wing com-
prising 240 Typhoons, 40

- Mustangs & 20 Spitfires.

121, 122, 126 Fighter Wings
comprising 80 Typhoons, 100
Tempests & 80 Spitfires.

135 Fighter Wing comprising
80 Spitfires.

According to Photo~
graphie Reconnaissance

Evaluation of Attacks on Enemy Ground Organisation on 1 Jahuary.l945

" _Damage

According to

Visual Observation

lJan ~ 166 + 2 4+ 2

24 Dec ~ 88 4+ 0+ 2

lJan~-694+ 14+ 0

lJan~ 424+ 240 )

lJdan~ 12+ 14+ 0

1Jan~83+04+ 4

RESTRICTED
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5+ 11 4+ 0

33+ 6+ 0

58+ 3+ 7

Vs e N

10+40+0

29+ 0+ 0

According to Photo-

graphic Reconnaissance

90 + 0+ 0

25 +1+0
16+ 24+ 0

6.+ 1+0

280+ 4



2. -~ Appendix contd.

Number of A/c
. on Airfields
According to¥

Notes:* Ic/Fremde Luftwaffen West B 1 - )
Fremde Luftwaffen West A3 -)

RAP 1lst Tactical Air Ferce -

éi'i,'

"Accbrdgi_png to
Visual Observation

According to_ Phote~
graphic Reconnaissance

Accordmg to Photo~
graphic Reconnaissa.nce"

RAF 2nd Tgctic'al” Destroyed Damaged
Air Force (with ’
light & medium
bombe‘rsi.
Grimberghen 132 Fighter Wing comprising 1Jan - 2240+ 2 ) ) 6 +0+ 2
80 Spitfires. 32 4 22 + 13 94+ 641
Brussels-Evere , 6 Nove ~ 64 + 16 + O ' ‘
Melsbroeck 139 Heavy Clese~Support Wing 1 Jan = 67 + 72 + 38 85 aireraft LO aircraft 29 + 17 + 13
| comprising 60 Mitchells
 XXIX US Tactical
Air Commsnd |
Le Culet 31 Dec -~ 64 + 4+ 10 04+ 04+ 3
Glabbeek | 1Jan=54+04+0 134 1+ 1 5+04+0 394040
St.Trond~-South 48, 366, 404 US Fighter & 25 Dec ~ 125+ 1+8 10+0+0
363 Clese~Recon.Groups com— '
prising 270 Thunderbolts, 60
Mustangs & 30 Lightnings.
XIX US Tactical
Air Command
Metz 26 Fov~T+2+0 26 +1+0 8+04+0

Both Bl and A3 were sub-sections of the G.A.F. Operations Staff (Intelligence-Foreign AirA'Ferces West),
but it is not pessible to trace from A.H.B.6 recerds the -dates when each carried out.

The formation described as RAF 1st TAF is in fact No. 83 Group of 2nd TAF, which also comprised
No. 84 Group (Spitfires) and No. 2 Group (Mitchells).
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Supreme Commend of the GAF Heedquarters, 4 March 191;.5.
Operations Staff Ic * (1) |

Fremde Luftwaffen West * (2)

No. 4u79/45 (Secret)

Foreign Comments on Air Warfare
No. 2

The German Air Attack on Allied Airfields
in the West on 1 January 1945

*(3)

In the present report all information on Operation "Bodenplatte" obtained

from German and enemy sources has been compiled in finelised form.

I Successes and Losses
(1) Successes: 479 aircraft destroyed (of which 77 were claimed as shot

' down in air combat),
114 aircraft damaged.
As most of the losses resulted from destruction on the ground, the enemy's
casualties may be estimated as comparatively slight.
(2) Losses: (the German effort being made by 990 aireraft)
260 Killed or missing

270 airecraft destroyed ~
40 aircraft damaged.

i AT DI g

(3) The ratio of German and enemy aircraft losses in Operation “"Bodenplatte"
is more favourable than in operations against.enemy fighter-bombers and
low-flying aircraft in the West or in efforts against enemy large-scale
attacks in the defence of the Reich.

The loss ratios (proportion of German to enemy losses) in day fighter
operations are'as follows:

German Losses Enemy Losses
(a) Operation “"Bodenplatte” 1 s 107

(b) Operations against fighter-bombers and . 35 : 1
low~-flying aircraft in the West

o0
-t

(c) Operations against large-scale incursions 1.9
(Air defence of the Reich)

(Pigures for Jamuery 1945)
NeB. * (1) Ic Intelligence
* (2 Foreign Air Forces - West
* (3 "Ground level"

ftonou
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Direct Results of the German Operation sccording to Wireless Intercept

Information and Prisoners® Statements.

