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at 1220 on Saturday, 4th October, in
position 14 degrees 23 minutes S,
107 degrees 6 minutes east; this
identification had been, in fact, carried
out in daylight by exchange of signal
letters followed by correct procedure
exchanging secret callsign and by fairly
close inspection of "Salland" by "Sydney".

So they are in relation to Salland signal letters and a
close inspection?
A. Yes, go on. What point are you making there - that
that hasn't got written that they go to first degree of
readiness? I think the words "by correct procedure
exchanging secret callsign" and "fairly close inspection" -
it is the words "correct procedure" that are important
there. If you look at "fairly close inspection", they are
not going to go around and look at Salland without I think
being closed up. It's the wording that is important there,
"correct procedure", which can embrace a number of things,
which he's not going to go into detail about.

I'm having a problem at the moment.

THE PRESIDENT: Q. If at any stage you need a break,
just say so.
A. I will probably need a break when I take this, because
I'm beginning to lose breath.

Q. Would you like me to adjourn for a little while?
A. If you could adjourn for, say, 10 minutes, please?

Q. You let me know when you're ready.
A. Thank you, sir

SHORT ADJOURNMENT

THE PRESIDENT: Yes, CMDR Rush?

CMDR RUSH: Dr McArthur is taking a break. He has taken
some medication. Mr Jeffery is here. LCDR Kerr will call
him.

LCDR KERR: I recall Mr Jeffery.

<VICTOR BRIAN JEFFERY, sworn: [2.57pm]
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<EXAMINATION BY LCDR KERR:

LCDR KERR: Q. Mr Jeffery, could you please tell the
Commission of Inquiry your full name, your business
address, and your occupation?
A. Victor Brian Jeffery, Regional Manager, Defence Public
Affairs, and I am based at HMAS Stirling.

Q. Could you spell your surname for the record, please?
A. J-E-F-F-E-R-Y.

Q. Do you wish to make it clear that you appear this
afternoon as Mr Jeffery, private citizen, and not as any
kind of representative of the Royal Australian Navy; is
that correct?
A. That's correct.

Q. Having said that, it is without doubt, isn't it, true
that your knowledge and role, if I can put it that way,
concerning aspects of HMAS Sydney II is inextricably tied
to your job as a public relations officer at HMAS Stirling?
A. That's correct.

Q. Much of the information you have had come to you is
because of your role in that position?
A. Yes.

Q. And you have written some articles for local
newspapers; is that correct?
A. Very little on HMAS Sydney itself.

Q. I'm referring only to HMAS Sydney.
A. Yes, I write a lot of Naval history.

Q. In what component do you do that - as a private
citizen?
A. Yes.

Q. Have you ever written articles relating to HMAS Sydney
for the popular press in your capacity as a public
relations officer?
A. No.

Q. Can I ask you how long you've held the position or did
you hold the position of public relations officer at
HMAS Stirling?
A. I've been there since August 1981, which is 27 and a
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half years.

Q. Did you have an involvement with the Royal Australian
Navy before that time?
A. I did serve as a Naval Reserve Officer for 20 years.

Q. In what capacity or what category?
A. Public relations and intelligence.

Q. When did your interest in HMAS Sydney II first arise?
A. Some years before that, when I worked in newspapers.

Q. I would like to ask you about some particular aspects.
Your name has been mentioned by a number of witnesses who
have appeared before this Commission of Inquiry in various
aspects. I would like to ask you, amongst other things,
about the evidence of those people.

Before I turn to that, could I ask that WAM.013.0206
be brought up. Sir, that is underneath orange tab 4.

Mr Jeffery, this appears to be a copy of a letter
written by you in March 1988 to the Gascoyne Telegraph?
A. Yes, I remember it well.

Q. It's a response by you to some comments made by
Mrs Barbara Winter. I would like to direct your attention
to the middle column. Do you see the highlighted section
there, and the article says:

Winter went on to say I should get hold of
a book titled "Submarines of the Imperial
Japanese Navy 1904-1945".

What is your position on the involvement of a Japanese
submarine in the sinking of HMAS Sydney?
A. The book she refers to - she uses a reference which
she quoted when she attacked me, which she's renowned for.
There were certainly Japanese submarines around. Whether
they were involved with Sydney, I don't know.

