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CHRISTMAS ISLAND SAILOR —PROJECTILE.

WHY | DO NOT ACCEPT THE SHRAPNEL HYPOTHESIS

The Australian War Memorial has issued its report headed “Analysis of the Fragment Removed From
the Body” (no date given) relating to the above sailor and projectile. While the report concludes : “The
fragment may be a piece of shrapnel from a German large caliber armour piecing projectile,...” there is
nothing more definite than that. Nevertheless, that was enough for the Minister to deem the projectile
shrapnel.

in testing the projectile the Australian War Memorial should have been faced with at least two
hypotheses.

(1) Itis from a bullet.

(2) Itis shrapnel.

| give my reasons here why the shrapnel hypothesis does not hold up.

The projectile has a remarkable circular section. There is a microscopic image of it on the front page of
the Australian War Memorial's report’. That image shows the circular shape and indicates the overall
spherical countenance of the projectile. From the image, | measured the diameter from north to south
and east to west, and got 110 mm in each case, (the image is magnified). A remarkable circularity for a
piece of ‘shrapnel’. It is near certain that the collision of the projectile with its target has deformed it.
Before the collision, therefore, the projectile would have been more circular and more spherical than it
now is. How could an exploding Naval gun shell produce such a sphere with such a circular section
among its shrapnel? The probability of doing so is next to zero. When you then ask how could that one
piece in a trillion then hit the sailor in forehead while he was in the Carley Float on the sea the
probability is below comprehension.

In its analysis of the projectile, the Australian War Memorial failed to match its composition with the
claimed ‘shrapnel’ obtained from the Carley Float that is off the Sydney and held in the memorial-see
page 3 of the report. (Note pages not numbered.)

A finding of shrapnel implies that the sailor left his post during the battle. It is an implication that | will
have no part of (it is instructive that the Government and Navy then, and the Navy now, accept that
implication) For if the sailor got into the Carley Float at night, perhaps at the time Sydney was sinking,
where did the shrapnel come from? The German shelling had stopped hours before. The shrapnel
hypothesis requires the sailor to be in the Carley Float during the battle and in daylight. However, there
were over three hundred German eye-witnesses to the battle and not one of them, when interrogated,
reported seeing any lifeboats, any Carley Floats or any men jumping overboard. There were three eye-
witnesses independent of the Germans. They were the three Chinese laundry men. They were
interrogated and not one of them reported seeing a Carley Float2 Sydney and Kormoran were so close
to each other during the battle that a launched Carley Float would have been detected by the eye-
witnesses and by those with optical aids.

It is not believable that the sailor, during the battle, could get up on deck, unleash the Carley Float,
maneuver it overboard, jump into the ocean and gain its safety. He would have been dispatched within a
minute by the density of shrapnel produced by over four hundred shells fired at the Sydney. The Carley
Float would have been cut to shreds and destroyed. But the main impediment to the sailor and the float
was the heavy machine gun fire which did such deadly effect that Detmers awarded the operator some
citation or medal. The sailor could not have survived the combination of heavy machine gun fire and
shrapnel. Nor could the Carley Float.

It is far safer to believe that the sailor got away from the sinking Sydney during the night. That would
explain why he was not seen by the eye-witnesses. Sometime there after he was killed. The Christmas
Island authorities checking the Carley Float found bullets imbedded in the wood work of the float. Those
bullets were removed sent to the Navy in Perth—the Navy claims not to have located those bullets.
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Perhaps an even safer conclusion would be that the sailor is not from the Sydney-a position held by the
Navy for many years since 1945 until recently—- the Navy has never explained how or why it had this
‘conversion on the road to Damascus’. It is still possible that DNA analysis will prove this conclusion

false.

The shrapnel hypothesis does not stand-up.

(1) Australian War Memorial Report. * Analysis of the Fragment Removed From the Body” see

attached.
(2) Inquiry into the Circumstances of the Sinking of HMAS Sydney. Vol 13 page 3244 “He states that
no boats or rafts left the cruiser and that none were seen at any later time."—-Report by the

Captain of HMAS Yandra 30 November 1941.






