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George Karlov

Sent: Saturday, 24 May 2008 6:02 PM

To: _

Subject: FW: SYD .Doc - May 24
Importance: High

The AUSTRALIAN, March 18, 2008 headline said ‘German captain finally cleared of lying but what |
happened in November 1941 is a mystery’

There is a litany of lies still to be unmasked. Let’s take a balanced view of what we know:

Information on HMAS Sydney compiled from information By John Samuels, Michael Montgomery,
John Doohan, John Macarthur and others

We must understand that most of the participants of this tragedy are dead and we have to
piece the story together from documents or from what these people said and witnessed when
they were alive.

1941

Kormoran was prowling the Indian Ocean , hoping to trap largely unarmed merchant ships. She was
being supplied from Japan, and a British merchant seaman held prisoner on her has described in
detail how she once rendez-vous’ed with a Japanese submarine. The British Admiralty had her
under surveillance from at least the beginning of November.

SYDNEY’s Captain Burnett was fully aware of the situation and alerted the crew that they were raider
hunting and would put that raider out of business, many of them describing in letters how he kept
them on their toes with regular drills. On November 18, according to the ship’s official Vessel
Service History, he was specifically instructed by C-in-C China in Singapore to intercept her and put
her out of action.

What he wouldn’t have known was that four days earlier (Nov 15) Imperial Order No. 1 to the
Japanese Fleet had directed that “on suitable occasions the navy will carry out air strikes and
submarine operations in the Australian and Indian Oceans’, amplified by another on November 21:

1. The Commander in Chief of the combined Fleet will dispatch at an appropriate time the
necessary forces for the execution of operations to positions of readiness.

2. The commander in Chief of the Combined Fleet is empowered to use forces in self defence in
case his fleet is challenged by American, British or Dutch forces during the process of
carrying out military preparations.

( one must not forget the Tripartite Act of 1940 between Germany, Japan and Italy where the three
committed themselves to mutual , economic and military support....and assist one another militarily
when one of the three is being attacked...... )
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The document continues to say that the time of departure is left to the discretion of the
commanders. Destination of one battle group, aptly named COMMERCIAL DESTRUCTION FORCE,
was the INDIAN OCEAN. (it is interesting to note that the ships did not have to return to Hawaiian
waters for the attacks on Pearl Harbor on December 8)

The Imperial Orders were authorised and signed by Nagano Osami who was the Chief of Naval
general staff and sent to Yamamoto, C in C of the Combined Fleet. They had the blessing of Emperor
Hirohito who by that time had approved Japanese attack on US

There is an interesting quote in “The Knights of Bushido: A short history of Japanese war Crimes”
by Lord Russell of Liverpool:

“All submarines will act together in order to concentrate their attacks on enemy convoys and totally
destroy them. Do not stop at the sinking of enemy ships and cargoes. At the same time carry out
complete destruction of the crews of enemy ships; if possible seize part of the crew and endeavour
to secure information from them”

There are several examples of people who were captured to get information from being mercilessly
tortured and then killed after their use was over.

November 19 was the fateful day. This is where the obfuscation begins and one cannot help but
wonder why if it was a straight out battle between SYDNEY and KORMORAN

SYDNEY was sighted off Dirk Hartog Island around 10AM steaming South at full speed. To be where
the battle took place 7 hours later the ship had to deliberately turn west. There is only one
conclusion: SYDNEY was on the track of the raider!

Captain A. J Collins, the former Captain of HMAS SYDNEY (later to become Vice Admiral Sir John
Collins), was in Singapore that fateful day. They were fully aware of the battle and of SYDNEY’s
eventual destruction, but several year later Collins claimed in a book that he did not know until 215t
that SYDNEY was overdue and that it was not until the 23™ that unease started developing. if that is
really true, it is strange that no one told him what was going on.

The outcome of the battle was that both ships were sunk, but whereas 318 survivors from
KORMORAN'’s much smalier crew were eventually rescued, nothing of SYDNEY’s 643 men was ever
seen again bar 2 lifebelts and an empty Carley float. Christmas Island man has now been universally
accepted as belonging to Sydney and Captain Snook conducted an autopsy on another.

According to what became the official story as told by the Kormoraners under interrogation,
SYDNEY was last seen on the horizon several hours later, ablaze but still apparently on course for
land.