THE PRESIDENT: Q. What you said in that article was
that there were Japanese submarines of a type which had a
range capable of putting them in that area?
A. That's correct. Those very class of submarines
operated off Fremantle in February and March 1942
monitoring shipping, so they certainly had the range to be
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there.

LCDR KERR: Q. What is your position? Do you hold a
position on whether or not a submarine was involved, or do
you have no opinion?
A. I've heard some stories supporting it and others -
I couldn't say yea or nay. All I would confirm is that
they had the range to be there.

Q. You don't go any further than that?
A. I can't confirm or deny it.

Q. Could I ask that WAM.009.0032 be brought up. This is
under tab 6, sir. This is a letter authored by you to the
editor. It is not clear what publication it is.
A. That was the Australian Naval Historical Journal.

Q. The Naval Historical Review?
A. That's it.

Q. Your letter is dated 15 January 1990.
A. Yes.

Q. In the first and second lines, you refer to an article
by Bryan Clarke entitled "Australia's Forgotten Son" and
you reference, Naval Historical Review, December 1989.
That letter was written by you?
A. I'm just catching up on this, if you don't mind. Yes.

Q. That letter refers to a visit by a Norwegian merchant
ship. Perhaps if I can read parts of it to you, you say
that on numerous occasions you have attended on
HMAS Stirling, or the NOCWA, Naval Officer Commanding
Western Australia, as it was then, and the Registry to
obtain files relating to the HMAS Sydney-Kormoran
encounter. You say this:

A couple of years ago, when I drew the
file, the pleasant young lady who signed
the file out asked my interest in the
action. Once I told her she went on to
explain how her mother and grandmother
recalled a Norwegian ship calling at
Geraldton (where the family resided) in
October, 1941.

She went on to explain how the two were
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sitting on the beach at Geraldton when
passing Norwegian sailors were leering at
them, much to their disgust. Later that
same year when the local theatre showed a
newsreel of the KORMORAN survivors coming
down the brow of the ship in Fremantle they
both claim the two sailors previously seen
on the beach in Geraldton were together
among them ...

Since then I have obtained copies of the
Port of Geraldton's Shipping Logs for the
period September-November, 1941.

On October 13, 1941, the Norwegian
merchantman Seirstad (9916 tons) berthed at
7am for a 48-hour stopover. This was the
only Norwegian ship listed in that period
for a port which drew few visitors.

The Seirstad left Fremantle and sailed for Geraldton, where
it arrived 19 hours later after a 296 nautical mile
journey.

Based on what you were told by the young lady, that
her mother and grandmother believed the two Norwegian
sailors they saw in Geraldton were the same two sailors
they saw come off Kormoran, you posed the question:

Did KORMORAN perpetuate a great
embarrassment to the Australian authorities
by having the audacity to put into a sleepy
little Australian coastal port and give the
crew members a chance to go ashore? How
many people would have known the difference
between a German and a Norwegian at that
time?

You say further down:

SEIRSTAD (or KORMORAN) departed from
Geraldton at 7am on October 15, 1941, bound
for Palembang.

Can I ask you seriously if that is a position that you put
any authority in?
A. It says in there that the ship had to average
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15.5 knots. Allegedly, which is not included in the
letter, Seirstad called into Geraldton because she had
engine problems.

Q. Putting that aside --
A. What I was actually aiming at was that Kulmerland - it
was aimed at Barbara Winter. There was a fair bit of
business going on. When I research anything, I write.
Barbara Winter attacks people if they don't support her
views. That's what that was about. She wrote a very
scathing response, which they refused to print. The actual
word I got back from the Naval Historical Society was that
it was libellous, slanderous, the works. After that, it
stopped.

THE PRESIDENT: Q. I understand from this letter that
you were a member of the Sydney Research Group?
A. I was an adviser.

Q. An adviser?
A. Yes.

Q. I'm not concerned about any internecine warfare
between critics or members of the group or anybody else.
I'm just concerned with trying to establish factual
situations. If it be the case that Seirstad, with
Norwegians on board, including two sailors whom two ladies
thought they saw, why do you suggest that these people
would be Kormoran survivors and thus Kormoran, not
Seirstad, was in the port? Is it only because these ladies
said they recognised, when they saw pictures of prisoners
of Kormoran, these two faces?
A. They were very adamant, sir. Keeping in mind that
Kormoran would have been at sea for a long time. If they
could get anybody ashore for a bit of R&R, I think it would
do wonders for morale. The harbourmaster in Geraldton said
to me, "Vic, we wouldn't have known the difference back
then."

