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THE PRESIDENT: Yes, CMDR Rush.

CMDR RUSH: Sir, I call Mr McDonald to the witness box.
<EAN LAWRENCE McDONALD, affirmed: [9.30am]
<EXAMINATION BY CMDR RUSH:

CMDR RUSH: Q. Mr McDonald, could you state your full

name and address to the Commissioner, please?

A. Ean Lawrence McDonald, IIIGIGIGING:;:;G

-

Q. You are retired?

A. Retired.

Q. Sir, you have provided to the Commission of Inquiry

a submission dated 3 September 2008 of 16 pages?
A. Yes.

CMDR RUSH: Sir, I tender that submission. It is marked
CORR.012.0364.

EXHIBIT #178 SUBMISSION OF MR EAN McDONALD, DATED
3 SEPTEMBER 2008, CORR.012.0364_R

THE WITNESS: I had a second submission that would have
been some weeks after the first one.

CMDR RUSH: Q. I'm sorry, it's in my folder. 1It's dated
10 October 2008, and it is at SUBM.004.0321.

EXHIBIT #178A SECOND SUBMISSION OF MR EAN McDONALD, DATED
10 OCTOBER 2008, SUBM.004.0321

CMDR RUSH: Q. Sir, prior to your retirement, you
practised as an architect?

A. Yes.
Q. You also hold a certificate as a Master Mariner?
A. Yes.
Q. You served on HMAS Sydney?
A. Yes.
Q. Over what years?
A. 1939-1940.
.4/2/09 (27) 1812 E L McDONALD x (CMDR Rush)

Transcript produced by Merrill Legal Solutions


w.sun
Text Box

w.sun
Text Box


ONOO O, WN -

AP DD PEADIAPEADRAPREPDRROOOWWWWWWWLWONDNDNDNDNDNDNDNNDN_,2A 22 A A
NO O PR WN—_LOOONOOODADRRWN_LPOOONOOOAORRWN_LPOCOOONOOOOORWON—OO

TRAN.027.0003_R

Q. Then served on Perth?
A. Yes. In the meantime, I served on all of the old
V&W destroyers.

Q. I know that you had a considerable period of time in
the Naval Reserve. How long did you remain in the
Permanent Navy, as it's now called?

A. Until I guess about March 1946, it would be.

Q. Sir, after your service, you kept an interest in
matters pertaining to the Navy, but particularly in
relation to the loss of HMAS Sydney?

A. Not "particularly" - among other things.

Q. You were, as I understand it, a foundation member of
a body called the Sydney Research Group?
A. Correct.

Q. And the idea behind the formation of that was what?
A. Well, I guess none of us believed the official story
and we were interested to try to find out the official
story. We were interested in finding the truth.

Q. When you say "us", who was involved in that?
A. The Sydney Research Group. It was a number of
independent people who just simply got together with
a similar interest but rarely agreed on any point.

Q. When, approximately, was it that you commenced to
organise as a group?
A. In the 1960s, I guess.

Q. Who was involved in it, sir; what people?

A. There was myself, Dr John McArthur, John Doohan,
Gordon Laffer - a number of people. I can't remember them
all, but a number of interested people.

Q. When you say that those people held the view that the
official version could not be sustained or was not
believable, what are you referring to as the "official
version"?

A. Practically all of it.

Q. A1l of what?
A. The official story.
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THE PRESIDENT: Q. Where do you find the official story?
Are you referring to Mr Gill's work?
A. Mr Gill's work, yes, I guess.

Q. Is that what you mean by the "official story"?

A. Yes. Sir, I think you'll appreciate that I'm here
naturally to assist in your Inquiry. I come with memories,
of course, of hundreds of old shipmates and I come in
memory of them. I think I can assist in saving time, and
rather than going through a 1ot of this stuff that

I foresee, your time, my time, taxpayer money, et cetera,
et cetera, in amplification or explanation of a couple of
points that I made in my submission, I would Tike to tender
a couple of diagrams for your inspection and I would 1like
to explain them.

Q. We will come to that in due course.
A. I would 1ike to come to that as quickly as possible,
sir.

Q. Yes, we will do that, but we will go through the usual
process first, if you don't mind.
A. Sure.

THE PRESIDENT: Yes, CMDR Rush.

CMDR RUSH: Q. Sir, 1in your submission, you referred
back and asked the Commission of Inquiry to take into
account submissions that you had made to the Parliamentary
Inquiry back in 1997 and 1998.

A. Correct.

Q. Do you have copies of those with you?

A. I do.

Q. It will also come up on the screen in front of you, so

you can take your pick. I would ask, sir, that
PINQ.SUBS.003.0026 be displayed on the screen. We see on
the right-hand side of the screen, Mr McDonald, "Submission
No. 45", which was your initial submission to the
Commission of Inquiry.

A. Yes.

Q. I would ask that we go to page 0028 and to page 4,
down the bottom. Do you see in the third-last paragraph,
Mr McDonald, I want to read to you from your submission:
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The "official" story is based only on
German accounts. I will demonstrate that
it is an unlikely one.

A. Yes.
Q. Continuing:

The Tocation of the action given by the
Germans was blythely accepted "officially".

I will demonstrate the 1likelihood of its
deliberate misplacement.

I will demonstrate fallacy in that
location, and will refer to similar
disbelief by at least four other experts.

A. Yes. Sir, this is what I want to explain.

Q. I want to ask you this question, Mr McDonald:
appreciating that the position of the wrecks that you put
forward in your Parliamentary submission was incorrect,
what was it about the official story that demonstrated the
likelihood of the deliberate misplacement of the wrecks of
Sydney?

A. If you would Tike me to explain it, I can, and this is
why I would 1like to present you with a drawing and explain
the drawing.

THE PRESIDENT: Q. No, that is a different question. We
will come to that.

A. You keep on saying, sir, we'll come to it. I think
this surely would be the time to come to it.

Q. Mr McDonald, I will be the judge of that, thank you.
A. Sir, am I able to present this or not?

Q. Yes, you are. As I said, we will come to it in due
course. But there is a process which I wish to go through,
which is a logical sequential process.

A. Well, I think that surely what Mr Rush is asking me is
irrelevant to what we are trying to get at.

Q. If you wouldn't mind just answering the questions
you're asked, please, and at the end, if it hasn't been
dealt with by then, you will be given every opportunity --
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A. Well, if that's your ruling, but I would Tike the
opportunity to talk on this question at some time.

Q. You will be given your opportunity.
A. Thank you.

Q. Would you please now answer the question: what was it
that made you write that there was a deliberate
misplacement?

A. Because I felt so.
Q. You had no other basis for it other than a feeling?
A. Sir, I have a basis, and you won't Tet me explain it.

