HEZADGUARTIRWN 306TH BRBALUENT GHoUr (1)
Offize of the Intollisence Officer
United Statas Yorces

24 duly, 1943

SUNECTY  Intellisencs Heport,

TOeveest Commanding Officer, 306th Lombardment Uroup (4).

1. Fot llews,
Lane,

Lo Harrative.

21 A/0 toss off at C305 hours to bomb the sugnesiuvm woriks
at llerdya, Ssrwey. Z0 4/C Lomoed Lis targeb; one returned early.
Tha routs was gererally as hriasfsd sxcept overran target and bembed
on retura,

) &

3. Zombing.
loouned to be right on nose. lLead Group alssaed target wileh
permitted our Jead bemberdier te pick up A.P, aud wrop firzt Lombs.
Heavy black amexa #aa pean billowing up ot satiamated 5CC0'. Frobebly
wonk hevs Lo ye kack thers axaine.

n‘-‘;o J‘:‘uoz‘li‘\wa.
1 4/2 with # prop runalng amay turued back 65 miles froa
English couwss at 1035. Jsttissnad bomba ts hold sltitude.

5. ZInesy Alroraft.
2 Fria, 1 Hol09 attocxed formatisg vigerously at 1755,
Capwe up from derway ond male head on atdasks, L was shet down as 1%
went toroush sntire formation. st 1415 heurs and 300', 10 8/ 8/4
at 57925 18-06%4,0'E attacking our formation and eoniinued until 1i40.
Thess were hard pressed tall attaexks. Zo wmusual sarsxings.

5, Cun“Alhk, Fire.

Istimsted 15 guna ab target.~ Falrly accurate as teo height
arxd locatlon - fursts were in 4's and fira was probably eontinnous
Iailowing. DBursts were blaek and the usund size. Severa) flak boats
along coast fired red bursts - inelfectivs but was uignal to fighters.

7. Ubkervations.

1 cnemy andp theught to be A/0 carrigr disguised wibth nasts
abserved at 55034'N-C4°50'5 ab 1525 hours and 30COY altituda, 1 =17
crogesd sur foration st 1634 hours and sesmed to be headsd far Germany.
vrews fesl that formation should stay at sufficient altitude over
clouds to pratect against surprise Fightar attacks., Zaps of liorway
ure reported by navigators to be very isaccurata.
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Hq, 306th Bomb-i_(}roup Hy - ¥y 4 RED TR Date_ 2b/7/k3
Tacset _ L Neroya,—Norwey-

1. Route followed. Crossed enemy coast at Christiansand, to 2 miles north of
Joafreeland to 59° 15' H, 10° B, to Heroys, to 5 miles west
of Jomfreeland and paralleled the coast 10 wiles offashore,

2, Visibility at Target (Any condensation trails?) Ho condensation trails.
p to overshoot first run, but made &

8/10 cloud to edge of target causing grou

run

3, No. of A/C over Targete 20 A/C.

L4, Formation over target, with height of each A/C, Thos® A/C dqmaged by
Flak to be circled, and if seriously damaged, insert small "S', If any

A/C shot down by Flak, say 80%=
High
8 ) f5100 278 21k
‘.4%66 I% @ IS0 552 15000 6
% O 2 E B &
0 00
i ﬁig-é o 15 15300

5. General Axis of attack (from lead A/C if possible)

265° Magnetio.

6,. How long did formation fly straight and level before bombing?

2 minutes.

7. Turn after bombing. Gradual, slight left turn.

8, Position of Group in relation to other Groups. First group over target.

9, What evasive action was taken? 8light weaving aotion after boubs away.

10, A short description of Flak en route (if any) and at the Target, includ-
ing if possible a suggestion as to type of fire control employed - i.o,
Continuous following predicted concentrations, predicted barrages, Or
fixed barragess.

1317 - Heroya, 15000', heavy black, fairly acourate on this group but very
accurate on group behind, continuous following. Ratimated 15 guns.

A predicted concontration was observed off to right of group.
1342 - Off coast neur Christiansand, 8 bursts of red flak from ship followed

almost immediately by E/A attacks,
Brevik = The tail gunner on one crow reported seeing almost «& hundred burasts

from Brevik.