If I could just go back to the Sydney Research Group,
they were a group of very professional gentlemen. I was
proud to be associated with them and advise them. They
weren't a ratbag group - I've encountered a few such
individuals along the way - but they're men I respect.

Q. The short answer to the conundrum or the question you
pose is that the ladies were simply mistaken.
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A. They could have been.

LCDR KERR: Q. Mr Jeffery, I would like to take you now
to an email or fax, which is at WAM.034.0060. That is
after tab 10. It is a fax from you to Dr Michael McCarthy,
WA Maritime Museum, dated 4 May 1998. Its contents concern
a cigarette case that was found on South Beach with a
HMAS Sydney crest on it. You refer in the first line to a
number of photocopies, which I presume Dr McCarthy sent to
you?
A. That's correct.

Q. We don't have possession of those, but then there is a
reference to the cigarette case, and you say:

I believe it would have almost certainly
come from HMAS Sydney II.

You go on to state your reasons for reaching that
conclusion. Do you know what became of the cigarette case?
A. No. I only saw images of it. Michael McCarthy held
the cigarette case.

Q. You say that your reasons for concluding that it did
come from Sydney II were because Sydney spent a lot of time
operating out of Fremantle, and in point 3 you say:

The style of the cigarette case I think was
more fashionable in Naval circles post
World War One.

Do you know whether any further expert analysis or
historical analysis was done of that cigarette case?
A. No. That was the last I saw of that.

THE PRESIDENT: Q. When was the cigarette case found -
1998?
A. That's correct, sir.

Q. You don't know what became of it?
A. No. Mike McCarthy and I worked very closely for many
years on most Naval matters, not just Sydney. It's a
little-known fact that early in the War, in 1940, Sydney
used to actually anchor in the lee of Rottnest Island where
nobody would be able to sight it, and all the signals were
taken ashore to the Army Kingstown Barracks and relayed to
Fremantle that way. Apparently, she was always there. She
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had to basically raise anchor and up steam and go. She
could go at very short notice. That is not generally
known.

LCDR KERR: Q. Is it the case that that cigarette case
could be in the West Australian Maritime Museum?
A. It should be.

Q. If you turn then to WAM.036.0044, which is under
tab 11, can I ask you to try to cast your mind back just
under 10 years to another fax you sent to Dr McCarthy dated
17 May 1999. It is identified as being two pages. The
Commission of Inquiry has been provided only with this
page. I would like you to spend a few moments, while
I read this onto the record, trying to think what the
documents are that are referred to in it. You say:

Mike, ref, our telcon of 14 May and your
subsequent fax.

1. Obviously the first step is to verify
the authenticity of the document in
question. The file on which this was
located is of significance.

2. If authentic, it is not HMAS Sydney I
as RAAF Pearce was not in existence until
1938, and it is not the present day Sydney
IV. It can only be Sydney II or III.

3. Looking at the terminology and acronyms
I believe it would have to be the cruiser
Sydney II. Ceylon became an independent
Commonwealth nation in 1948 and the
aircraft carrier HMAS Sydney III did not
depart from Devonport on its delivery
voyage until April, 1949 and arrived in
Fremantle the following month.

4. However despite the date and time group
not fitting, the course - 28 degrees
24 minutes S 112 degrees 55 minutes E on a
course of 342 degrees - is feasible,
placing the ship in the shipping lanes.

5. I am not comfortable with a ship
sending an SOS and yet claiming to be
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making 15+ knots, a very good cruising
speed. It simply does not add up.

You go on to say that you forwarded a copy to the
Canberra-based Director of Public Affairs, Navy,
CMDR Rod Dudfield. Are you able to recall what that
document was that is referred to?
A. No, to be honest, I don't, I'm sorry.

Q. Would there be a file at HMAS Stirling that would
contain that, or would that have now been forwarded to
archives, do you believe?
A. 1999, it's probably on file.