THE PRESIDENT: Yes, CMDR Rush.
CMDR RUSH: Sir, could we have NAA.074.0241.

Q. Do you see there, Mr McDonald --

A. I find it difficult to read this, by the way. Is
there a way of amplifying that a 1ittle? Oh, that's
better.

Q. Do you see in the second 1line of that signal, it's
a signal from NB, Naval Board, directed to Admiralty,
Commander-in-Chief China and various other bodies?

A. Yes.

Q. The date is 28 November 1941, and it refers as
follows:

My 1700Z/27 raider captain confirms
previous reports with addition that action
took place latitude 26 degrees 31 minutes
longitude 111 degrees.

What was wrong with the Navy accepting that position?
A. I don't believe it was there, and I can prove that it
couldn't possibly be there.

Q. That's almost exactly where it is, isn't it?
A. No.

Q. Do you accept that what the Finding Sydney Foundation
found as the wrecks --
A. It's nowhere near that.
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Q. -- of Kormoran and Sydney are the wrecks of Kormoran
and Sydney?

A. Yes.

Q. How far away from that position --

A. Fifty miles.

Q. How many?

A. Fifty miles. So of course I don't believe it.

Q. So, as far as setting up a search area, once the
appreciation of the loss of Sydney occurred, they were
fairly much on the money, weren't they?

A. They were 50 miles away.

THE PRESIDENT: Q. How far away was the Tocation that
you nominated from where they are?
A. That I nominated?

Q. In your work.
A. Well, sir, I, 1ike most people, was misled by data
available to us at the time.

Q. Yes, but how far away was the position that you
nominated from where they are?
A. Oh, 100 miles.

Q. How many?

A. One hundred miles. But, sir, in saying that, you have
to appreciate that not only was I 100 miles away but

a Naval workshop set up in 2003 of expert Naval navigators,
oceanographers, et cetera, was also 100 miles away.

Q. I understand that.

A. The senior Naval navigating instructor, who also
happens to be McDonald, was 100 miles away; a number of
people were 100 miles away, because we were all basing it
on data that was incorrect largely supplied by the Germans.

CMDR RUSH: Q. If you had worked off the position of the
German Captain, you would have been right in the area,
wouldn't you?

A. No way.

Q. Are you sure that your position was 100 miles away?
A. Oh, roughly. I don't know. I didn't measure it.
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Roughly 200 miles away?
Could have been.

Could be?
Not important.

e =0

Not important?
. No. It was wrong. But then so were all these other
people.

>0

THE PRESIDENT: Q. The senior navigator that you referred
to, McDonald, was that Mrs McDonald's son?
A. Yes.

CMDR RUSH: Q. You maintained that the battle was fought
off the Abrolhos Islands?
A. So what? I admit I was wrong.

Q. And in part relied upon the sounds and sights of
battle as recorded by people off Geraldton?
A. That's true.

Q. And they were wrong?
A. They were wrong.

Q. That was, what, 400 kilometres away from the battle
zone?

A. I can't remember how many kilometres. It was
certainly a long way.

Q. Mr McDonald, you maintain, do you, that you saw
signals when you were aboard Perth when Perth was in Port
Phillip Bay on 25 November 19417

A. About the 25th, yes - yes, around about 25 November.

Q. We can see it probably best in a paper that you wrote
for the West Australian Maritime Museum. I'T1 ask you to
look at this: WAM.002.0172. This is a paper that you
wrote for the conference, was it not, of the West
Australian Maritime Museum in 19917

A. That's right.

CMDR RUSH: I tender this paper, sir.

EXHIBIT #179 DOCUMENT ENTITLED "WIND, WEATHER, AND WONDER",
WAM.002.0172
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CMDR RUSH: Q. You there, in this paper, say, if we go
down about a quarter of the page:

In Port Phillip Bay about the

25th November, hearing a "Buzz" about
SYDNEY, I went to PERTH's Wireless Office
and saw signals purporting to be from

SYDNEY .

They read ... "Am engaging enemy

raider ... with a Position ..." "On fire
Fore and Aft ..." "Aircraft on fire -

n

sending from RCO ...

The first thing I want to ask you is, you recall being in
Port Phillip Bay on Perth when that signal was read by you?
A. I think so - yes, I do.

Q. Where was the signal?
A. What?

Where was it?
The signal?

Yes.
In the radio room, wireless office.

Oh, I don't remember. Somewhere in the office.

Q

A

Q

A

Q. And whereabouts in the wireless office?

A

Q You accepted it --

A. It was three signals, by the way. It was three
signals.

Q. Three signals?

A. On three pink bits of paper, normal signal forms
received by radio, and then they would have been decoded
and written on the pink slips and ready for distribution
around the ship.

Q. If we can start with the date, to confirm the date,
a search of the log of Perth indicates that Perth was in
Sydney on 22 November and 23 November and departed Sydney
on 24 November and was at sea on 25 November.

A. I said "about the 25th", sir. I couldn't be certain
of the day. I didn't keep a diary. One was not supposed
to keep diaries.
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Q. If you just Tisten to the question. I'm just trying
to ascertain what date it could be, if it's possible. You
entered Port Phillip Bay at 0715 on 26 November, so it has
to be after that time?

A. That would be correct.

Q. Do you now accept they were signals from Sydney?
A. Yes.

Q. You do?

A. Yes.

o

. Have you always accepted they were signals from
Sydney?

A. Yes - oh, no. I'm sorry, I accepted at the time they
were signals from the Sydney, but some years later, and

I mean many years later, when I began to research I found
that Sydney no longer existed on the 26th. Therefore, they
could not in fact have come from the Sydney.

So where did they come from?
You tell me.

Q

A

Q. Are you sure they existed?
A. Sorry?

Q Are you sure they existed?
A

t

. Absolutely sure. And would you like me to confirm
hat?

Q. Yes.

A. Many years later, perhaps 20 years, I met up with
Gordon Laffer - and you'll find that in that presentation,
by the way - I met up with Mr Laffer, who was a surveyor
for the Perth City Council. He said to me, "Ean, you were
Navy." "Yes." "What do you know about the Sydney?"

I said, "What do you mean?" He said, "What do you know
about signals from the Sydney?" 1 said, "Sit down, Gordon,
what are you talking about?" He said, "Well, I was in RAAF
Intelligence at the end of the War in Perth and I was
talking to my boss" - LEUT Gill, I think it was - "and told
him that I had lost a cousin aboard the Sydney, and he
said, 'You'd better read the file.' He gave me a file" -
and I'm talking Gordon Laffer's words now - "he gave me

a file with '"HMAS Sydney' written in red across the front
of the manila file, or whatever it was, and in that file
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1 there were three signals, and they were almost verbatim to
2 the signals you have just mentioned."