(1)
(2)

(3)
(1)

(5)

The British close-support effort was set back for avlimited period.
British and U.S. fighter forces were tied down to constant defence over
airfields (aircraft or flights detailed té stand by).

Aircraft were re-routed, landing was restricted, and R.A.F. transport
formations were recalled as a result of airfields being reported unfit.
Flying was impeded during the first days of January as a resulf of

0il storage depots being burnt out and other damage.

»AA defendgs and Aircraft Reporting Services wexe reinforced atvairfields.

Assessment of the German Attack by the Enemy Press and Radie

(2)

(v)

(o)

The enemy press and radio state unanimously that:

the German air attack on Anglo-American airfields in the Belgium -

-Holland area was the most concenirated attack by the German Air Force

gince the commencement of the invasien,

tribute must be paid to the German pilots' fighting epirit and their

. coursgeous readiness to embark on the operation,

the German operation did not effect Allied air activity either on

the day of the attack.or on subsequent days.

Assessments of German strategic aims, the way iﬁ which the Germans
carried out the attack and Allied defence are extremqu contradictory and

in some cases, strongly«influenéed by propaganda, the ébject apparently

being te_soften down c;ij;gigm of the Allied Command.

(1) Intentions _ | \
Déventry transmitting station described the objective of the German
attack as the bre#king.of Allied air superiority on the Western Front.
It might be assumed that.the German intenﬁion was.to relieve the
éressure of enemy attacks on their ground forces from the air and give
the German Command the opportunity of simultaneously making an attack
‘on a specific sector of the front. However, there had been no trace
of co-operation between the Army and Air Force anywhere. The entire
affair had proved to be an Air Force matter exclﬁsively. It had been
a badly prepared operation. On the other_hand, the "Daily Meil" was

of the opinion (2 January 1945) that even if there had as yet been no

indgcation of any synchronisation between the GAF attacks and
RESTRICTED ‘ : //
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such attacks, This well-known BBG air correspondent, who maintains that

all but,ene‘of.the attackSVWere made on British bases, believes that it may

but soon split up to attack the objectives stated, Attacks were made on
Allied airfields in both Belgium and Hollang. Brusseis, Antwerp and the

Scheldt estuary were merely shot up,

- The attack came as a complete surprise. Reuter reported that over Brussels

the GAF circled unmolested above rooftops, streets and airfields for 45

by German fighter pilots. The alert was not given untij 15 minutes hag
gone by; Thousands of agitated Belgiang gathered at street corners gnd:

agked every bassing Britigh seXrviceman "Wheie is the RaP on, The latter

aircraft had been barked carelessly, and Were wingtip to wingtip in some
cases. At one airfield the Germans foung & number of Britigh aircraft

on the ground just Prepering to take off o Opeérations. The F¥ 190tg
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and Me 109's came down out of the sun, flew across the taxying areas at

very low 1ével, and made the fullest possible use of their camnon and
machine-guns. In Reuter's opinion the conclusion must be reached that, in
general, the Germans® fiying ability was very low as & number of German
aircraft lay shattered on the ground. Moreover, firing by German aircraft
was often very inaccurate, even'theugh some damage was caused among the large
number of parked Allied aircraft.

The tacfical'error made by the Germans, which turned the entire operation
into a failure, was that they did not return to base immediately after

the attack had been made but, with a feeling of satisfaction at what they
had achieved, stayed teo long over enemy ferritory. .In this way maximum
losses were infiicted on the Germans.

Allied Defence

In addition to the element of surprise, which was only too natural in view

of the absolute confidence placed in Allied air superiority, the main reasons
given for the Allies' inadequate fighter defence in the case of attacks made
directiy on ground organisation are as follows:
(1) the widespread nature of the German attacks,
(2) the presence of ice on a large number of runweys in the British

forward area.
Hundreds of Typhooﬁs,ﬁ@emﬁestsg Thunderbolts and lightnings were empleyed
in the subsequent air battle. .This'was the Allied pilots? first oppértunity
of engaging in an aif battle over friendly territoﬁy for many months.
Allied AA defence was good and Mook a heavy toll of the Germans".