Q. We can check later. Could we then go to PUB.001.0001,
which is under the next tab. This is an extract of a book
written by Mr John Samuels called "Somewhere Below", in
which you are mentioned. On page 137, the first full
paragraph:

A written record of life jackets and
flooring timbers from ship's boats, coming
ashore on the Zuytdorp Cliffs, near the
mouth of the Murchison River, exists in the
form of a letter written to the commanding
officer of HMAS Moresby by Reg Harrison of
the Naval Association of Australia,
on August 6th 1993, a copy of which is now
in the possession of LCDR Vic Jeffery OAM,
RANR.

The Commission has a copy of that document. I will read an
extract from that document. It is a second-hand hearsay
statement from Mr Harrison. At WAM.021.0044, if we close
in on the bottom of the second paragraph, it says:

Sir, I have been involved in the
construction of the Sydney cairn ...

If you go to the fourth line of that paragraph:

May I say that an older cousin of mine was
on HMAS Wyrallah which was sent to look for
"Sydney", and he told me of all the orange
Mae West jackets hooked up on the rocks of
the Zuytdorp Cliffs and of having picked up
floorboards from whale boats.
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Have you seen that letter before, sir?
A. I don't recall it, but I must have. I certainly know
the gentleman involved. He has had a lot of correspondence
with the Navy over the years.

Q. Are you aware of any follow-up on those Mae West
jackets? Do you know whether anybody was despatched,
whether any inquiries were made about when this sighting
occurred - those kinds of things? Do you have any
information about this?
A. It would be on file, and there should be a follow-up
letter.

THE PRESIDENT: Q. Who is this letter from?

LCDR KERR: A gentleman named Reg Harrison of the Naval
Association of Australia, dated 6 August 1993. At the
time, Mr Harrison was a resident of Carnarvon. Could we
then bring up, please, CORR.014.0152.

THE PRESIDENT: Would you give me the reference to the
previous document, please?

LCDR KERR: The letter is WAM.021.0044, sir.

If we can go to just above the footnotes, this is an
extract from a paper from Dr McArthur.

THE PRESIDENT: Where do I find this?

LCDR KERR: I'm sorry, sir, it is tab 16, around a red
tab, sir.

THE PRESIDENT: Thank you.

LCDR KERR: Q. In his paper, towards the bottom of the
page, Dr McArthur refers an address given by CAPT Burnett:

It was a standard operation in an area not
regarded as high risk in comparison with
the hazardous North Atlantic convoy routes,
but at the customary church service held on
Sydney's quarterdeck on Sunday morning,
9 November, Joseph Burnett, the Captain of
the Australian cruiser, had exhorted his
crew once again to be vigilant on their
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forthcoming voyage. He observed, "There's
a strange ship out there and we are going
to have a bit of fun with her." Len
Crabbe, who was to be transferred just
before the warship sailed, still remembers
these prophetic and, in hindsight, ironical
words.

It is footnoted as follows:

L Crabbe to V Jeffery, July 1998 (private
communication).

Do you remember that conversation you had with Mr Crabbe?
A. Vividly.

Q. Would you tell us about it?
A. Crabbe was very well known in WA. He was a champion
footballer. He was one of the last men off Sydney. As you
know, you don't leave your ship until your replacement
arrives. As he said, CAPT Burnett stood up on one of the
turrets down aft, addressed a fair section of the ship's
company, and among part of his address was, "There's a
funny ship out there. We're going to have a bit of fun."

Q. Was that the extent of your conversation with
Mr Crabbe?
A. No, it was about Sydney, and other people have made
that same claim, and they all thought it was an odd sort of
thing to say.

Q. Mr Crabbe thought it was odd?
A. He thought it was an odd comment to come out with.

Q. During the conversation or any other conversation you
had with Mr Crabbe, did he ever say anything about the
routines in HMAS Sydney that are relevant to the
approaching of unidentified ships?
A. No, unfortunately. I pursued him on that. All he
wanted to do was talk about another incident off Darwin,
but that's irrelevant.

Q. Two tabs following that, there is WAM.021.0096, sir.
Again, Mr Jeffery, this is correspondence from you to
Mike McCarthy, Curator of Maritime Archeology, WA Maritime
Museum. It concerns a coloured photograph of an
HMAS Sydney ceremonial life buoy. If we bring up the next
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document, WAM.021.0097, that is a photograph of the life
buoy. Do you recall the provenance of this life buoy?
A. Vaguely.