3

4 Now, that, sir, was by an independent witness and

5 recorded duly by Mr Laffer. They then, I believe,

6 confirmed that those signals had in fact been on air.

7

8 Q. Are you saying that Mr Laffer told you, "Am engaging
9 raider with a position on fire fore and aft, aircraft on
10 fire, sending from RCO"?

11 A. Well, similar. Almost verbatim. They certainly were
12 signals almost verbatim to what I had seen.

13

14 Q. Almost verbatim with the signals that are entered 1in
15 the SWACH 1og?

16 A. I don't know whether - no, they were not entered in
17 the SWACH Tog. They were entered in a file which has since
18 disappeared.

19

20 Q. If the signals you saw could not have come from

21 Sydney, where did they come from?

22 A. Well, you tell me. Goodness only knows.

23

24 Q. Well, what do you theorise as to their existence?

25 A. I can only theorise that they were all part of what we
26 call the cover-up.

27

28 Q. So some time after 25 November, at least by

29 26 November, there were signals put out deliberately to

30 engage in a cover-up?

31 A. That's what it appears to me.

32

33 THE PRESIDENT: Q. That's a week after the sinking of
34 Sydney .

35 A. That's right.

36

37 CMDR RUSH: Q. When did Mr Laffer tell you that the

38 signals that he read were sent?

39 A. He saw them in a file --

40

41 Q. What was the date on the file?

42 A. I don't know the date that he mentioned, but they were
43 certainly the same, almost verbatim, as I had seen. 1In

44 other words, they were signals which had been on air and
45 received in Perth.

46

47 Q. So you say that you saw signals on 26 November
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concerning an engagement with a raider and that those
signals could not have come from Sydney?
A. No, they couldn't, because Sydney no longer existed.

THE PRESIDENT: Q. So you take the next step and say
that, within a week of the sinking of Sydney, somebody set
about to engage in what you have called a cover-up?

A. Correct.

Q. Covering up what?

A. Covering up the situation, I guess, that caused Sydney
to be Tost.

Q. What situation was that?

A. Well, simply the Toss of Sydney.

Q. But what is the basis for saying there was a cover-up
of the loss of Sydney?
A. Well, there could be a thousand reasons, sir. If you

want to go really wide, look at the total strategic
situation. When you have the Japanese moving down the
coast of China, and it was pretty well known what they were
doing; when you have Japanese vessels being spotted daily
around about Darwin - I don't believe, by the way, in the
involvement of Japanese people in the sinking of Sydney.

I find that hard to believe, because I have no proof of it.
But Admiral Royle believed that.

Q. You have no proof of any cover-up.
A. No. Of course when it's a cover-up, you don't get
proof.

Q. Yet you believe that?
A. Yes, I do believe it, for a number of reasons.

Q. You find no inconsistencies in saying, "I have no
proof of Japanese involvement so I don't believe it, but

I have no proof of a cover-up and I do believe it."

A. I don't know how to answer that, sir, but I believe
that there was a cover-up right from the beginning, and
there are many instances - and you surely have evidence to
that sort of --

Q. Well, I don't, you see. That's why I'm asking you.
First of all, I want to know what you say is being covered
up, and so far you have not been able to tell me.

A. Well, I don't know what precisely 1is being covered up.
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I don't know why Sydney got sunk. I know she did get sunk.
I know there was a battle. I know all that detail. But
I don't know why Sydney was in the position to get sunk.

Q. You're assuming that there was a cover-up of something
but you don't know what was covered up. I mean, it's just
nonsense.

A. Sir, what this covered up was basically how Sydney
managed to get sunk.

Q. How she got sunk?
A. Mmm. Why did she come in close to the German and be
surprised to a point where she was sunk?

Q. That was not known at this date.
A. It isn't known, still not known.
Q. How could there be a cover-up of something which

wasn't known?
A. Well, let's look at the Japanese thing again.

Q. No, no, let's stay where we are; stay with the Sydney.
A. Just let's look at the Japanese thing again.

Q. No, stay with what we are doing, please. You say
there was a cover-up of the loss of HMAS Sydney. You
expanded that to say because she came in close, and

I pointed out to you that at that point of time it wasn't
known that she came in close. So how could you have

a cover-up of something that wasn't known?

A. The whole situation was being covered up.

CMDR RUSH: Q. How does that signal, "Am engaging raider
with a position on fire fore and aft, aircraft on fire,
sending from RCO", amount to a cover-up WAM.002.01727?

A. Well, simply that it couldn't possibly have come from
the Sydney.

THE PRESIDENT: Q. So, on your theory, somebody sent
three signals - we don't know who, we don't know to whom -
addressing a condition that Sydney may have been in, in an
endeavour to cover up the loss of Sydney; is that your
thesis?

A. In effect, yes.

Q. That's just nonsense.
A. And remember that at the time, and officially for
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many, many years, it was stated over and over that nothing
was ever heard from the Sydney.

Q. Yes.
A. We now know that there were many signals that came
from the Sydney.

Q. Well, you say that and we'll come to that, no doubt.
I don't know that at all.

A. Well, I do, and I have evidence. I can give you

a couple of pieces of evidence today, if you 1like.

Q. I'm sure CMDR Rush will take you to that in due
course.
A. Thank you.

CMDR RUSH: Q. Sir if we can conclude this by going to
two signals - NAA.070.0245 - a signal of 25 November.

EXHIBIT #180 SIGNAL FROM NAVAL BOARD, DIRECTED TO
ADMIRALTY, COMMANDER-IN-CHIEF CHINA AND VARIOUS OTHER
BODIES, DATED 28 NOVEMBER 1941, NAA.0074.0241

CMDR RUSH: Q. This is a signal of 25 November 1941 from
Admiralty to the Australian Commonwealth Naval Board.

A. Could you enlarge the letters of that signal, please,
the bottom bit?

Q. Yes.
A. Thank you.

Q. Do you see:

ACNB's 0016 25th. The only explanation we
can think of is that raider torpedoed
"Sydney" before being sunk.

Request your views and details of steps
that you are taking to try and locate her.