= h

11, Any other Comments, Phenomena, etc.
The 306th Group took the leud away frow the 92nd at 59° 15' N, 10° E because

they evidently missed the target.
about 50 miles south of Jonfreeland.

Tho 92nd Group again took the lead on the way home
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SUBJECT s

70 %

1.
abortive:

4.

8.

6.

HEADQUARTXRS BO6TH BOMBAHDMENT GROUP (8) Fei=7
office of the Materiel Officer
United 3tates Forces
Ao Po O, 634

24 July, 1543,

g-4 Combat Mission Report oo Mission 24 July, 1543.

Comanding Officer, 306th gjombardment Group (8), APO 834.

the following liated Alroraft of thls Group was & Olass "A"

(1) A/0 ¥o. 48-30163 returned early) runaway propeller
an No. 4 sagine.

The following pugineering Nalfunotions ocoured:

2) rusl Booster Pumps out - 1

%) Engines Running Rough - 4

24 Propellers Ruaning Awsy - 1

5) Brakes wesk ~ 3

26 Propellers Dame lLesking - 1

7) Engine using Excessive 0il - 1

gl Superehargers laggine - 3

The following Armamest xslfunotions ocoureds

(1) Left Ball Turrev gus extraotor Assy. jammed betwsésn
side of receiver and bolt = 1
(3) Upper turret gpun sight out = 1

thy following Radio and Instrument palfunstions oooured;

Comasand Trensmitter Qut - 1

1l
&l Command Receiver Out = 15
(3) Co-Pilots and Ball turret mike switahes out - 1

(4 Lnumtmm\mitburudout-l
5) Interphons noisy = 8

8) YGee® Radio out ~ 1

7) No. 3 taghomster out -~ 1

8) BeBeAo nseds sheoking - 1

the following safety squipment malfunotions ccswred:

il; Zoot Suits burning out « 1
1) Oxygen leak on walst pesition = 1

The tollcv'ins battle damages were received:

Total No. Damaged -7

¥inoyr Damages -5
Major Damages -3
By Flak -3
By Pighter -4
By Friend - 1 (Dapty 8hell Cases)

HENRY J, SCHMIDT,
Major, Air Corps,
Materisl Officer.
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HEADQUARTERS 306TH 3OMBARDMENT GROUP (H) (F-A-6)
office of the Materiel officer
United States Forces
APO 634

24 July 1943,
SUBJECT: S-4% Summarized Battle Damage Reporte.
TO . Group S-2 Officer, 306th Bombardment Group (H) .

1, The following is & summarized battle damege report on Mission
of 24 July 1943:

(1) Flak Damagoes:
BYTF-42-209

_ 369th Squadron.
(a) Small hole in plexiglase nose.

B-17F-42-29793, 368th Squadron.
(w) Smell hole in losding edge of left
wing between No. 2 englne and fuselogos

B-17F-42-3142, 368th Squadron.
(a) Nose seotion broken.

DECIA‘ [FD PER
L e KD

2) 303 Damages:
(2) g
B-I7F~Z§-§§971, 423rd Squadron.

(a) Bombardier's window broken.
(v) Hole thru left horizontal stabilizer.

(3) 20 MM Demages:
B-I?F—IZ-bEII, 423rd Squadron.
() Mein sper in outer wing damaged.
(b) Inner wing damaged.

B-17F—42-5086, 269th Squadron.
(a) Right wing tip and aileron damaged.
(b) Right horizontal stebilizer and elevator damaged.
(c) Left outer wing damaged.
(d) Left inner wing near bomb bey demaged.
(e) Tail gunner's compartment severely damaged.
_ (f) Holes in fuselage near loft waist gun.
(g) No.4 engine damaged.
(h) No. 4 cowling damaged.
(1) Hydraulic system shot out.

(4) Empty 50 Cel., Shell Dama
. ges - Self Inflict
B-17F-42-3142, 368th Squadron. —
(a) Hole in leading edge of right wing
between No. 3 and 4 engines.