Q. Did you see the life buoy, or were you again provided
with a photograph?
A. A photograph.

Q. You say in the letter to Mr McCarthy that you have
examined the photograph and it is your belief it most
likely came from the third HMAS Sydney, an aircraft carrier
which served in the Royal Australian Navy between 1948 and
1975. You dismiss in paragraph 3 the first HMAS Sydney,
and in paragraph 4 you say:

Furthermore, I do not believe the
ceremonial lifebuoy came from the ill-fated
second HMAS SYDNEY.

In paragraph 5, you give your reasons in respect of the
second Sydney, and you say:

Reasons for dismissing the second SYDNEY
are the fact that the ceremonial lifebuoys
would have been stowed below decks in the
ship's final action and if this item had
survived, it would be in a damaged
condition. The quality of the gold on the
lifebuoy shows no signs of it having been
immersed in sea water.

What was that opinion based on?
A. That was talking to a few Naval Association people -
old sailors, basically.

Q. Do you have any knowledge about whether or not any
further examination was made of that lifebuoy?
A. Mike never came back to me. I never saw the lifebuoy.
It was a photo. Actually, if you look at that photograph,
you can see the staples on the photo where it was attached.

Q. If I can go to the last matter, COI.005.0184. Do you
know a gentleman by the name of George Karlov?
A. He has contacted me. I wouldn't know him if I fell
over him.

Q. Do you know of him?
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A. I know of him.

Q. The bodies that are said to have been buried in the
sands in Carrarang Station - are you aware of that theory?
A. Yes.

Q. Do you have an opinion about that?
A. I'm open to - I have my own views on bodies. I don't
know this man. He contacted me out of the blue. I've had
no dealings with him but every now and again I get an email
from him. I don't know where he's from, who he's connected
with.

Q. Can I ask you what your opinion is about whether or
not there were bodies buried on the beach?
A. Going back to newspaper days, many, many years ago,
the information that has been conveyed to me over the
years, I would lean that way, but like previous people who
have been before this Commission, I cannot verify people's
letters, confirm them.

Q. Do you have any independent evidence about whether or
not there were bodies buried in Carrarang Station in
particular?
A. I had never heard Carrarang Station mentioned up until
this chap came along.

Q. What about any other place?
A. Most of them are pretty wild stories. During a
Coastwatch trip as a Naval Reserve Officer and trips up
north, 30 or 40 years in the media and public relations, it
certainly has arisen, and from reliable people. But the
other side of that is my concern that if we did find
graves, what would it actually do to the families?
Unidentified graves? It's a can of worms.

Q. Mr Karlov says in his submission:

The only ray of hope is that
LCDR Vic Jeffery (RAN Public Relations and
Navy Intelligence) has come out to me
publicly to say that he believes the body
story.

Is that a correct statement?
A. That's exactly what I told you, but he never mentioned
this Carrarang Station. I would love to know who he's
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connected with, myself.

Q. He says that you told him that you believed the story
about bodies being buried.
A. Bodies being buried, but I don't know where
Carrarang Station is.

Q. If you take Carrarang Station out of the equation.
A. Yes, I do believe that bodies are buried.

Q. On what basis do you believe that?
A. The biggest problem we have today - maybe it's
opportune, or maybe it's not - is that the people who had
this information are no longer with us. We are looking at
something that happened more than 60 years ago. I have
dealt with these people over many years. They were men of
credibility, gentlemen. They are all gone. It now just
becomes hearsay.

Q. Have you spoken directly to any of these people you
referred to?
A. Several.

Q. Who are they?
A. I wouldn't remember their names now. As I said, some
of this goes back to newspaper days. They were
predominantly ex-Army.

THE PRESIDENT: Q. You addressed this matter, I think,
in WAM.063.0150. This is a note from you to Dr McCarthy of
18 November 1991:

... As promised, when one takes away the
attacks on everyone else who has expressed
a point of view on this subject and the
inaccuracies, there's little left.
Cheers.

The next document appears to be the document you are
referring to. It says:

Then there's the story of a Japanese
submarine being involved in the sinking,
linked with a radically different battle
site from the official version. It's
interesting that Montgomery, in his book,
considered he had conclusive proof that the
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battle site was somewhere else.