Then if we can go to signal SPC.007.0024, if we start at
the top, do you see this 1is a signal to Admiralty and
C-in-C China from the ACNB. The date is 25 November 1941,
1634Z. It refers to Admiralty's previous signal:

Agree Admiralty's appreciation appears only
explanation. Estimate action occurred
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forenoon on 21st November. Following
action has been taken. (1) air search to
cover likely area ... (2) four auxiliary
vessels from Fremantle proceeding to search
(3) air search being carried out by six
aircraft ... (4) two Catalina aircraft
proceeding Port Moresby to Fremantle ...
(5) CZM sending cruiser "Tromp" along
probable route Sunda Strait ...

(6) merchant shipping warned to keep a good
lookout five ships due to pass through the
area.

They are signals and actions that were actually being
taken. Your cover-up theory is that on 26 November, or
thereabouts, signals were sent that purported to be from
Sydney that were not from Sydney?

A. Yes.

Q. And do you think that, having regard just to two of
the many signals that exist, that is a logical conclusion?

A. Well, if there is a cover-up, of course it is.
Q. And the cover-up is sending a signal --
A. Well, these are all secret signals. It says "secret"

on the top, and they're not generally circulated.

THE PRESIDENT: Q. What is the consequence of that?
A. Sorry?

Q. What do you draw from that?

A. There's no doubt about this action that's being
described was taking place, I don't doubt that. But it has
no bearing whatsoever on the fact that if there were
signals sent by somebody on 26 November, as I have
described, then it was somebody who was not relating it to
this action here. They are two very separate actions.

Q But, Mr McDonald, by 26 November, there was
a full-scale search for Sydney --

A. Yes, but when, sir --
Q
A

-- by aircraft?
-- was it announced publicly that the Sydney was lost?

Q. What does that have to do with it?
A. Well, all this was going on and nobody in civilian
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1ife was supposed to know that Sydney had gone.

Q. And what does that have to do with the sending of
signals to military establishments?
A. Well, they're trying to cover it up.

Q. Cover what up?

A. The loss of the ship, and more so the way she was
lost.

Q. I'm sorry, are you telling me that the three signals

that you say you saw, which didn't come from Sydney, were
sent to military establishments in order to cover up
non-disclosure to the public?

A. It's the only thing I can believe, sir.

Q. But the two things are just completely unrelated.
A. So they are.

Q. Do you not see any basic inconsistency in what you're
saying?
A. Well, of course I can see. The whole thing - it all

points to cover-up, the whole lot does. It doesn't matter
which way you put it. The fact that I saw the signals
aboard Perth; Gordon Laffer saw them in Perth and I didn't
know that for 20 years. There were other signals. There
were never supposed to be signals from the Sydney. All
that was covered up. So of course it's cover-up, and it's
still going on to some extent.

Q. Is it?

A. Yes.

Q. What's happening now that's consistent with this
cover-up?

A. Well, we never get - we haven't got truth of the story

yet, sir. I trust that you in your Inquiry may discover
that.

Q. No, what is it that you say is going on now that is
consistent with the cover-up?
A. Well, you won't get admission from senior Naval people

or senior Defence people on many aspects of this total
action, which I think, sir - and if you let me explain my
diagrams, I can show you one reason, one very good reason,
to believe --

412109 (27) 1826 E L McDONALD x (CMDR Rush)

Transcript produced by Merrill Legal Solutions



ONOO O, WN -

AP DD PEADIAPEADRAPREPDRROOOWWWWWWWLWONDNDNDNDNDNDNDNNDN_,2A 22 A A
NO O PR WN—_LOOONOOODADRRWN_LPOOONOOOAORRWN_LPOCOOONOOOOORWON—OO

TRAN.027.0017_R

Q. Mr McDonald, I've asked you a very simple question
twice now. I'll ask you a third time. What is it that you
say is now going on which is consistent with a cover-up
that you allege?

A. As far as I know, sir, the official story still holds
that Sydney came upon the Germans; the Germans lured Sydney
in somehow, surprised Sydney and sunk her. The question
being covered up is how did Sydney get in so close and why.

Q. Very well. You're obviously not going to answer my
question. I'm not going to ask it a fourth time.

CMDR RUSH: Q. From the answer that you just gave the
Commission, Mr McDonald, can we take it that you have made
some study of the manner in which warships would engage
merchant ships?

A. Absolutely.

Q. Can we turn, then, to your Parliamentary submission,
PINQ.SUBS.003.0029. Perhaps if we start at the fourth
paragraph from the top of the page. Can you read that?
A. Yes.

Q.
Every man had an Action Station, there
would be no "pantry men 1lining the rails”
as stated by Germans, unless the ship had
gone out of Action Stations.

If the ship was not at Action Stations, there was the
potential for people to be Tlining the rails; but if the
ship was at Action Stations, there was no such potential.
Is that the point you make there?

A. Correct.

Q. Then you say:

It was a practice well laid down and
closely followed, that upon sighting of any
ship there was an alert. In the case of

a suspicious vessel, there was a special
routine.

What was the alert that was brought to bear in warships on
the sighting of any ship?
A. Say that again?
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Q. What was the alert that you refer to there in relation
to the sighting of any ship?

A. She would have gone to Action Stations.

Q. So it's your position, is it --

A. Oh, sorry. At some stage during the approach to the
ship, the warship would go to Action Stations. It wouldn't
go to Action Stations every time.

Q. What do we take from what you've written there that
upon the sighting of any ship there was an alert? What's
that?

A. Well, I suppose that relates to the Bridge personnel;
it doesn't relate to a full Action Station.

Q. Then you say:

In the case of a suspicious vessel, there
was a special routine.

A. Yes.
Q. What was the special routine?
A. The special routine would be the sort of thing, to

order the vessel to stop, to put down a boat - all those
sorts of things - put down a boat, ask the vessel to
approach your boat; in the meantime, the warship gets out
of sight or backs off, gets out of range; the merchant
vessel comes in, picks up boat, deposits its papers with
the boat and scuttles out of the way a bit; the warship
comes in, picks up the papers and it's confirmed that the
vessel is no longer suspicious, and they all go on their
merry way. But that doesn't happen every time.

Q. I'm just reading what you are setting out.
A. Go on.

Q. Then you say:

The warship would signal the other ship
appropriately to establish some sort of

identity.
A. Yes.
Q. What would make the ship suspicious prior to the

establishment of its identity?
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A. Let's Took at the practical situation we're dealing
with --

Q. No, no.

A. Just let me go on.

Q. No, if you would just answer my question at the

moment, thank you, Mr McDonald.
A. Go on quickly. Go on.

Q. I'm asking generally, and you are speaking generally
in this submission, about merchant ships recognition
procedure. My question to you is: how does a ship work
out if a merchant ship is suspicious if it hasn't been
identified?