For the Commending Officer:

Loy Jf e/

Major, Air Corps,
Materiel Officer,
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{Tactics of E/A)
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(Our defensive action)
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(1111 out imn immediately ‘
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11, FIGHTER SUPPORT

/7/) //\ﬂ

/‘/’ v

12. OBSERVATIONS: Give TiLE, PLACE, HEIGHT (List any observations of military
importance such as balloons, decoys, dumnies, camouflage, smoke screens, eneiy
signals; activity at airdromes, ports, water-vays, roads, railroad yards; con-

centrations vehicles, troops, vessels; landmarks, new enemy installations,

UL

INCIDENTS TO FRIENDLY A/C: (If one of our A/C lost, state whether by Adi.,

Bz
E/k Action, Accident or Undetermined Cause)

»

1. INJURIES TO CRE:: (Give name, position in A/C, type o; injury,/ how /
rec‘.ived, PL4CE a,nd TIE.) o

e "7’ B BB Gl S g
IV Wl gl 32 10

//r/r gr 31/7«/,/ v L

5.
15, DALAGE TO A/C: (Briefly

16. TECHNICAL FaILURES: / //¢:;~ ’

17. CREY COMLENIS: (Arw unusual incidsnts? any suggestions?)

o
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" Mr. Russel A. Strong
Director, Alumni Relations
WMA ALUMNI
Alumni Center
Western Michigan University

. Kalamzoo, Mich. 49008

Your ref. Your letter of Qur ref., Date

Mg-div. Febr.5, 1981
H¢y—Petersen:Lis

Dear Mr. Strong,

We take reference in your letter of August 20ies 1980
concerning US 8. Air Fore' attack at Hergya July 24th

1943.

Your letter has been mislaid and we deeply regret our

delayed answer.

The target for the attack at Hergya was the works be-

longing to Nordisk Aluminium A/S.

The Germans were puilding plants at Hergya at that o ime

in order to produce the lightmetals Magnesium (10.000 mt )
and Aluminium (12.000 mt) due to its importance to the war.
Those constructions, not yet ready for production, were
situated close to Norsk Hydros factories for nitrogenous

Fertilizers.

Consequently Norsk Hydros factories as well were damaged

pretty hard during the attack.

The attack was made by US 8. Air Force' 8 aeroplanes and

in total 1500 bombs or approx. 300° tons Were dropped.

Postal address: Office address: Phone: Tele : i
: , ne: grams: Telex:
P.0.Box 2594 Solli Bygdoy allé 2 Natlona_ﬂ: (02)43 2100 norskhydro 18350 hydro n



Mr. Russel A. Strong.
February 5, 1981. - R

The damages on Nordisk Lettmetall were so severe that the
Germans definitely cancelled 21l further plans concerning
the lightmetal production at Hergya during the war.

The production of magnesium was, however, started in 1951

pased esentially on the German constructions.

As to heavy water this commodity has never been produced
at Hergya, but on the other hand at Norsk Hydros factory
at Rjukan and Glomfjord.

Enclosed please find an old pamphlet (1975) covering
Norsk Hydros Porsgrunn Fabrikker at Hergya were thie pror
duction to-day covers 50.000 mt magnesium metal.

We hope the above information can be of any help to you.

Yours faithfully,

For Norsk Hydro a.s

= /"//Z(L“ o %/4 . QJ,CZ Q%o

Nils Hgy-Petersen

Ernc .