That same evening Julius Ingvarson, as he told the Subiaco Post in 2007, was working as a radio
operator in the Fortress Signals Unit in Fremantle when he heard a voice message: ‘Hit by torpedoes
and sinking.’ He is sure that the voice was distinctly Australian and the ‘torpedoes’ were plural.
Ingvarson replied: “name your ship”, but received no reply even though he tried several times.

When he passed the message to his superiors he was told that it was classified information and he
was under strict orders to tell nobody about it.

When we asked {(now ex-) Minister for Veterans’ Affairs Bruce Billson why no one had interviewed
Julius after his revelation, we received no reply,

Arthur Lane was a drummer/bugler in the Manchester Regiment in the British Army. On November

19" he was in the signals office in Singapore’s Tanglin Barracks when he heard a voice ()he thought
that it was either Australian or American) saying twice “She is going down.”
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Sceptics have claimed that Singapore did not have the capacity to receive or send voice messages,
but this is not the case.

Wing Commander Eric Cooper at RAAF Geraldton likewise stated that he heard a distress signal
from SYDNEY, but that when he relayed it to Navy HQ in Perth it was ignored. Mr Cooper alleged that
national archives records were doctored to show that he relayed the message two weeks after the
sinking.

Group Captain Rick Bourne (later to become Senior Air Staff Plans officer at RAAF HQ, Operational
Command) was a young Flying Officer who took part in the eventual search for SYDNEY. On
November 23 he was ordered to carry out a search for the missing cruiser, but was told to keep radio
silence at all costs.

(DIRECTIONS for the search??? —~Check out)

On November 27, 1941 the Japanese Ambassador sent a telegram to Prime Minister John Curtin
saying “May | extend to you my sincere sympathy for the loss of the HMAS SYDNEY — Tatsuo
Kawai”

Personnel at the Pearce Airbase already knew from the Geraldton signals that she had been sunk
but Bourne’s planes were grounded for three days. They also recounted that they had taken
photographs of KORMORAN off the coast in an earlier mission some days previously, and that when
these had been passed on to Navy HQ she had been correctly identified in spite of her disguise.

The Navy denied (and still claims so to this day) that any signals were either sent to or received
from SYDNEY, but records show that there were at least 20 people who either heard them at first
hand or were aware of their existence.

The researcher, John Doohan states that there is evidence of small arms fire continuing late into the
night.

Wartime censorship laws were brought to bear and everyone even remotely connected with the
event were sworn to secrecy under the Crimes Act, but the shock to the nation was so huge that
they could not prevent the facts getting out and the rumours surrounding them.

For the government, of even more importance than the maintenance of national morale was the
necessity of suppressing any suspicion that a Japanese submarine had been responsible for
SYDNEY'’s loss: with America still uncommitted and only 6,000 regular troops left to defend the
country from invasion, the last thing that they — and by extension, Britain — could afford was to be in
a state of war with Japan.

There was one document, however, that lay beyond their reach — the private diary of RAN
Commander, Admiral Sir John Crace. On November 24 he wrote that ‘Naval Board are very worried
that SYDNEY has been sunk by a Vichy submarine.” The Board knew full well that there was no
Vichy vessel any nearer than Madagascar, and that any such submarine therefore had to be
Japanese.

On November 21, 1941 Admiralty sent a signal to naval forces informing them ‘all enemy vessels
may be accompanied by U Boats’

Pat Burnett, The son of Captain Joseph Burnett said in an interview with Michael Montgomery that it
was entirely possible that Kormoran had feigned distress and was liaising with a sub

At 3.20am on the night of November 26 Churchill sent a telegram to Roosevelt which to this very day
is still closed under the provisions of the Official Secrets Act. In all probability it informed the US
President of Japanese involvement in SYDNEY’s loss, whereupon he broke off the ongoing
negotiations for a modus vivendi; Pearl Harbor and the invasion of Malaya followed two weeks later.
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On March 18 1942 the Chief of Naval Staff advised Prime Minister John Curtin:

“In light of an enquiry by the Prime Minister, the Chief of Naval staff said that a Court of Inquiry had
investigated the circumstances surrounding the loss of HMAS SYDNEY. The 10-line conclusion was
that Captain Burnett had not followed orders and was negligent and his gunnery officer was not
ready.”

There is one huge problem with this - there never was a Court of Inquiry. It was a fabrication to allow
the Navy to get off the hook and not have to answer questions. For 66 years researchers have been
looking for some trace of evidence that this took place, but without success. On April 7, 2008 Air
Chief Marshal Angus Houston publicly stated: “No Board of Inquiry was conducted during WW2...”