Neverthéless, it proved to be inadequate. \

Results

From enemy reports it is egstablished that the GAF is in a positien to
replace tﬁe aircraft losses arisfng from the attack on-Allied\éround
organisaiion within a certain peried. Much mere serious, however, is the
loss of trained fighter pilets. The eff%g%gngy of the German fighter

arm would undergo a furtﬁer decline as a résult of the heavy losges in
persennél, and itvwopld be # conéiderable time before its fighting strength
of 1 January 19&; was reached again. There was little expectation that a

German attack on Allied ground organisation would be repeated in the fore-

seeable future.
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As far as Allied airc:aft losses were concérned, their inexhaustible reserves
made it possible for the breach which the attack had opened in formatiéns in

the forﬁard area to be filled again in the shortest possible time. Although
they succeeded in pinning down a number 6f aircraft on the ground, the Germans
failed to hold up Allied'tactiéalAair attacks even for a single.day. The Allied
Tactical Air Forces flew hundreds of softies and attacked §nemy transport and
communications on ﬁhe afternoon of the day when the‘attack‘was made and on the
days that followed also. |

IV Prisoners! Statements on the Execution of the German Attacks

Le Culot Airfield

“On the morning of i January 1945 German fighters made a surprise attack on

Le Culet airfield. Tﬁe attack took the-defences completely unawares. When
the aircraft opened fire the P.0.W. hurried from his quarters and witnessed
vpart éf ?he attack, in the course of which_he counted some 16 - 20 German
aircraft.

A Thunderbolt of 23 Squadron (U.S.) which was in the act of taking off was
shot down just before becoming airborne and the pilot was killed. Of 23
Squadron’g othsr_aircraft, three wefe heavily damaged and two more were
slightlyvdamaged. No other aircraft in the Squadron was actually bu:nt out.
Some of the aircraft of 22 Squadron (U.S.) were engaged on operations. 53
Squadron (U.S.) reported only one aircraft slightlyvdamaged. Particularly
heavy losses arose ameng the Fortresses andlmnstangs of varigus Squedronsg
which had made emergency landings on the airfield. At least 5 Fortresses and
2 Mustangs were completeiy destroyed by fire and damage was done tp a number of
other aircraft, especially‘Mustangs.‘ The P.0.W. was unable to stat; to which
wnit the aircraft belonged. The Mustangs were believed to be 8th Ai: Force
aireraft.

There were no casﬁalties among alrcrew.

It became common knowledge later that the Station Commandef was taken to task

by the Officer Commanding IX Tactical Air Command on account of the failuve

of the defences.
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As an immediate measure the Station Commander gave orders for two flights -

one of 36 Group (U.S.) and one of 373 Group (U.S.) to remain in the air at all
vtimes whenever weather was fit for flying at a radius of 5 - 10 miles from the
airfield, Operations Officers of the various Squadrons were given the task of
holding a flight in readiness at all times, even when the remaining formations
were operational. The emergency duty flights usually carry out airfield defence
for 2 = 3 hours and are relieved in the air.‘ These operations are maintained
from dawn till dusk and, in most cases, the present rosters have already been
drawn up for two weeks in advance. |
In addition, AA defenceé at the airfield and the Aircraft Reporting Service have
been reinforced to afford better protection should there be a repetition of
the aitack."
Volkel Airfield:
A Pilét Officer who was willing to talk and who was shot down on the afternoon
of 1 Janua:j 1945 reported on the attack as follows:
T was alerted by distant aireraft ermament fire at about 0830 hours. A FW 190
fired a few shori buréts. Half an hour later the same sound was hgard again.
Another low-flying FW 190, had fired a few short bﬁr§? at random. Afterwards,
the P.O.W. heard in the course of conversation that 3 FW 190's_had attacked the
airfield and shot it up at random between 0830 and Q915 hours. No casualtises
or aircraft Ieéses resulted, and no damage worth mentioning was done to
vehicles o:vquarters. Oné of the attacking aircraft was shot down. What
happene& at Bindhover, however, was & dif{érenf story."
Eindhoven Airfields
A P.O.W. made the following statement:

_ .
At about 0830 hours I heard violent firing by aircraft armament and hurried
onto the airfield. Immediately afterwards a number of FW 190ts flying at
very low level shot up the airfield. Still more German aircraft appeared
and first of all shot up the duty section, which was put out of action at once.
Some time passed before the AA went into action. Meanwhilé, large fires had
become visible in the direction of 39 Reconnéissance Wiﬁg's dispersai.points,

snd considerable losses were caused there. Later on, the officer commanding
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th:.s Reconnaissance Wing was called to account. Aircréw and, in pé.rticular,
ground. staff suffered heavy casualties. The parked twin-engined and four-engined
machines were aircre.ft which had made intermediate landings, and to some extent
these suffered severe losses. An appreciable number of billets and a repair
workshop were destroyed by fire. After the attack all personnel at the base
were given strict orders to keep -silen’c. The P.O0.W. described this attack as
a Yreal ge’od show". '

Two other P.0.W.'s also mentioned heavy damage at Eindoven.