THE BITTER YEARS ﬁy
< Wi UAaw Aovew
-c-and-a-half years after 'the German invasion, Milorg had
da policy which, in all important aspects, duplicated the nonviolent
of the civihan resistance.
lespite his cautious approach, Jens Chrisuan Hauge was an ener-
nd competent administrator who set about creating an organization
ould avoid the mistakes of the past and recruiting an army to take
e country when liberation occurred. Milorg districts throughout the
v were restructured m mihitary fashion, with detailed tables of
zation which assigned a number to every man, and every man to a
¢ job. '
ecurity was stressed, for Hauge and his staff were determined ro
the cartastrophic security falures that had resulted in German
s of Milorg in 1941 and 1942. To prevent any recurrence a
rk warning system was devised. Contact cards were prepared for
Ailorg member which listed all other Milorg men the individual
If a Milorg member was arrested, the security officer for his unit
2 responsibility of warning all contacts on the arrested man’s card.
¢ realized that 1t was unrealistic to ask a captured member to
ind torture during interrogation, but it did ask its men to maintain
- for twentv-four hours if possible. By then, it was hoped. all those
on his contact card would be on their way to Sweden and the
»o would hit into emprty air when they set out to make arrests.
forale among Milorg’s rank and file, nevertheless, was low.
‘s emphasis on paper work and organization and the prohibition
r acuive sabotage frustrated many. “Instead of tasks, they got di-
%, Hauge admitted after the war. “Instead of guns, they got
" Disillusionment set in. Throughout late 1943 and 1944, Hauge
ncreasingly concerned that the frustration imposed on his men by
I's policy of moderation and cauton would impel activist members
ak away and join other smaller but more aggressive resistance
1 the forefront of those Norwegians calling for a policy of force
t the Germans stood the Communists, most of whom had reached
osition only after Hitler's attack on the Soviet Union. There had
few Communists who advocated resistance against Germany from
hest day's of the German occupation, among them Peter Furuborn,
ommunist leader in Bergen, but party leaders in Oslo 1gnored
otn; and the majority of party members could no more hear his call
istance than could the mass of non-Communist Norwegians hear
peals of those few non-Communist underground leaders who had
‘ted an acuve resistance from the start. For the Norwegian Com-
s, Hitler’s invasion of Russia provided a clear turning point in
affairs that overnight defined for them the correct course of action
ie. Within months, the Communists adopted an active line and the
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Toward Victory in Norway (233)
slogan “Deny all weapons to the enemy.” Unlike Milorg, the small but
well-organized Communist apparatus sought to build a home-based re-
sistance capable of striking out at targets of its own choosing, independ-
ently of orders from London. Through the entire occupation, the Com-
munists held fast to their active line and never ceased to criticize Milorg’s
cautious policy as symptomatic of a corrupt capitalist society, more in-
terested in protecting Norwegian industries than in defeating the Ger-
mans. Despite Norway’s basic antipathy to communism (there had not
been a single Communist representative elected to the pre-war Norwe-
gian Parliament) the Communists’ wartime appeal for an active resistance
gained support as the war progressed.* After the war Hauge confessed
that one of his most difficult problems during the last two years of the
occupation was to project a militant Milorg image to hold his recruits
while ar the same time remaining loyal to the agreed-upon policy of a
generally passive resistance obedient to orders from London.

Forces other than the Communists joined in driving Milorg to adopr,
if only in theory, a more active sabotage line. In 1943, a new controversy
over bombing versus sabotage split the Allies in London and pitted
Norwegians of all viewpoints against British and American Air Force
officers.

Allied air officers had by then become convinced that their growing
armadas could bomb Germany into submission, and they determined to
press the attack against all targets, regardless of location, considered vital
to the German war effort. Targets in occupied countries were not ex-
empted. To the Norwegians in London, however, the possibility of
massive Allied air raids against Norwegian plants and port facilities
threatened the destruction of the nation’s industrial base on which the
country’s postwar recovery depended. Under no circumstances would
the Norwegians approve an air campaign against Norwegian targets.
Instead of bombing raids, they suggested an active campaign of sabotage,
which they had hitherto resisted. While there might be German reprisals
as the result of sabotage actions, the cost in Norwegian lives and property
resulting from Allied bombing raids would be far higher. On this point all
Norwegians agreed.

The Allies, nevertheless, went ahead with their bombing offensive
without bothering to consult the Norwegians. Starting in early summer,

1943, Allied bombers began regular heavy raids against targets in Ger-
many and German-occupied Europe, including Norway. In one July raid
167 Flying Fortresses dropped more than fifteen hundred 500-pound
bombs on a large fertilizer factory complex at Heroy, near Oslo, causing

* The increased popularity of the Communists carried over into the postwar vears, when in the

first free election after liberation Norwegian voters elected eleven Communist members to Parhia-
ment out of a rotal membership of 150. Norway's acceprance of Communists was short-lived,

however. By the early 1950s and the formalization of the Cold War between the United States and
the Soviet Union, popular support for the Communists evaporarted to pre-war standards.



el 2

heavy cai e among the population. The Norwegian exile govern-
ment learnica of the raid only after it had been carried out and filed
immediate diplomatic protests with both London and Washington. At the
very least, the Norwegians insisted, they should have been informed of
the raid before it was carried out. Before Norway received a reply to her
notes of protest. however, the American air command carried out another
major raid, again without notifying the Norwegians, this time against the
Norsk Hydro heavy-water plant at Vemork, which only a half-year
before had supposedly been put out of action by Norwegian saboteurs
operating under orders from the SOE.