The Navy took this opportunity to cover one lie with another and blamed everything on the hapless
Captain Burnett. After all, he was dead and could not defend himself. They have religiously stuck to
this line ever since.

Ten days after the action HMAS HEROS brought ashore one of SYDNEY’s Carley floats. Captain
Collins wrote from Fremantle:” The float was perforated, having recelved machine gun [he
underlined ‘machine gun’] and shell fire”. Expert evidence indicates from the pattern of the bullet
holes that the fire was from a close range — much closer than the official position of between 1000
and 2000 yards.

The float was displayed in the Australian War Museum, but in 1993, after independent evidence
showed that the compaosition of the bullets still contained inside matched that of Japanese machine-
gun bullets, they were removed and the perforations put down to ‘the curious fingers of the public’!

Captain David Burnett another son of the captain of SYDNEY, in an interview with Michael
Montgomery. was scathing about the claim that Carley float showed only damage from shrapnel

On February 25, 1942 a Carley float was picked up at Christmas Island containing a body dressed in
a RAN boiler suit. It was damaged in several places and what remained of a bullet was found
embedded in the cladding. The body was buried in the Island’s European Cemetery and the bullet
handed in to the Navy at Fremantle, from where it promptly disappeared.

The Navy strenuously denied that it could have come off SYDNEY even though at that point no RAN
life had been lost in any other action any nearer than the Mediterranean, and even in the 1997
Parliamentary Inquiry it still clung to this line. However, it was told by the Committee that by way of
a scathing comment that their argument “strained the bounds of credibility”

We now jump to 2006 when under great pressure from the families of SYDNEY’s crew the lost body
was disinterred and brought to Sydney for analysis. Minister Billson claimed that it would be
conducted by a team of the country’s leading forensic scientists, and at the initial press conference
it was announced that there was a wound from a small calibre handgun in the back of the poor
sailor’s skull and a bullet lodged inside of the forehead

However, in the hands of the Navy’s PR people this unambiguous statement magically
transmogrified into a claim that the sailor had died from a ‘shrapnel’ wound to the front of the skull,
and that the ‘shrapnel’ was composed of steel of a type used by the Germans. What they did not say
was that steel was also used to encase machine-gun bullets by other nations, including Japan.

We have just seeh a report by Jo Duflou, Chief Forensic Pathologist and Conjoint Associate
Professor, UNSW who confirmed on 18 December 2006 that ‘metallurgical analysis has shown the
projectile to be a bullet’. To the best of our knowledge, this report has not been released to the press
in Australia.

The damage to the skull of the unfortunate ‘was wether caused by a separate blow to the side of the
head or when the deceased fell over with significant force on being struck to the front of the head...’

Furthermore, the wound at the rear was now — laughably — put down to the skull ‘striking something
in the float’ Not only did the float contain nothing more solid than canvas and cork, but this ignored
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a drawing done of the body at the time of its recovery which shows it in a sitting position with the
head well clear of the rim of the float.

Within hours the navy scramble to contradict Professor Duflou with no explanation about the blow
on the head. Unfortunately AWM'’s previous analysis proved unsatisfactory, one takes anything they
say with a grain of salt. Professor Duflou was obliged to correct his statement.

This still leaves lot of questions unanswered regarding the Christmas Man, not the least being what
happened to the machine gun bullet found in the Carley float and given to the navy, why was the
float destroyed, why the bullets in the float found by HEROS disappeared and what their reaction
was to Vice Admiral Comments that the float *“was riddled with bullets”

Confusion reigns.

The following questions were put to the Minister, but to this day they remain unanswered:

When did the sailor enter the Carley float?

If during the height of the battle, how was he able to manage this when so severely wounded?

If on the other hand it was after the battle was over, how could he possibly have been wounded by
shrapnel?

What happened to the bullet removed from the Carley float in 19427

How could the sailors from KORMORAN been responsible when they had taken to their own boats
and were now a considerable distance from SYDNEY?

It is interesting to note that that one of the lifeboats of HMA SYDNEY was damaged by small calibre
machine gun holes (David Mearns)
This is apparent from one of the underwater photos released.

On December 12, the lighthouse tender CAPE OTWAY was off the Zuytdorp Cliffs when the watch
sighted numerous bodies floating at the foot of the cliffs. The ship informed Naval HQ, but was
immediately ordered out of the area and when she returned to port, the relevant pages were excised
from her logbook.