Melsbroeck Airfield:

4 P.O.W. made the following statement:

ujp fairly large number of a:.rcraf‘b were destroyed in this attack, including

6 machines in his own Squadren. However, the damage done was not excessive,
as most of the a.:.rcrai‘t were on operations al the time.

The P.0.W. was given & photograph of regults showing part of the airfield
burning fiercely. The P.0. W, bel_ieves that these were mainly burning huts

and, in certain cases, such twin-engined aircraft as were parked in the area.

He was uné.ble to state the number of twin-engined g,ircraft destroyed, and

" believes that they were Weliingtons of 69 Sqﬁadron." ‘Reference was also made

to considerable damage at Melsbroeck in enother P.0.W.'s vstatement.

St. Trond Airfield:

A P.O.W. made the following statement-

tgShortly before our setting out on fighter-bomber operat:.ons 7 Me 109's

flying a.‘a about 60 feet made a sudden anpeaxance over the airf:.eld in the early
morning and shot up the aircraft cleared for take-off. Six Me 109's are said
t;"‘.ha.ve been shot down by airfield AA in this surprise raid. There were no |
casualties ab the P.0.W, airfield and the number of aircraft completely |
deétroyed wag very glight. It was possible to carry out ell necessary repairs.
within two days;“

(The P.O.W. is inelined to class the entire Germa.n attack as a failure as

put out in enemy propaganda and for this reason his statements cannot be

regarded as gbsolutely reliable.)
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Summing~U

The objective of the attack was to weaken the enemy's close-support
formation ip order‘to‘make a direct contribution toward the relieving
of pressure on German Ground forces. |

This objective was to be achieved by employing Gefman fighter formations
in strength in a surprise operatioﬁ‘against airfields serving enemy
close-éupport units, ﬁhose aircraft had until this time been densely
parked without any precautionary measure whatsoever.

The German operation was carried out under particularly favourable
conditions as it took the eneﬁy completely by surprise. The enemy was
no longer expecting such a strong German air effort. Admittedly, there
were a few emergency duty sections on the airfields, bﬁt these failed )

to toke-off in time owing to the Aircraft Reporting Service being badiy

out of practice and were surprised on the ground. Moreover, the airfields

were inadequately defended with light AA.

reasons:

(a) the attacking German formations remained dver.the targets for
too iong and enemy fighter formations were able to bring them
%o babtle during the return 10 base,

(b) to some extent the target approach and return to base were made
along the enemy's main supply routes, which are known to be

heavily defended by AA,

(c) In some cases areas knowvn to be covered by AA and balloons for

operations against V1's were crossed, which resulted in

additional heavy losses.

‘According to the enemy, the heavy German losses occurred for the following

If the attack had been carried out in a more skilful manner the comparatively

heavy German lesses could have been avoided. It must be stressed that the

ratio of German and enemy aircraft losses was nevertheless more favourgble

than in air operations against enemy fighter-bombers and low-flying aircraft

and appreciably more favourable than in operations against enemy large?scale

attacks in the defence of the Reich. - It was not possible to bring about
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a long—lasting weakening of enemy close-support formatlons as the enemy has

large numbers of reserve alrcraft et his disposal and was able to replace
losses immediately. The only result was that the British close—support
effort was set back for a limited period. To the present day, however, up
to two flights of every Wing are pinned. down to carrying: out airfield defence
from early mernlng until dusk as a result of the attack on 1 January 1945, A

lenghlastzng weakenlng of the enemy's close support effort cannot be expected

unless German =ttacks on enemy ground organlsatlon are repeated at irregular

1ntervals.

Favourable condltlons “for carrylng out attacks still exlst in that the enemy

continues to park his aircraft in close order on alrflelde, as innumerable

aerial photegraphs have confirmed.

Nevertheless, the German attack of 1 January 1945 has produced the follow:ng

Tresults:

-

(a) 2 - h-sections carry eut'air ield Qdef enue over bases at ali times,

(b) alrfleld greund defences have been reinforced by light A4,

PR - : - S
A G i

(c) the enemy Aircraft Reporting Service has been re—organised on an

intengified scale.
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