A. True enough. It would therefore attempt to identify
it one way or another.

Q. You say:

That would be done from a long range, say
six to ten miles; certainly not close to.

Correct.

A.

Q. How does a warship make an identification of

a merchant ship if the merchant ship is using flags at

6 miles?

A. Six miles is a bit far - four miles perhaps.

Q. You are setting out what I understand to be what you
assert is the merchant ship recognition procedure, and
you're saying that it's 6 miles. Now you're saying it's
4 miles.

A. Oh, well, okay, I'm altering that.

Q. What happens if you can't identify flags at 4 miles?
A. You would be highly suspicious.
Q. Why?
A. Because you haven't identified it.
Q. But flags are particularly difficult to read at
4 miles.
A. Not at all.
Q. Not at all?
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A No.

Q. Is that your experience?

A That will depend - yes, as a signalman. If you had
a good telescope, 4 miles would be reasonable.

Q. Four miles?

A Yes, and depending on the conditions, of course, but

I gathered that on this particular day it was a clear day -
and we're talking about when Sydney met Kormoran - a clear
day, not much cloud, et cetera, so it would be a reasonably
visible 4 miles.

Q. With a four-letter determination, being the
international signal letters of a merchant ship, how many
flags would you anticipate would be hoisted?

A. Four.

Q. So if four flags are put up, the warship has to
recognise the four flags?
A. Yes; perfectly normal.

Q. So where you say:

That would be done from a long range, say
six to ten miles; certainly not close to.

Oh, no, no, not flag signals at that distance.

A

Q. What are you referring to there?

A. Light.

Q So for flag signals, we put 4 miles?
0

Why are we dealing with general situations, sir?
an't we get to this particular?

Q. We will.
A. We're wasting time.

THE PRESIDENT: Q. No, we're not. We're just having
a look at what you've previously written.

CMDR RUSH: Q. You say:

If it did not then stop, the Warship would
go to full Action Stations and proceed to
fire, at the longest sensible range - say
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ten miles decreasing.

Where do you get this from?
A. Experience.

Q. So if the warship has come to within 4 miles, your
experience is that the warship would then back off to 10
miles?

A. Yes.

Q. Where did that happen in your experience?

A. Oh, on a number of occasions. I can't remember
specifics.

Q. In which ship?
A. Sydney, Perth.

Q. Sydney and Perth?

THE PRESIDENT: Q. They approached to 4 miles and then
backed off?
A. Oh, vyes.

CMDR RUSH: Q. You say:

If the other ship stopped at the first
signal, or first shot, then the Warship's
Cutter with a heavily armed party would be
lowered and the ship instructed to approach
it and take on the Boarding party.

That's happened in your experience?

A. I'm trying to describe in this document you're reading
a general situation, but there was very rarely that
specific general situation. Every situation had to be
tackled on 1its particular circumstances.

Q.
In the meantime the warship ...

A. That's why I would Tike to come back to the
Sydney-Kormoran meeting.

Q. I know. You've told us a couple of times, but I am
just going to take you through this.
A. You're talking about the general situation.
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Q. Correct.
A. And I'm trying to describe to the Tayman what might
happen in the general situation.

Q. Thank you. Then you say:

In the meantime the warship would move away
well out of range until she had clarified
the situation.

The Cutter's crew would board with set
tasks. Bridge party to take command,
inspect papers, and set up communications.
Engine Room Party to drive and prevent
scuttling and so on.

Did that ever happen on Australia Station while you were on
Perth or Sydney?

A. Not in detail, no. Again, Mr Rush, you know, War is
not a game of tennis. There are rules, and these are the
sort of rules that I'm describing --

Q. That is what I want to --
A. -- but in particular circumstances, you change the
rules.

Q. It's not worth going to the Sydney and Kormoran
engagement until we've established what you say the rules
are, or what the rules are?

A. Well, I've established the rules. They're general.
In here I think I'm describing, as I mentioned a moment
ago, to a layman what might have happened in the general
situation, and this would be written probably in

a textbook.

Q. Didn't you go to the textbook in setting this out?
A. No, I didn't.

Q. Or look at the instructions to warships in relation to
merchant ships recognition procedure?
A. Go on.

Q. Did you look at it?
A. No, not at this time. I looked at them 25 years ago.

Q. Were you ever aware of them?
A Yes.
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Q. What were they?
A. I can't remember. But they would have described this
sort of situation, this sort of action.

THE PRESIDENT: Q. Are you sure of that?
A. Pretty sure.

CMDR RUSH: Q. If we go down to the third-Tlast
paragraph:

If the other ship closed the Cutter and
captured the men, then again the Warship
would sink her from way out. Perhaps she
would Tlose a Cutter's crew, but not a ship.

That's also part of the rules of engagement, as you
understand it?

A. No, it's not part of the rules; it's part of what
would practically happen.

Q. Then you conclude as follows:

It was thus extremely unlikely that SYDNEY
would have come close to KORMORAN unless
tricked by extraordinary means.

A. Correct. Now can we get to the Kormoran?

Q. That conclusion of yours, Mr McDonald, 1is based upon
the principles of merchant ship recognition that you there
set out; is that right?

A. In general. Can I ask you --

THE PRESIDENT: Q. Just, please --
A. Sir, when am I going to be able to talk?

Q. In due course.
A. I'T1 remember that, sir.

THE PRESIDENT: Yes, CMDR Rush.
CMDR RUSH: Q. Mr McDonald, the source that you rely
upon for concluding the trickery is your own experience?

A. I guess so.

Q. And your own experience in relation to firing a shot
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across the bows of a ship?
A. Yes.

Q. When did that happen on Australia Station?

A. Well, once, sir, I was First Lieutenant of Shepparton,
a corvette, and we fired a shot across the bows of

HMAS Fremantle because he didn't respond to the challenge
lTetters.

Q. The challenge Tetters?
A. Mmm .

Q. So where do the challenge letters come into your --

A. Well, you always had challenge letters, which changed
constantly throughout a day, so that you always had a means
of flashing challenge letters to another ship, in
particular a warship, and get a reply.

Q. And what was the point of that?

A. If you were meeting someone in the middle of the
night, for instance, a dark blob on the horizon, you needed
to identify it quickly, and the challenge Tetter was the
method of doing that, or a distant ship that you couldn't
identify, a blob on the horizon, 15 miles away, you needed
challenge letters.

Q. When you say "challenge letters "
referring to

A. The 1ight signal. It might be ABC, so you would flash
ABC.

, what are you

Q. What was it meant to represent?
A. It was the challenge letters of the hour.

Q. Sorry?

A. In warships it changed constantly during any day. It
was in a big book. They were all set out. So you had
looked up your challenge letters, and let's say at this
time - whatever time - the letters are ABC, 1is the
challenge. You flash that letter. The reply was supposed
to be XYZ.

