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Additions and Amendments.

Page 54.

An article in the Sydney Morning Herald dated 25/4/2000 by Graham Anderson titled “How We Killed
the Men of HMAS Sydney” resulting from an interview with Heinz Messerschmidt ex-crew member
from the Kormoran resulted in the following remarks by the German:

“A month before our engagement with the Sydney, Captain Detmers celebrated his birthday. We were
allowed to drink whiskey, and one of the crew members got a bit drunk and let his tongue run loose.
Detmers cut him short straight away, saying that he would like to make something very clear to the
assembled gentlemen, and that was our moment of truth would come when we had a visit from the
“Grey Steamship Company, as in the British Navy, and by inference their Australian allies, were
referred to.

Then he said no more whiskey and that was the end of the evening.”

Mr. Messerschmidt shuffles his folders and memorabilia relating to the Sydney and looks over his
glasses. “And Captain Detmers was exactly right, and not for the first time. He sensed that a visit from
the Grey Steamship Company was on the way.”

Messerschmidt states that this took place one month before the Kormoran and the Sydney actually met.
In fact, Detmers did not sense a meeting would take place, he knew it would. A month before he met
the Sydney was when he sent the signal to Germany stating that the rendezvous would take place on the
17" day of the following month and he would be in his new operational area by the next new moon
period which was 19 November. He already knew when he spoke to his crew that the meeting with
Sydney was planned.

Page 70.
With reference to the statement quoted by Fregattenkapitan d.R. Meinad, Prinz von Hohenzollern-

Emden regarding the loss of Sydney, where he stated that the Sydney was torpedoed, drifted away and
exploded. This is supported by Frank Rixon a cook onboard the Koolinda, who was told by a seriously
wounded German sailor that the Sydney suddenly blew up. This would also tend to support my
statement that Detmers knew that there were no survivors from the Sydney before he gave a false
position for the battle site during his interrogation in Fremantle.

Further to this Wes Olsen in Bitter Victory, wrote that included in a report by Captain Airey of the
Koolinda was this statement made by one of the German survivors:

“Wednesday evening 19" November 1941 my ship Cormoran (sic) was challenged by a British cruiser.
The cruiser opened fire first and we retaliated. After a fight lasting about one and a half hours my ship
caught fire. We took to the lifeboats at 7.20 pm approx; and both ships were then seen to be blazing.
At about midnight both ships sank. We looked around for survivors off both ships but none could be
found”.

This passage is pertinent for a number of reasons. Firstly, no German officers were with the group
picked up by the Koolinda so they spoke freely. Secondly, this report comes from a civilian source,
again disputing the navy’s version of events. Each source outside of the Australian navy tells a
different story to that put forward by the navy at the time and ever since. Indeed, the remarks by many
of the German sailors dispute the version put forward by the German officers as well. The statement by
the German sailor above, contains the innocent remark that they looked around for survivors from both
ships, not just their own. Sydney was supposed to have steamed off blazing into the night, but did she ?
I doubt it very much.

“Sinking Case Dropped”.

A further article by Carlo Amalfi regarding the complaint by John Doohan to the Australian Federal
Police resulted in the complaint being dismissed. The AFP stated that the case is outside their
jurisdiction because no breach of Commonwealth legislation could be proved and so the deaths of the
645 sailors aboard HMAS Sydney would not be investigated.

Depth Charges.
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Previously I pointed out that the ammunition and depth charges loaded aboard HMAS Sydney before
she sailed was for a third party, but that cannot now be admitted. Although the theory holds good in
that ammunition and depth charges were being supplied to the Dutch and could have been exchanged
for gold bullion to act as ballast in the submarines, it cannot be accepted as proof a third party was
present. My thanks to Commander Reg Hardstaff for pointing out that the Sydney was indeed armed
with depth charges and dropped one on June 19 and another on October 2 1941 during exercises.
Neither my copy of Janes nor Ross Gillett’s Warships of the RAN 1914-1945 show Sydney armed with
depth charges, however, I should have checked further. In one way I am grateful for this information
as it shows just how important it is that we still have people who have first hand knowledge to correct
such errors.

Bank Employees.
Mrs B. J. Craill has also written to point out that her father AB W.E.A. Freer, lost aboard HMAS

Sydney was not an accountant or trained in bank record keeping and never presented himself as such to
the RAN. This does not alter the fact that it was highly unusual to have so many former
Commonwealth Bank staff aboard one ship at that particular time.

HMAS Sydney Position.
The U.N. Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS) has established the framework for the
determination of various maritime boundries:

. The Sea and Submerged Lands Act (1967) establishes Commonwealth sovereignty over territorial
waters in respect of the Australian Exclusive Economic Zone (EEZ) of 200 miles as well as the inshore
zones of the continental shelf and contiguous zone.

The Offshore Constitutional Settlement (OCS) is an agreement between the Commonwealth and States
(1979) which provides agreement in relation to the territorial sea and other matters including the
regulation of shipping and navigation, offshore petroleum exploration, crimes at sea and fisheries.

As this would indicate that my position for the Sydney wrecksite lies outside any control Australia has
over the site, I would argue that it is imperative that the government conduct a search before the wreck
is found and destroyed by any other nation. This is a matter of national pride as well as common
decency. In the last few years the present government has given away millions and millions to foreign
governments but cannot find two million for a search. The Australian Federal Government has
recently given $61 million to Geoscience Australia for oil exploration. It should have been a relatively
simple matter to include a search clause requiring Geoscience Australia to search for traces of any oil
that may still be escaping from the ships, however, it seems the exact opposite is the case.

Information I have received regarding my research, is that Geoscience Australia have already
conducted oil exploration and seabed searches, in some areas 300 miles west of Carnarvon. It has
searched the area to the north and to the south of my nominated position, but has excluded my
nominated wrecksite area 300 miles west of Carnarvon from the search in what would appear to be a
deliberate omission. That this omission may have come from instructions by the Federal Government,

' I cannot say, but it is the third time, from various sources, I have been told that people have been
warned off searching for the Sydney. As well as the above expenditure the government has spent about
$20 million on the fridge magnet and leaflet about terrorism and is presently spending $75 million on
ad’s about the P.B.S. One can hardly say that is $95 million well spent but they still cannot find $2
million for a search for the Sydney. Recently the Navy has been able to find and identify the wrecks of
the Centaur off Caloundra in Queensland and of the Patricia Cam near Cape Wessel off the Northern
Territory coast, but steadfastly refuse to try to find the Sydney.

KDLS Search and Web Site.

Several people writing to me have mentioned the KDLS web site and its criticism of my research. I am
flattered that they have taken the trouble to do so, however, I have little to say in reply to them, except
to agree with the K. Kirsner and J. Dunn remarks. (See Vol. 19, p4641). For those who do not have the
Volumes from the Inquiry the remarks from the Newsletter of the Australian Institute for Maritime
Archaeology should suffice (see AIMAVol 20, No2, June 2001). Prior to the R.A.N. Seminar in Perth
in November 2001 Dr. M. McCarthy of the W.A. Maritime Museum wrote:

“I have recommended that the June 2001 Whittaker/Knight report should not receive a high priority. 1
have based this advice on a report received in 1991 which indicates that the Whittaker/Knight group
first located the general area of the positions recently given for HMAS Sydney/HSK Kormoran over a
decade ago. The report, penned by Mr Whittaker on 3 September 1989, was forwarded to us by a third
party and it indicates that the ‘find’ was effected by a technique known as ‘map dowsing’ (similar to
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