On February 24,1942 Mrs. Joan Montgomery, widow of Sydney’s Navigating Officer Lt. Cdr. Roger
Montgomery, received a letter from the Admiralty informing her that ‘information has now been
received from the Commonwealth of Australia that the death of your husband must now be

presumed to have occurred on the 20™" November and not the 19™ as previously stated.’

According to AWM all sailors were deemed to have died on November 20 — a day after the battle
which finished around 6.30 PM on the 19*". This is an ‘average’ day which gives lie to the fact that
there were many causalities before the battle ended. There is evidence that small arks fire continued
late into the night

AWM records also show that Herbert Charles McLeod, a Stoker on HMAS SYDNEY ALSO DIED ON
November 20 but there is credible evidence that he was seen and recognised by one of his class
mates who had several long discussions with him post November 19. He is thought to have
committed suicide in mid 1990s A statement of what was said is being prepared More will follow.

In November 1941, Mrs N.L.Brown (her married name —maiden name not known) was entertained by
four sailors on board of HMAS SYDNEY. A photo was taken of the four men. In 1973, 32 years after
the event Mrs Brown wrote to the Department of Navy in Canberra, sent them the photo and asked to
confirm which sailor was which. She received a reply from a very senior official dated 29 August,
1973 to say that two of the men had died, one could not be recognised from the photo and one
‘SURVIVED’ The Secretary of the Department of Navy offered to on send any mail to the survivor at
his last known address. This is basically dynamite!

We asked Vice Admiral Shalders, the head of the navy to explain this but as yet we have not had a
reply

Plymouth (UK) Memorial Roll of Honour for members for Australian Naval Aviation & Fleet Air Arm

Crew names each of the six members of the RAAF on board of Sydney as having been killed in
action against the Japanese. These words must have been supplied by RAAF who have refused to
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withdraw or change them in these last decades.

In early 1942, Captain Laurence Snook of the Army Medical Corps was ordered to perform an
autopsy on a very badly decomposed male body. We don’t know the exact date because Snook is
dead and part of his file was closed in 1995. Was it so that the impending Senate Inquiry could not
get access to it? The papers of the autopsy were sent to England and have never been seen again.
The body was in such bad state of decomposition that Snook’s assistant had to leave the room; it
was wearing HMAS SYDNEY webbing, he told his sister, Mrs Grace Richardson, who recounted the
story to us.

Needless to say there are no hospital records on it and the body of the unfortunate sailor was buried
in an unmarked grave.

We were advised on April 29, 2008 by the National Archives that the sealed envelope containing
something not to see daylight until 2025, has mysteriously disappeared and there is no clue as to
who stole them. It is as if it never existed. What was in it? | guess we can only guess that that it
assumes that Captain Snook’s findings must have included more than ‘SYDNEY webbing’

We asked Vice Admiral Shalders why the autopsy of a HMAS SYDNEY sailor was not recognised and
are waiting for a reply. The renowned and respected Australian author and journalist, Phillip
Knightley, calls it ‘the file that never was’ - and yet it was. The national Archives in Canberra have
mentioned it several times in emails to us that it does exist and it is not to be opened until 2025.

On October 20, 1945 the Chief of Naval Intelligence , Cdr. Rupert Long, wrote: “There are a number
of reasons why a full analysis should not be published, the principle that such an analysis would
still not be accepted by some people as being absolute confirmation of the loss of all of the
Sydney’s complement. It is intended not to publish anything further concerning this action and its
results, unless the board is forced by Ministerial pressure to write a Ministerial Statement.”
Witnesses at the time also reported seeing him make a bonfire of files relating to SYDNEY.

in 1951 Rev. Ivan Wittwer was a Lutheran Pastor ministering to the many workers of Lutheran faith in
the Snowy Mountain Hydro Electric Scheme. One day he came upon a very drunk German who
confided that he was on KORMORAN, but who repeated his story after he had recovered himself the
following day: he described in minute detail how a Japanese submarine had surfaced after the
action was over and torpedoed SYDNEY, then how he had heard the sound of small arms fire
continuing through the night.

When Wittwer’s report of this finally reached Canberra, the German was interrogated by Colonel
Spry, then the head of Army Intelligence and the fledgling ASIO. Grossman was also quizzed by a
panel of naval intelligence people in the presence of Sir William Hudson and Colonel Spry, who
seemed satisfied with all the answers given. Both short-hand notes and voice recordings were
taken during the interview. Needless to say, ASIO has no record of the interviews but Denis
Richardson, its former head, conceded that it is possible that such an interview took place and the
record destroyed.