Q. And that's for warships?
A. Yes.

Q. What about merchant ships?
A Merchant ships also had their own challenge letters,
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1 but they didn't change. They were their identity letters,

2 and I think in this case it was something Tike PQKI, or

3 something Tike that, and they also used the internal

4 letters. If it was PQI, then it would be QI, and the

5 merchant ship - they were his secret letters, and he would

6 send them back.

7

8 Q. What were his secret letters?

9 A. Well, he knew what his secret letters were, and they
10 were all set out. Al1 merchant ships had a secret pair of
11 letters.

12

13 Q. Mr McDonald, you rely, as I understand it, on your

14 experience. In your submission, you put somewhat of

15 a variation to what you put to the Parliamentary Inquiry.

16 That is CORR.012.0370. There, you are discussing Sydney,

17 and reading from the top of the page you state:

18

19 Whilst Sydney was normally under command of

20 ACNB there is strong evidence that she was

21 under C-in-C China based in Singapore at

22 the time of her last battle.

23

24 I want to leave that alone for the moment.

25

26 It is beyond doubt that CAPT Burnett well

27 knew of a raider in the area.

28

29 He would have been ordered to engage with

30 it if possible in some circumstances but to

31 observe other orders such as to capture if

32 possible so as to try to replace British

33 losses of merchant ships, but also to avoid

34 harming possible British prisoners aboard,

35 and to avoid wasting ammunition.

36

37 We now know from German evidence that

38 Sydney challenged as normal from a distance

39 then came close to the enemy and circled

40 her, then stood by on her starboard

41 quarter, which, under Admiralty

42 instructions, was considered to be the

43 so-called "safety position”.

44

45 I just wonder what Admiralty instruction you're referring

46 to.

47 A. I don't remember the Admiralty instruction, but it was
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pretty well known that there was the so-called safety
position, that you stood on the quarter rather than abeanm.

Q. You say that there is an Admiralty instruction
referring to the quarter being, as you put it in inverted
commas, "the safety position"?

A. Yes.

Q. You have seen that instruction, obviously, to put it
in inverted commas?

A. It was known as the safety position. I don't know

that it was written as the safety position as such. But
that's probably why I put it in inverted commas.

Q. It's not a safety position at all, is it?

A. If you have to be close in to a possible enemy vessel,
it's a better position to be in than abeam, so it can be
regarded to some extent as a safety position. I guess you
could argue that there is no safety position, and that is
correct.

Q. So you assert that Sydney took up a position
stationary on the quarter of the Kormoran?

A. Not only I assert, but von Goesseln mentioned that and
I think other Germans also mentioned that.

THE PRESIDENT: Q. May I take it from the passage that
was just read to you that you accept the Germans' evidence,
as you call it, that Sydney challenged from a distance and
then came close to Kormoran?

A. Yes.

Q. And you say "and circled her"?

A. That's evidence I get from German sources, yes.

Q. So, as I understand it, she came close from an astern
position?

A. Yes, from a quarter position, not astern.

Q. Went around forward of Kormoran, circled her,

completed the circle and then took up a position on the
starboard quarter?
A. That 1is one story that I read from a German, sir.

Q. That's what you're saying.
A. Well, I might be saying that, but I have to be saying
it, accepting what the Germans said in that circumstance.
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I wasn't there, after all.

Q. You say, "We now know". Is that your position? Is
that what you say occurred or not?

A. Sorry?

Q. You start off the sentence by saying, "We now know".
A. Well, we now know from the German evidence, I say -

those are my words.

Q. Are you challenging that, or do you accept that?

A. Well, what else have I got to accept? I either accept
the German evidence or I don't. 1In this case, I accept it.
There are other cases of German evidence that I certainly
do not accept. I mean, this would be a natural thing.
Sydney's coming in from the north, coming in towards
Kormoran, and she flashes a challenge letter. The Germans
give a reply.

CMDR RUSH: Q. It would be a natural thing for Sydney to
obey the fighting instructions, wouldn't it?
A. Up to a point.

Q. It would be a natural thing, where the fighting
instructions determine a position to take against

a suspicious ship, for the Captain of the ship to take up
that position?

A. In certain circumstances, but, again, you have to
appreciate that no-one ever stuck to the rules as the
textbook, because the circumstances changed moment by
moment .

Q. You have said, Mr McDonald, that Admiralty referred to
the quarter as being the safe position.
A. A1l right.

Q. Is that right? That is what you say.

A. Well, I don't think they said "safety position".
Goodness, I've forgotten what they said, but it was
generally known that Admiralty considered the quarter
position as being the safety position.

Q. Admiralty had issued fighting instructions that very
clearly put the position for ships to take up as a safety
position in 1939, hadn't it?

A. Well, you tell me. Thank you.
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Were you aware of that?
I must have been aware of that.

How would you be aware of it?

. Sir, I was a signalman for years. I served in all the
fleets. 1I've served on various ships. I've served the
Navy for years. Of course I know something. I don't know
the detail.

>0 >0

Q. Why wouldn't you refer to the fighting instruction
as --

A. Well, I'm sorry I didn't. I'm sorry I didn't give
a reference page and paragraph number.

Q. Does it suit your theory to have the Sydney on the
starboard quarter?
A. No, it's not a theory.

Q. It's not a theory?
A. Well, I guess it's a theory, yes, because that's what
I would expect her to do.

Q. I suggest that what you would expect Sydney to do is
obey the fighting instructions. We can have them brought
up.

A. You're twisting the thing around whichever way - 1ook,
give me a straight question. I think I've given you
straight answers.

Q. It is UKAA.006.0137. They're "The Fighting
Instructions for 1939". I ask you to go to 0147. If we
can go to instruction 123, do you see this, Mr McDonald,
"Action by detached ships or units on patrol":

When a cruiser (or other type of vessel) is
operating independently of the fleet and
requires to examine a strange vessel, the
customary signal to order her to heave to
is a shot across her bows. If the vessel
is suspected of being hostile and armed,
the following procedure should be carried
out:

(a) after the vessel has stopped the
cruiser whilst keeping end-on should close
to a position about a mile ahead of her, to
minimise the danger of torpedo fire.

412109 (27) 1838 E L McDONALD x (CMDR Rush)

Transcript produced by Merrill Legal Solutions



ONOO O, WN -

AP DD PEADIAPEADRAPREPDRROOOWWWWWWWLWONDNDNDNDNDNDNDNNDN_,2A 22 A A
NO O PR WN—_LOOONOOODADRRWN_LPOOONOOOAORRWN_LPOCOOONOOOOORWON—OO

TRAN.027.0029_R

That's the safe position, isn't it?

