THIS FILE IS5 MADE AVAILABLE THROUGH THE DECLASSIFICATION EFFORTS AND RESEARCH OF:

THE BLACK WAULT IS THE LARGEST ONMLIME FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT { GOVERNMENT
RECORD CLEARING HOUSE IN THE WORLD. THE RESEARCH EFFORTS HERE ARE RESPOMNSIBLE
FOR THE DECLASSIFICATION OF THOUSANDS OF DOCUMENTS THROUGHOUT THE U.5. GOVERMMENT,
AMD ALL CAM BE DOWNLOADED BY VISITING:

HTTP:{WWW.BLACKVALULT.COM
YOU ARE ENCOURAGED TO FORWARD THIS DOCUMENT TO ¥YOUR FRIEMDS, BUT

PLEASE KEEP THIS IDEMTIFYING IMAGE AT THE TOP OF THE
-PDF 50 OTHERS CAMN DOWNLOAD MORE!


http://www.blackvault.com/

DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE
AIR FORCE HISTORICAL RESEARCH AGENCY
MAXWELL AIR FORCE BASE, ALABAMA

26 August 2009

AFHRA/RSA

600 Chennault Circle

Maxwell AFB, AL 36112-6424
(334) 953-5834

John Greenewald

Dear Mr. Greenewald,

| am writing in response to your FOIA request, which we received on 20 August 2009.
We have assigned this request AFHRA inquiries reference number 65553. Since your request
was made under provisions of the Freedom of Information Act it has been designated FOIA
number 2009-3276F. Enclosed is a copy of the requested document, “"Chief of Air Corps,” Iris
number 121308, Call number 167.6-52. If you have any other questions, please let us know.

Thank you for your request.

Sincerely,

R

o
Kevin Burge

Archivist
AFHRA/RSA

Attachments:
1. ""Chief of Air Corps,” Iris number 121308, Call number 167.6-52



ATTEMPTS AT CODIFICATION OF ASRTAL WARFARE.

Attempts at codification of the war had their
origin in the United Statés. They were the sudject,
in 1863, of an "Instruction for Armies in the Field,
of the nited States of America.®

Unfortunately, despite the services that
codification rendered, they were of wvalus only as
a unilateral rule and not that of an internationel

undertaking.

The following yeer, 1864, it was the "Genewa
Convention.” "Although defective from several

vices, both in itself and by the precedent it es-
teblighed. _(*1)

In 1868, at Seint Petersburg, a military con~
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it rosulted only in a project for an International
Declaretion, wvhich, y did not prevent
London from protesting to the whole world

the aerial bosberdments she had to undergo

yeers lster, in 1914-18.

Put the Tnstitute of Intermationa)l Law suc-
ceeded in countaructing English opposition by Soer
barrowing from that Jdeclaration the mrinciples of
international law, condensed In a "Maymal of the
Law of War,” to which it lent its suthority at the
Oxford Session, in 1880.

A Quarter-century alfter its elaboration, the
157% project was consecrated. The Russisn pro-
legsor, ¥. de Martsns, wus its prime craf'taman.
He caused to he adopted, at the First Psace Con-
ference, ﬂ-mﬁmd%i@ﬂ, guﬂn—
imlations thersfore. and tions

wire ravised at the second Peace Conference, in 1907.

It bas beem said: “The achievement of The
Hegue » rding continental war certainly is not
rar? or have its authors pretended that it is.

selves have declared that it wes incamplete,

«ting, in elsvated prose, the spirit in vhich
its shorteomings should be met. Doubtless there was
not complets undorstanding om all points, which is
not astounding when it is remembered that the agroe-
mant could not be total. ()

LEGALTTY T AERTAL BOMBARTMENTS AND MMPLOYMENT OF
AR~

Itminlﬁ'ruﬂnt,mthﬂrnﬂ-;,m-
question of the lagnlty of aerisl bombardments and
the esployment of apparatus was agitated.

Weo are familisar with the role that free bellomns
played dmring the Selge of Paris. Om Nov. 19, 1579,

(*1) Prof. Rennamlt, work cited, p. 12.
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through the irtermediary of Mr. Weshburne, Minister
of the United States, Bismerck made Imoun to the
French GCoverrment that he intanded to treat asro-
neuts as sples. Certalnm writers, such as Blumtechll,
suggest that “up to 3,000 or 5,000 feet (1,800 to
1,100 motors) the air boocomes a part of the field
of action of the occupying army.”

As to thig, Prof. Bonfils, of the Law Faoulty
of Toulouse, compered the seronsut - this "msssengsr
who, openly scales = mountain %o examine the posi-
tions of the adversary.®™ Thms he admits that it is
quits all right to ghoot a2t balloons and manufacture
a special cammon to reach them. But, if the asro-
naut f2lls and is captured, he miot be trested as &
prisoner of war. That was the theory accepted at
iLe Drusssls Comnference, im 1874 (Articles 2 emd 3),
Rules of The m’ m"m (m. Ql)

Insofmx as the uss of materiel is concermed, the
Ingtitute of Intermational Iaw, in its session at
Madyid, imn 1911, sgreed that alrcraft, especiaslly
Pallocns, would Decoms en important combat instrumett
when they could be made capeble of carrying materiel,
veapons and pasgengars to serve them.