The British reassessment of the Norsk Hydro saborage raid had
begun in March, 1943, one month after the raid itself. At the time British
dzmage-assessment eXperts estimated that the facilities thar produced
heavy water for Germany’s atomic-bomb program had been so heavily
damaged that production would be halted for two years at least. The
Britsh, however, had miscalculated badly. Within two months, Norwe-
gian agents began to file disturbing reports. German engineers and Norsk
Hydro technicians had managed to get the heavy-water plant back into
production. The first heavv water was drawn off and shipped to Germany
in late June.

By August German engineers succeeded in raising production to a
level that promised to bring the plant’s annual output up to three tons, far
in excess of Germany's needs. By October Gen. Leslie R. Groves, who
headed America’s Manhattan Project, which was pushing toward the
creation of its own atomic bomb, had become so worried about the
increase in production at the Norsk Hydro plant that he urged Gen.
George C. Marshall to authorize a high-priority bombing attack against
the Norwegian target, despite the cerrainty of civilian casualues. Marshall
agreed. The assignment went to the American Eighth Air Force sta-
tioned in Britain, and on November 16, 155 Flying Fortresses from the
Third Air Division roared aloft, escorted by long-range fighters, and
headed for Vemork. In thirty-three minutes over the target, the giant
bombers dropped more than seven hundred 500-pound bombs on the
Vemork plant. Another one hundred smaller bombs rained down on the
nearby town of Rjukan. Twenty-two Norwegians died in the raid,
including one man in a forest several miles away who was killed by a
jettisoned bomb. As a high-precision raid, however, the results were
disappointing. German smoke generators effectively screened the target
area, and while there was heavy damage to surrounding facilities, the
plant itself escaped unharmed and previously produced stocks of heavy
water remained untouched.

News of the raid shocked the Norwegian government in exile,

which lodged formal protests with the Briush and American govern-

ments. The Norwegians complained that the aamage €37 *d Ly Uie Laius
was “out of all proportion to the desired effect.”

\

The attacks on Vemork and Rjukan were executed without the
Norwegians’ prior consent and without their even being informed. It
the reason for the attack was the necessity of stopping . . . production
of heavy water . .. specialized methods of atrack would have been
more suitable than bombing.

The British government took a month before it formally rejected the
Norwegian note. Britain insisted upon the right to select bombing targets
and insisted also that Vemork had been bombed because intelhgence
information indicated that another sabotage attempt would be unsuc-
cessful. The Americans took even longer to answer. Eventually they too
rejected the Norwegian protest, archly assuring the Norwegians that the
raid had been thoroughly investgated beforehand, an answer that left the
Norwegians in London frustrated and angry.

German reaction to the Vemork raid was prompt. On November
30, London learned of German plans to transport to Germany all the
heavy-water equipment in Vemork from Einar Skinnarland, the radio
operator left behind after the first sabotage raid on Vemork. In late
December, Skinnarland added to his original report. He told London that
the Germans also planned to ship to Germany the entire stock of heavy
water at Vemork. By then it amounted to fourteen tons, and it was
deemed vital to Germany’s last-ditch effort to complete an atomic bomb
of its own. German plans to ship the heavy water and equipment neared
completion in January. The heavy water was stored in special drums
marked “potash lye” and placed under the protection of a special Army
unit sent from Germany to ensure the shipment's safe arrival. A senior
German atomic scientist arrived at the Norsk Hydro plant to oversee
personally that all precautions were raken. Negotiations began with
Norwegian authorities for transportation to carry the shipment to the port
of embarkation.

The rapid pace of German efforts alarmed Briush intelligence
officers, who were remarkably well informed of German intentions by a
number of Norwegian contacts. In late January British intelligence asked
Skinnarland if he could determine the exact date of the shipment and 1f
the transport could be prevented. Skinnarland replied that if London
wanted action, they would have to decide quickly for the transport was
scheduled to take place within a week. As for how the transport could be
prevented, Skinnarland had no suggestions; he left that to his superiors in
London.

Once again London faced the problem of trying to decide how to
destroy Norsk Hydro’s heavy water. If anything, the difficulties appeared
greater than ever before. The failure of the November bombing raid

ruled out a similar effort, and tightened German security around the plant

\
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