A. Right, yes, but, you see, the stage that I believe
Sydney - Sydney was coming in chasing Kormoran and
therefore had to be astern of her for most of the time
until it came close so, so it couldn't get ahead at the
point of time.

Q. Why not?
A. Because he was not fast enough.

Q. I beg your pardon?
A. Kormoran 1is proceeding supposedly at 14 knots. The
cruiser, Sydney, is coming up to her --

THE PRESIDENT: Q. At what speed?
A. Oh, probably 25, 30 knots, maybe.

Q. So she could readily position herself where she
wished?
A. But at some point she's not ahead, sir. At some point

she's on the quarter.

Q. That depends on the angle of approach. It depends on
the angle of approach, whether she's ahead or astern?

A. He can't come from up there (indicating). He has to
come in, chasing a ship that's running away from him, from
the stern, and until he gets fast enough to go a mile
ahead, he cannot comply with Admiralty instructions.

CMDR RUSH: Q. Mr McDonald, are you saying that this
instruction doesn't apply to warships that approach
merchant ships that are stationary if they approach from
astern?

A. No.

Q. No?
A. No. It's just a practical fact.
Q

. That is the safe Admiralty position, isn't it?
A. Okay, but, again, it was also known - now, again, as
I say, rules are written there, but very rarely were the
rules in detail acted upon. When circumstances changed,
you made up your own mind as to what you were doing.

THE PRESIDENT: Q. Mr McDonald, the point is that what
you wrote and considered to be the safety position is
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not --
A. I put it in inverted commas because we thought we
understood it was the safety --

Q. -- the safety position --

A. I said "so-called safety position"

Q. -- laid down in the Fighting Instructions.

A. What's the point of all this, sir?

Q. Do you agree with that?

A. Sorry?

Q. The safety position that you asserted in your

statement is in fact not the safety position referred to in
the Fighting Instructions; do you agree with that?

A. That is correct, yes, but there were circumstances
which made it impossible.

CMDR RUSH: Q. What were the circumstances that you
allege here that made it impossible?

A. I've just explained it to you. You're chasing a ship
across the ocean. It's moving at 14 knots, you are moving
at whatever. You are catching up with it. At some point,
you have to be there. Until you pass it and get ahead, you
cannot comply with Admiralty instructions. 1It's as simple
as that.

THE PRESIDENT: Q. Of course you can. You stand off out
of range.

A. Ah, then there was a reason for him coming in, wasn't
there? Shall we get to that, sir?

Q. We will, don't worry.
A. Please.

CMDR RUSH: Q. Mr McDonald, are you familiar with the
tactical notes of the Australia Squadron?
A. Sorry, the tactical notes?

Q. Of Australia Squadron.
A. No. When was this printed?

Q. They were the tactical notes applicable to Australian
Captains during the War from 1939.

A. Okay. I probably didn't read that. I wasn't

a Captain at that stage.
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CMDR RUSH: Sir, I tender the fighting instructions.

EXHIBIT #181 "THE FIGHTING INSTRUCTIONS" FOR 1939,
UKAA.006.0137

CMDR RUSH: I'm reminded, sir, to tender two signals -
NAA.070.0245 and SPC.007.0024.

EXHIBIT #182 SIGNAL FROM ADMIRALTY TO THE AUSTRALIAN
COMMONWEALTH NAVAL BOARD, NAA.070.0245; AND SIGNAL TO
ADMIRALTY AND C-IN-C CHINA FROM THE ACNB, DATED 25 NOVEMBER
1941, 1634Z, SPC.007.0024

CMDR RUSH: Could we look, sir, at NAA.011.0351.

Do you see the instruction on the screen, Mr McDonald?
Yes.

Are you familiar with that?
Pretty generally, yes.

ustralian warships for the recogn1t1on of merchant ships?
Yes. Mind you, it wasn't often adhered to.

Q
A
Q
A
Q. That is the methodology that was required of
A
A.
Q. In what way?

A. Well, it says:

Merchant vessel turns away increases to

full speed ...

Well, that rarely happened.

Q. What else wasn't adhered to?
A. Lots of things, sir. When you met merchant ships,
they'd do any bloody thing.

Q. What about the warship's point of view?
A. The warship would probably fire a shot across his bows
and say, "Come on, smarten up."

THE PRESIDENT: Q. Did the warship adhere to this
instruction, in your experience?

A. We're not talking about the warship, sir. We're
talking about:
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Merchant vessel turns away increases to
full speed ...

Q. Would you mind reading the rest of it.
CMDR RUSH: Q. You would know, Mr McDonald:

(11) warship identifying merchant vessels.
Warship challenges - what are your signal
letters.

A. Correct.

Merchant vessel turns away increases to
full speed and makes her signal letters.

But what if it doesn't?

Warship signals centre two letters of(?)
merchant vessel secret sign.

These are the letters that I was talking about earlier:

Merchant vessel replies with first and last
letters of her secret call sign.

So there we are.

Q. So the position is that until the warship has
identified the signal letters of the merchant ship, the
warship is incapable of going through the rest of that
procedure?

A. Put that again? Sorry.

Q. Until the warship has recognised the signal letters of
the merchant ship, obviously the rest of the procedure
cannot follow?

A. That would be correct.

Q. So, where the merchant ship replies by flag, obviously
the warship, on your experience, has to come in to 4 miles?
A. Yes, true. But don't forget that there is

a possibility - and in most cases this would be done by
light, for the simple reason that in order to read flags
you had to come in close 3 or 4 miles.

THE PRESIDENT: Q. Done by 1ight by whom, by which ship?
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A. Both ships.

Q. So you're assuming that, usually, the merchant ship
responded by Tlight, are you, in 19417
A. Quite often.

In 19417
Most merchant ships could signal by 1light.

In 19417

Yes. And a ship as big as Kormoran, sir, would surely
have an Able Signalman or Officer capable of sending quite
good morse on a light even out 15 miles.

>p >0

CMDR RUSH: Can we have, sir, NAA.074.0074.

Q. This is something that the Commission Tooked at
yesterday, Mr McDonald. Do you see it is a memo from the
Rear-Admiral Commanding HM Australian Squadron on

16 December 1941 to the Secretary of the Naval Board.
Would you go down to paragraph 2(a), where he states:

(a) I regard the procedure of speaking to
merchant vessels at night to be
particularly hazardous, unless drastic
action is taken immediately against ships
which show any inclination to disregard
instructions. War Instructions Order 20 1is
relevant and at night it is only prudent to
regard all merchant ships sighted as
possible raiders.