What is this document, do you know?
A. No. We're going back to 1991. I don't recall.
I must stress that I'm not employed as a Navy public
relations officer; I'm a Defence public relations officer.
I'm not an historian. I do my best. As you'll appreciate,
we deal with anything to do with Defence in WA and the
Services. There's so much involved, but that doesn't ring
any bells. It should be on file.

Q. This looks as though it comes from an author who is
planning another book?
A. Yes. I can't place the style of writing. There has
been no shortage of potential authors. There have been
very strange theories, as you are well aware.

THE PRESIDENT: Somebody said in this Inquiry, in the last
day or two, that Mr Jeffery was aware of the name of a
person who it is said had buried bodies.

LCDR KERR: Sir, you are probably referring to my next
point. That was Mr Cramer, who gave evidence yesterday.

Q. As part of his evidence, he was answering a question
from me about buried bodies, or on that general topic, and
he said:

I spoke to confirm that ...

And he's talking about the reference in Mr Samuels' book to
buried bodies:

I spoke to confirm that with Vic Jeffery.
Allegedly he was at the meeting when a
woman came forward. He spoke of two things
that are not in the booklet. One of them
was that the girl said that her mother
stated that her husband was never the same
man after he returned ...

He was referring to returning from being part of an alleged
burial party:

I [being Mr Cramer, I think] could not get
any more out of it [being you], whether
that meant returned from the trip or
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returned from the Army ...

He went on to say that you had told him that the man who
had been part of the burial party had turned grey
overnight. Mr Cramer said that he got all of that from
you, whom he knows personally.
A. I wouldn't say I've had a lot to do with Mr Cramer.
I only met the man about 12 months ago. What he's
referring to is a member of the Sydney Research Group, who
interviewed this woman whose husband had come back - they
were rushed up north, and when he came back, he had a white
streak in his hair. He was never the man she married -
that was her actual quote. He was very sullen after that.
Allegedly, on his death bed, he was ranting about burying
bodies. It would have gone back 25 or 30 years that we
were told that. But Max Cramer and I have never discussed
Sydney's bodies.

THE PRESIDENT: Q. Do you know the name of anyone who
asserts that they were part of a burial party?
A. No, I don't, sir.

LCDR KERR: Q. Do you know the person who interviewed
this lady?
A. I'm not quite sure, but I think it was
Mr Malcolm Barker. I'm going back 25 or 30 years.

Q. Have you seen, or are you aware of any letters
purportedly written by members of an alleged burial party
who went to Geraldton or Carnarvon, or somewhere in
between, to bury bodies? Have you seen any?
A. I certainly know of them. I honestly don't recall
whether I've seen them. I've had letters read to me.

Q. By whom?
A. People who allege these people were involved. I'm
going back a long way. It was always Army; it wasn't Navy.

Q. How far are you going back when you say, "I'm going
back a long way"?
A. In the 1980s, early 1990s.

Q. I'm referring specifically to the letters.
A. Yes, it's a long time ago. As I said, I'm not a Naval
historian; I'm a PR man with an interest in Naval history,
but I don't write articles about Sydney.
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Q. But you are an ex journalist, Mr Jeffery, aren't you?
A. Yes.

Q. You keep notes about things?
A. Well, you will find that since I came in this position
28 years ago, the notes are all on file, or a record of
conversation. I must admit that there have been times when
I felt that the Navy has been restricted in pursuing some
of these claims.

Q. What do you mean by that?
A. I firmly believe, when we have been given alleged
positions to look at, positions have not been forthcoming,
ie, HMAS Moresby, the survey ship. I know we were
strapped; there are constraints, but if a ship is steaming
through an area, I can't see why it couldn't have a look.

Q. You are referring to the fact that HMAS Moresby could
have surveyed a particular area that it was passing through
anyway. Is that what you mean by that answer?
A. Some of these areas over the years - Moresby has
carried out searches in conjunction with the Maritime
Museum. But I firmly - maybe it's just a belief - but I do
feel at times that, and I'm going back to the 1980s now, we
weren't really given much encouragement.