As motioned before, we have oral evidence that US President Harry Truman himself intervened to
prevent the news of a Japanese submarine sinking Sydney and machine gunning the hapless
survivors in the water (about two weeks before Peari harbour attacks and before war was declared
between US, Japan and Australia) so as not to upset the Japanese who were our supply and R&R
base during Korean war

Grossman’s compelling evidence was that a Japanese submarine was present and it fired the extra
torpedoes. Until all film evidence is released, it will not be solved)

{it must be remembered that only very few underwater pictures of the hundreds that have been taken
have been released. Among them were pictures of several lifeboats with evidence of bullet - not
shrapnel damage, No evidence was found of the remainder of the boats or indeed of the Carley
Floats, all of which went missing.

it is reported that in 1976, prior to the release of wartime documents under the 30-year rule after the
end of WW2, there was a massive shredding of Admiralty files. We firmly believe that the same fate
befell Australian Naval documents.
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The Dutch set up a 3 man intercept station at Carnarvon in mid 1941which would have picked up
SYDNEY traffic. We received a letter dated April 24 from the Dutch Ministry of Defence which said
“Due to unaccountable circumstances there is no more material on HMAS SYDNEY than the institute
has sent you”

There are no records in Holland on the intercept station - that also has been removed
They had previously sent only one totally useless item.

Robert Stinnett, the author of DAY OF DECEIT states that it is very strange that there was no
reference available on the intercepted German or Japanese radio traffic dealing with SYDNEY.

The reason why this is so, that all references to SYDNEY have, for some reasons, be removed

Spry told Hudson, 'We must do something about him [Grossmann}]’, and they did — they expelled him
from Australia. Wittwer was deceived into signing a 30-year non-disclosure agreement.

After the 30 years elapsed, Wittwer started talking again and he was warned, then threatened by an
ASIO operative. All his papers relating to SYDNEY were stolen, presumably also by ASIO.
Subsequently Wittwer was advised by the daughter of a (presumed) ASIO operative, who we believe
called himself Leo or Lyons, that her father had been required to remove any reference to Grossman
from all public records. He was close to death at the time, and so his statement constitutes a death-
bed confession.

Fortunately some of Wittwer’s papers were filed with Lutheran Archives, among them records on
Commonwealth Government letterhead that refer to Grossman. We also have an extended interview
with Wittwer recorded before his death, during which he stated that he was told during Grossmann’s
interview that President Truman had taken a personal hand in the affair because he did not want
anything to come out which put the Japanese in a bad light as they were then supporting the UN
effort during the Korean War.

Wittwer also received a letter which stated: / have read of your talk with Heinz Grossman... | also am
sworn to secrecy to keep quiet on what | know but something still gives me the shakes night after
night.... | was in the military....It was now dark and an army officer or military policeman lined us up
and made us swear silence forever...We would not know where we were going but we stayed on the
bumpy road going North...We were given shovels and builders’ lime...We were told to dig a trench,
then bodies from the sea were brought up near dark, we had to bury them all. Some still had

SYDNEY belts on them, the smell was terrible...] was so sick that | vomited in the low scrub...Why
were the relatives not told...

A psychologist examined the handwriting and concluded that the writer had told the truth. Another
harrowing letter was received by John Samuels, longtime journalist and intelligence expert, along
the same lines.

The first clues as to the bodies’ whereabouts came from local aborigines’ evidence of a mass burial,
and the letter to Wittwer also drew a verbal ‘mud map’ which we have followed.

In 2007 Bruce Billson declared that the bodies in WA belonged to the Navy and no one was allowed
to open the graves and dig them up. This all begs the question “What Bodies?” as according to RAN
there are no bodies. Did he know more and inadvertently let the cat out of the bag

The landscape has changed considerably in 66 years, and we are currently acquiring detailed photos
of the location taken in the 1940s. We have made several trips to it to collect bone evidence and
have even sent some of the material to London for analysis. We feel that we are pretty close but we
need ground-penetrating radar, etc. in order to study the terrain more closely.

There have also been several expeditions by independent searchers over the past 12 months, and

we believe that RAN conducted a well-equipped expedition close to the site where we understand
the bodies are buried.
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