(b) In the past, the standard of signalling
by Merchant Vessels has left much to be
desired, and I feel it most important that
it should be impressed on Merchant ships
that any failure on their part either in
signalling or in complying immediately with
orders given by HMA Ships may result in
very unpleasant consequences.

(c) With regard to the challenge and reply
procedure ... the remarks in (b) above
still apply but to a lesser extent, as it
will usually be possible to recognise
friendly ships by day. In cases where this
cannot be done with certainty, however, the
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challenge and reply procedure would
normally be carried out at a range of about
8 - 10 miles.

That is followed by a memo at NAA.074.0065. This is
a memo by CMDR Dechaineaux, where he states:

Reference DSC's paragraph 3 at "X", I do
not agree. It is sometimes very difficult
to read a flag hoist at as little as

a mile. The whole purpose of suggesting

a daylight Tamp is that warships can
identify ships from a range at which they
are not tactically in a disadvantageous
position, ie outside 5 miles at least.

Were you aware, Mr McDonald, of the concern that Navy had
that warships were necessarily having to come in within

5 miles, sometimes up to 1 mile, to recognise flags of
merchant ships?

A. Yes, but I have said to you that you used light, if it
was at all possible, and I believe that on a ship of the
Kormoran's size you would expect their officers, all
officers, to be able to send by morse code 1light. So

I can't see the point of all this.

Q. There was even difficulty for Naval Reserve Officers
on Yandra to send code by light, wasn't there?
A. I don't know about that one.

Q. I'm sorry?
A. I don't know about that one. What's the reference?

Q. What I'm saying to you is that flag signalling was

a common form of signalling at this time between a warship
and a merchant ship, so much so that there was

a recommendation to ensure that merchant ships were fitted
with Tights?

A. I can't see the point.

Q. You can't see the point?

A. No. I don't know what you're talking about.

Q. It's fairly obvious, isn't 1t7

A. No, not to me. In here, you've just shown me what

I was trying to tell you - you signal by Tlight, if
possible. You sometimes had to signal by flag. If you
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couldn't read flags - and surely there would be conditions
when it was difficult to signal by flag. You wouldn't
normally come in that close unless there was a very good
reason for you to do so.

Q. You theorise against Admiralty instructions that
Sydney stopped on the starboard quarter?
A. We've been through that, haven't we?

And Towered a boat?
Who - Sydney did?

Q
A
Q. Is that what you're saying?
A Well, I have evidence that Sydney was just beginning
to lower a boat.

Q. Would you Tower a boat on this day, on 19 November, on
the starboard quarter? Was there any reason that Sydney
may choose the starboard quarter as opposed to the port

quarter?

A. Because she was coming from that direction.

Q. But she could have chosen any quarter she wished?

A. She could have, indeed.

Q. I think you refer to the wind conditions on this day;
correct?

A. Yes.

Q. Coming from the south-west?

A. No, south/south-west - very much south/south-west,

352 degrees, to be precise.

To be precise?
To be precise.

Based on?
Based on my deductions.

Your deductions?
And I can explain them.

° »o 2o »P

. So from a ship's perspective, with the wind as you say
it is, which would be the advantageous side to Tower

a boat?

A. Starboard side.
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Q On the starboard side?

A Yes.

Q. Why?

A. That's obvious, sir. Are you a sailor, sir? Have you
been to sea?

THE PRESIDENT: Q. Just answer the questions, please.
A. Well, I'm interested, sir, because otherwise I've got
to go into a whole explanation of why does a ship Tower

a boat on a starboard side. Mr Rush, have you ever seen

a boat lowered?

Q. Mr McDonald, you may not have read the evidence which
has been given to this Inquiry by very experienced seamen
officers, which addressed this very topic.

A. No, I haven't, but, sir --

Q. Very well. Do not assume --

A. I would lower a boat on the starboard side for the
very simple reason, if the wind is from the port side, you
would choose to Tower a boat on the starboard side. 1Is
that what you're after?

THE PRESIDENT: In part.

CMDR RUSH: Q. The evidence s before the Commission of
Inquiry is that on this day, Mr McDonald, the wave height
would have been approximately 2 metres.

A. I wouldn't believe that.

Q. That the sea would be running in fundamentally
a direction towards 170, 180.
A. I could believe that. No, wait on - the swell? Say

that again? The swell - no, I don't believe that. That
would demand a heavy weather system way to the south, and
there was no heavy weather system way to the south. Where
did you get that evidence from?

THE PRESIDENT: Q. From a qualified meteorologist.
A. Yes, sir.

Q. Do you have any qualifications in meteorology?
A. Sir, I'm a Naval officer and a Master Mariner, and
I've lectured in this subject in general terms.

Q. Do you have any qualifications in meteorology?
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A. Not actual qualifications, no. But, sir, there's
a very good reason why I believe your meteorologists are
wide of the mark, anyway, if you'll let me explain that.

Q. What 1is that?

A. Sir, I'1T1 explain this from the position of the wrecks
now. We know exactly where the Sydney wreck lies. We know
precisely, because of the urgency of being precise, where
the pick-up points were for inanimate objects, like
1ifebelts, Carley raft, dog kennel, stuff 1ike that. So we
know the position A where Sydney is. We know where the
pick-ups were. We therefore know the direction of the
drift over the few days consequent to the action, and
that's where I got the 352 degrees from. We can measure
that very precisely now.

Now, all your meteorologists, sir - and I did see some
evidence somewhere - were using all the Tovely words Tlike
"synoptics" and "mean sea level pressures" and "gradients"
and "the swell in the sea", but they were using the same
sort of data, sir, that I and others had used years ago,
with dire result.

Q. That's your explanation?
A. That's my explanation.

THE PRESIDENT: Yes, very well. Thank you.

CMDR RUSH: Q. If you Towered a boat, would you want
a down-sea run?
A. That would be advisable, of course.

Q. If you Towered a boat, would you want to create a lee
for the boat?

A. Yes, that would be also desirable, but if it couldn't
be - you see, you have to appreciate that the situation, as
I understand from CAPT Detmers' description, was that the
wind was about force 3 or 4, which is about 15 knots.
That's not a heavy wind, sir. And for a Naval cutter,
that's not at all a heavy wind. It's not at all a heavy
sea. It's a light almost ruffling of the water. So

I can't see any great point in all this business about lees
and down-sea runs and so on.

Q. That is a gross underdescription of the water on
19 November, at the time of the engagement, I suggest.
A. How do you know?
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