At this joncturs publiocists Descught the pro=-
hibition of eserial warfzre, decause its effect would
be more frightful than that of any other sort of
varfere end would imperil the general gecurity on
land and sea.

Other writers insisted that it be retalned,
since “serial engines dsfinitely are no more fright-
ful than mines and submarines.”

In view of this diversity of opinioms, it was
that vertical fire should be
but that horizontal serial warfare, le., combat be-
tween machinss, should be ingerdicted, for the fire
of these latier is necessarily blind, since ocie never
inows on what earthly spot the projectiles ex-
changed may fall.

In the course of the same session, the Institute
of Internaticnal Law resolved the principle of serial
warfere In these terms: "Aerial warfare i1s parmitted,
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but on comditlion of not subjecting the people, or the
property, of s pacific population to dangsrs greater
then those involved In terrestrisl or mritims warfare.”

This meent, then, admitting of serial warfere, tut
with limited fields of action recognized. But they
overlooked srmouncing the conditions under which it
night be practiced.

THE FAGUE GONFERENCE OF 1599, They tried to "mset the
shortcomings.” Internati conferences were held.

At the Nague, on July 29, 1£99, after having de-
clared (Article 62) that "bomberdment iz of a violance
mmmtitmhwdml:nmof
gbeolute necoesity,” the Conference proclaimed certaln
rules of aerial warfare, ormuhthnfouwingm

the prinsiple:

*Article 59. It is permittsd to launch projectiles
from the height of a balloon or asroplans on condition
that the obligations contained in Arties 57, p. 1, 2,
8 - and.63(*1)mrup-ahd.

(*1) Lrticla 575 e 1 - Prohibition agninst employment
for their troops ~ the belligearents - all projectiles of
lees than 4500 grammes that shall be elther explosive or
charged vith fulminating (flashing) or inflsmmmble

mtter (Declarations of St. Petersburg of Dec. 11, 1868).

Ps 2 « Prohibition of the employment of projectiles
woruwmmmhmwh—a.
(axrt. 23, Eagus Convention of July 29, 1899). Per. 8

sdds "erms" to this yrohibition. (Art. 235, Hegue Con-
vant.iau.otcct. 18, 1907).

Article 65 - It is prokibited to attack or to
bamderd by any means whatsoever, cities, villages snd
haditations that sre not defended. It 1s, consequently,
yrohibited to launch projectiles from the height of a
balloon, or an airplens, om cities, villages, habita-
tions or bulldings that are not defended - excluding
however unfurnished buildings of Iimmediate interest to
the enemy ermy. There i1s no distinctiom, in this respect,
between open cities and fortified cities. From the
moment when & fortified place opens its gates, it ls
fordldded to use vioclencs sgainst it - evem for reprisal.
(a) The lews of continental werfere, op. oit. p. 57, ot
Boq.
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It seems, therefore, to have resulted very
cleerly from these doctrimnss, that Paria, like
London, could not escepe serial bombardmant.

The Cermans gave these reasonsi

"What vas our intemtion in attacking snemy
capitalst®

"Paris wves at once a great fartified place, a kmot
of railways, the center of supply for the French Army,
end the site of mumercus factories engaged in war work.
It was, therefore, an objective absolutely indicated for
serial attacks. If, up to them (we spesk now of 1917)
we abstained from attacking it persistently, it was
solely out of hnmmnity, snd Decause we knew than an
serial bomberdment directed at a eity of that importance
would aiso reech the civilian population. The G. Q. G.
thus reserved to itself the exclusive right %o give the
order #4& the bouberdment of Peris. Whea 1% decided to 11
1ift thet restriotion it was in reprisal for the attacks
carried out by the French on open Cermen cities. But,
even =20, ve took care to bomb omly objectives that were
of importamce rom e military point of view.™ (®1)

- - - - -

(*1) General vom Hoeppner, op. ¢it. p. 172.
In speaking of London, the s=me author writes:

"Far more than Paris, the capital of Great Britain
degerved the title of center of war industries. Pid
not Lloyd George expressely refer to it as = "second
Woolwich'? It wes nothing other than s vest arsensl
and, moresover, its ports snd its docks were cperated
almost exclusively for war purposes. But in bombing
London owr purpose was not simply that of causing de-
struction. We 414 not have a right te neglect any
means of dislocating the szerial forces of the Entemte
(A11ies) smince they were mmerically superior to our
own, and our attacks against the sowrces of thelr
military power had forced England tocmaintain In the
mtzopolis a grest port of its amrial power (p. 173)."




It 1e certain that all the agreements attempting
to regulate sarial wrfere wvere lacking in preclieion,
and that lack results in the fact that the Germsn
Justifications ware, in pert, the direct cutoomes of
negligence on the part of the various Congresses.

® Jules Poirier, Les Bombardsments de Paris,
M.' 19”. %