THE PRESIDENT: Q. I'm not sure what all that means.
If it is anything to do with the loss of HMAS Sydney,
I would like to understand it. If it is not, I don't need
to?
A. No, it is not, sir. Basically, people come up with
theories and give us positions, or Mike McCarthy, if it was
something from the Museum, I would ring and say, "Look,
there's something in position so-and-so. Can you look on
an opportunity basis?" Admittedly, in the 1980s we had
Moresby, the survey ship, and in the early 1980s a couple
of patrol boats, and I know that HMAS Stuart later looked
at a position for us, but there are a lot of rocky outcrops
out there, too, which is maybe the reason we didn't get a
lot of support, because steaming hours are valuable.

LCDR KERR: Q. Two other areas, Mr Jeffery: an extract
from Glenys McDonald's book, chapter 6, the last document
in the bundle, page 55. The reference is SUBM.007.0271:

One rumour I had heard for many years was
about a lifeboat guarded at the water's
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edge by soldiers, and supplementary to the
two German boats that landed at Red Bluff
at 17 Mile Well north of Carnarvon.
I first heard of it when I read Mike
McCarthy's 1991 HMAS Sydney forum papers,
and I also heard from the Navy of a
possible additional lifeboat located during
the search for Sydney.

Vic Jeffery kept me posted on this matter:
"The bullet-riddled HMAS Sydney lifeboat
... was located at the shallows [down to
the gunwales] about 600 yards south of the
Germans [Red Bluff]. It was guarded by two
soldiers. Seems there were many people
around.

The footnote reads:

Personal correspondence with Vic Jeffery,
22 September 1995.

Is that correct; it was a statement made by you?
A. Yes.

Q. On what basis did you make that statement?
A. People actually contacted us when the interest in the
Sydney flared up and they recalled as kids - one woman,
recalled that their father took them down the beach. That
boat was in the shallows guarded by two militia men. Then
a chap contacted us and basically told the same story, but
when he saw it, it was covered by a tarpaulin.

Q. Did you keep any records of these --
A. They would be on file, I should imagine, down at
HMAS Stirling.

Q. Do you have any memory of those names?
A. No. I haven't read Glenys McDonald's book or John
Samuels' book. What is in the books is all new to me, but
that's definitely correct.

Q. Finally, Mr Jeffery, if we could bring up
COI.005.0080, this is an email from John Samuels to
Georg Karlov dated 13 May 2006. It purports to be the text
taken from an article that appeared in The Bulletin
magazine. If we could turn to the second page, the
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highlighted bit with the asterisk:

One theory is that skeletons were some of
the "extras" off the Bandoeng Maru.
Vic Jeffery, a Perth-based Navy reservist
and historian, is sure they were captured
Japanese - probably executed by Z Special
Unit, an elite Australian outfit akin to
the current Special Air Service. The Z men
occupied Garden Island at the time.

A. That's correct.

Q. You say that there were men from Z Force occupying
Garden Island?
A. There were gun batteries on the island, and the south
end we are dealing with today is where Z Force carried out
its training and, yes, we did find skeletons. Dr Clive
Cook, the senior pathologist, identified them as Asians and
having been there about 50 years. There was a piece in the
Sunday Times. The phone calls I had from that confirmed a
lot of things, which I'm not prepared to elaborate on, for
obvious reasons.

Q. What are those obvious reasons?
A. I don't think this is the right time and place in the
public forum.

Q. Do you have any evidence that --
A. I don't see any association with Sydney in this.

Q. There has been evidence that there was a Japanese
presence - I think that you are one of the propounders of
that - in and around Fremantle, in that area. Do you have
any evidence of Japanese coming ashore on 19 November and
being captured by this Z Force group?
A. I don't think that Z Force were on the island on
19 November, quite frankly. They weren't formed that early
in the War.

Q. When you attended today, you passed me a bundle of
documents which included a number of photographs.
A. Yes.

Q. Can I ask you the source of those photographs?
A. Ninety per cent of them came from a couple of pages
out of an old photograph album that a lady gave me when her
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brother, her brother-in-law or somebody died. I had them
copied at Stirling. I thought it was worthy of inclusion
here, showing a little bit of life on Sydney.

LCDR KERR: I tender those photographs, sir.

THE PRESIDENT: Those photographs will be exhibit 186.

