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Supplementary Comments for the Inquiry
Into the Loss of HMAS SYDNEY .

During the recent public hearing in Brisbane, and in the recent volumes issued
by the Inquiry there are a number of things which require further clarification. One
thing that was mentioned, was regarding whether KORMORAN had sent a signal to
Japan or if any facility existed in Japan to receive such messages. Apart from the fact
that the raiders in the Indian Ocean were being supplied from Japan which would
make such communication almost a necessity, there are the following remarks
recorded during the cruise of the German auxiliary cruiser ORION, when on
September 9, 1940, the ship’s captain, Kurt Weyher ...

“_.... learned that exactly one month hence the supply ship
REGENSBERG would be at Ailinglap, in the Marshall
Islands. Sorting out these arrangements necessitated a
Lengthy signal being sent to Tokyo .....”
‘ (“The Secret Raiders”, David Woodward, W.Kimber & Co, 1995)

From this I would expect that as early as September 1940, communications
facilities already existed in Tokyo, at Admiral Wenneker’s Headquarters for
contacting raiders operating in the Indian and Pacific Oceans. Whether Detmers was
able to send a signal after his engagement with SYDNEY is still open to question.

Another point I raised, which has been disputed, was the use of the secret
callsign. It was stated at the public hearing, that the Germans had no opportunity to
obtain the code prior to the battle, however, this cannot be supported with any proof,
and yet there were any number of opportunities for the Germans to have obtained the
codes. From May 1940 when Holland and Belgium were invaded, sunken ships off
Dunkirk, the French ports, African ports where the STRAAT MALAKKA was
operating, even from the Japanese. They may not have been at war with Australia at
that time, but they had already captured cities and ports in the Far East, and had
occupied French Indo-China by July 1941 with virtually no resistance. In fact, these

‘ are only a few of dozens of opportunities where the coded callsigns could have been
taken by the enemy. To state there was simply no opportunity, is certainly not
correct.

Saburo Ienaga, author of “Japan’s Last War” (Aust National University Press,
Canberra, 1979), writes ...

“In May 1940 Allied forces were routed in France, and
Holland and Belgium fell to the Germans. A month
later France surrendered.

And ..

“The Indo-China operation was completed several months
later when an Imperial Headquarters-Cabinet Liaison
Conference decided in January 1941, to use force against
French Indo-China if necessary to improve Japan’s military
position there and in Thailand. The French again aquiesced;
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southern Indo-China was occupied without incident on
July 27-28, 1941.”

Many of the raiders had lucky escapes, or were they ? Von de Porten in his book
“The German Navy in WW II” (Galahad Press, NYC, 1969) gives some examples...

“The British moved actively and persistently against the raider menace,
and only good luck saved several of them from destruction. The ORION
was inspected by a patrol plane which failed to penetrate her disguise.
On another occasion her seaplane sighted a British cruiser in time to
permit evasive action by the raider. The ATLANTIS met a Nelson-
class battleship and an aircraft carrier on a moonlit night, but slowly
altered course and slipped away unseen. The THOR had the worst
scrape when she was sighted and signalled to by the British light cruiser
DURBAN off South Africa. She identified herself as a British ship, and
the cruiser let he pass. The next day the auxiliary cruiser CHESHIRE
. did the same thing ! The British had no sure way of checking ship’s
identities in the early war years, which helps to explain such errors.”

The above is very illuminating in that — even if SYDNEY had launched her aircraft it
would still not have been any guarantee, that the KORMORAN would have been
correctly identified. Secondly, it may have been luck to identify yourself as a British
ship once, but to do it twice and be accepted and released both times, would seem to
be suspect. Did she also have the correct secret identification letters and use them to
escape twice ? The only difference between these examples is that Detmers used the
callsign in a way that nobody expected him to do. But as I have pointed out, if his
ship was in such a bad way he may have considered it his only chance.

There is no doubt that a case can be made for a deliberate planned attack on
SYDNEY. The Archive Guide 3, tells us the movement signals which were sent to
SYDNEY - gave her ETA Sunda, etc, including her return ETA at Fremantle. It
stated that the signals were addressed from C in C China Station to SYDNEY. This is
not entirely correct in my opinion. Signals weren’t sent like that. The address of the

‘ above signal would more correctly been addressed from C in C China Station (as the
originator of the signal) addressed to SYDNEY for action (as the action addressee)
but then there would have been a number of information addressees, probably
ZEALANDIA and DURBAN for a start, one was in company with SYDNEY the
other to meet them south of Sunda Strait. Other information addressees would have
been the Australian Naval Board, Kranji W/T and Harman W/T stations, because of
the changes to her radio watch. Also to the Naval Officer in Charge Fremantle — just
to name a few. If ZEALANDIA was included in the address of these messages, then
the messages would have been sent in the British and Allied Merchant Ships Code
(BAMS), the code common to them all. The other messages sent to SYDNEY would
have been similarly addressed.

Breaking British Codes.

I have stated previously that the Germans were reading the British Naval codes and
ciphers, and they were. Both Frame and Winter (and everyone else, it seems) has
been sceptical, or simply ignored the fact that this was happening. But it is a fact.
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The German B-Dienst — the radio interception units of the Radio Reconnaissance
Branch — in conjunction with 3/Skl — under the control of the OKM — were reading
both the British 4-unit code and the 5-unit cipher material.

These were the tactical and operational message they were reading, not strategic
messages. 3/Skl were maintaining a continuous system of tracking merchant shipping
and had responsibility for Foreign Naval movements. Between them they had all the
information necessary to pass to Wenneker in Japan, to be delivered to the
KULMERLAND for KORMORAN. Unlike the material the British sent on the
AUTOMEDON, the German material and codes were safely delivered.

At the outbreak of WW II, the German OKM (Naval War Command), were reading
all British naval codes and ciphers and had been doing so since about 1935. David
Kahn writes ...

“The glowing testimonials that many high-ranking officers gave
‘ to military communications intelligence referred only to tactical
and operational results. For on the strategic level, German
communications intelligence failed utterly.”
(“Hitler’s Spies”, David Kahn)

With the SYDNEY, we are concerned only with the Royal Navy tactical and
operational codes and ciphers. These are the codes, which dictated SYDNEY’s
movements and operational status and which the German navy were reading. David
Kahn goes on to say, in conjunction with the AUTOMEDON capture —

“Also recovered were several superencipherment tables, though
not the current ones. ATLANTIS, however, had aboard in her
special crew a wireless operator named Wesemann who had served
for three years in one of the German cryptoanalytic services.
Wesemann achieved what might be the first nautical cryptanalysis
on record when, on the basis of the captured code and several
merchant messages that he had intercepted, he succeeded in re-

. constructing about one third of the superencipherment table then
in use. As aresult ATLANTIS could read mucdh of the Allied
merchantmen’s traffic and could await her victims at likely ports.”

(My italics).

If this information is read correctly, it shows us something very important, They
found several naval superencipherment tables, but not the current ones. They
certainly were not old ones, so they could only have been tables which had not yet
come into force. The Germans reconstructed the BAMS code from what other current
information they found. The other superencipherment tables were for the naval code
due to come into force at a future date and sent on to Australia in advance of their
implementation.

One of these codes came into force early the following year, and this is what enabled
Tranow in Germany to break back into the new codes so quickly. Codes had been
delivered to the raiders operating in the Pacific in late 1940, which had enabled them