EXHIBIT #186 PHOTOGRAPHS SUPPLIED BY MR JEFFERY
EXH.186.0001; ARTICLE TITLED "VIC'S VIEW" APPEARING IN THE
GASCOYNE TELEGRAPH ON 16 MARCH 1988 WAM.013.0206; EXTRACT
FROM THE NAVAL HISTORICAL VIEW TITLED "LETTERS TO THE
EDITOR" DATED 15 JANUARY 1990 AND AUTHORED BY VIC JEFFERY
WAM.009.0032; RAAF HISTORICAL RECORD OF NO. 4 SERVICE
FLYING TRAINING SCHOOL, GERALDTON, WA, COMPILED BY
DJ BRENKLEY EXH.186.0012; SIGNAL DATED 7 OCTOBER 1941 FROM
HMAS SYDNEY TO THE SECRETARY, NAVAL BOARD AND WITH SUBJECT:
BOARD OF INVESTIGATION ON SUSPICIOUS SIGHTING BY
HMAS YANDRA NAA.010.0225; EXTRACT FROM THE HMAS SYDNEY
SHIP'S LOG OF 2 OCTOBER 1941, SHOWING SYDNEY TRAVELLING
FROM FREMANTLE TO SUNDA STRAIT NAA.013.0055; FAX FROM VIC
JEFFERY TO DR MICHAEL McCARTHY FROM WA MARITIME MUSEUM,
DATED 4 MAY 1998, CONCERNING A CIGARETTE CASE THAT WAS
FOUND ON SOUTH BEACH WITH AN HMAS SYDNEY CREST ON IT
WAM.034.0060; FAX FROM VIC JEFFERY SENT TO DR McCARTHY
DATED 17 MAY 1999 WAM.036.0044; EXTRACT FROM A DOCUMENT,
BEING A SECOND-HAND HEARSAY STATEMENT FROM MR HARRISON
WAM.021.0044; LETTER FROM MR TJ McARTHUR PhD, MA, MEd AND
VARIOUS PAPERS REWRITTEN FROM EARLIER TRANSCRIPTS
CORR.014.0139_R; CORRESPONDENCE FROM VIC JEFFERY TO
MR McARTHUR, CURATOR OF MARITIME ARCHEOLOGY, WEST
AUSTRALIAN MARITIME MUSEUM, CONCERNING A COLOURED
PHOTOGRAPH OF AN HMAS SYDNEY CEREMONIAL LIFE BUOY
WAM.021.0096; NOTE FROM VIC JEFFERY TO DR McCARTHY OF
18 NOVEMBER 1991 WAM.063.0150; EXTRACT FROM GLENYS
McDONALD'S BOOK, CHAPTER 6 SUBM.007.0271; EMAIL FROM JOHN
SAMUELS TO GEORG KARLOV DATED 13 MAY 2006 COI.005.0080

LCDR KERR: Do you require copies to be made of these?
A. No, they are the Commission's.

THE PRESIDENT: I think I should add to exhibit 186 all
the documents you referred to while examining Mr Jeffery.

LCDR KERR: Yes, sir. I have no further questions of
Mr Jeffery, sir.
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LCDR KATTER: I have no questions, sir.

THE PRESIDENT: Thank you, Mr Jeffery.

<THE WITNESS WITHDREW

CMDR RUSH: I think, sir, Dr McArthur is ready to
continue, but I think not for too long.

<TREVOR JOHN McARTHUR, on former oath: [3.49am]

THE PRESIDENT: If at any time you feel you need to stop,
please indicate?
A. Thank you.

<EXAMINATION BY CMDR RUSH CONTINUING:

CMDR RUSH: Q. Dr McArthur, as I understand it, you
would expect of Sydney, when identifying a merchant ship,
that the identification NNJ for the signal letters should
be done at a range as far out as possible?
A. Yes. I guess, yes. Mr McDonald said up to
15 kilometres, so knowing the size of those Aldis lamps,
I would say it would be quite a distance. I can't be
specific.

Q. I think Mr McDonald agreed that, to recognise a flag,
you would need to be, I think he said, at 5 miles.
A. Yes, okay.

Q. If there is a failure to comply with the ship's
recognition procedure, you would expect an order for the
ship to stop?
A. Yes.

Q. If the ship did not stop, you would expect a shot
across the bows?
A. Yes.

Q. And, once that had occurred, you would expect the
sending of a boat across?
A. Under those circumstances 1, 2, 3 leads to the other,
yes.

Q. That is the expectation that you would have had of
Sydney, with the engagement with Kormoran, if Kormoran was
not complying with merchant ship recognition procedure?
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