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EXTRACTED FROM THE VOTES AND PROCEEDINGS OF THE HOUSE
OF REPRESENTATIVES,

THURSDAY, 2w JULY, 1923
8. Ex-Guwner Yarns —Beieer Commrtii—The Order of the Day having Lesn read for the resumption of the debats
on the following motion of Mr. Charlton i—That a Seleet Committee be appointed for the purpose of inquiring
into the statements made by the late Minister for Defence, Senator Pearce, s d the ex-Prime Minister, the Right
Honorable W. M. Hughes, reflecting on the character of sx-Gunner Yates, with power to resommend compensation
if deemed necessary---
My, Groom (Attorney-General) moved, a8 sn amendment, That all $he words after the word * That ™ ba omitbed
with & view to the insertion of the following words in place therecf :—

{1y In view of the finding of the Special Committes appointed to inquire into the roply furnished by the
Agsigtant Minister for Defence in this House on 14th April, 1920, regarding the War Service of ex-Gunner
Yates, & Select Committes of this House be appeinted to inquire inte and repert npen the question
whether under the circuwmstances ex-Gunner Yates is entitled fo any compensation, and, if so, what
should be the mmount of compensation.

(2) Buch Committee consist of the following Members :—Mr. Charlton, Mr. Humy, Mr, Mackay, Mr. Malkin,
and Mr. Thomas Patersen, $hree to form a guorum, with power to send for persons, papess, and records,
and t¢ adjourn from place o place, and have leave to raport from tinme to time ity proceedings and the
evidenes takun, and such Committes do report not later than one month from the date of the passing
of this motion.”

Question—That the words proposed to be omitted stand part of the question—put and negatived,

Question—That the words proposed to Le lnserted be so inserted-—pub and poassed.

Question—That-—

(1) Tn view of the finding of the Special Committes appointed o mquire into the reply furnished by the
Assistant Minister for Defence in this House on 14¢h April, 1920, regarding the War Service of ex-Gunner
Yates, a Selsct Commitiee of thizs House be ap poinbed to ingnire into and report apon the question whether
under the circumstances ex-Gunner Yates is entitled to any compensution, and, if so, what should he
the amount of compensation.

{2) Sach Committes congist of the following Members :--Mr. Charlton, Mr. Huevy, My, Mackay, Mr, Makin,
and Me. Thomas Paterson, three to form a quorum, with power to send for persons, papers, and records,
and to adjourn from place to place, and have leave to report from time vo fime is procesdings and the
evidence taken, and such Commitiee do report not lnter than one month from the date of the passing
of this motion—

put and passed.



REPORT.

The Belect Commitiee, appointed on the 12th July, 1923, has the bonour to submit the
following Report upon the questions referred to it by the House, viz. :——" In view of the finding
of the npe(‘ml Committee appeinted to inquire into the reply far nmhe(} by the Assistant Minister
for Deflence in this House on 14th Ap ril, 1920, regarding the War Service of ex-Gunner Yates,
whether under the cireumstances ex-Gunner Yates is entitled to a,uy compensation, and, if so,
what should be the amount of compensation,” '

After considering the finding of the Special Commuttee and after hearing evidence from
ex-Gunner Yates, a majorily of your Cominittee is of opinion that ex-Gunner Yates sufferad
injnry o his reputation through inaccurate and misleading information being supplied by the
Department of Defenre-~anfornmmoz} hased on inferences drawn from records admittedly so
incomplete as to afford no justificasion for the statement that ex-Gunner Yates tock no part
in the hig offensive.

In view of the stigma cast upon the reputation.of ex-Gunner Yates by the pablication of
the statement your Cnmmlttee is of opinion that ex-Gunner Yates is entitled to compensation,
and recommends that the amount shonld be £300.

HURRY,
Chairman,
Clommittes Room,

8tk Angnst, 1923,



PROUEEDINGS OF THE COMMITTEE.

WEDNRESDAY, 18 JULY, 1023,
Fresent
Mr. Chelton, | Mr, Makin,
Mackay, | Thomas Patersen.

The Clerk of Committens vead the extrach from the Votes and Proceedings of the 12th July, 1923, appointing
the Commnittee.

Mr. Paterson moved—That Mr. Hurry be appointed Chairman of the Committee—agreed 6o,
Mr. Charlton was temiporarily called to the Chair.

The Committes deliberated.

The Committes adjonrned until Wednesday next, at 10 o'clock a.m.

WHEDNESDAY, 251 JULY, 1923,
Present :
Me. Hurry, in the Chair;

My, Charlton, Mz, Mgkin,
Mackay, Thomas Paterson.

The Committes deliberated.
The Commistee adjourned until Wednesday nexs, st 310 o'clock a.m.

WEDNESTIAY, 1sv AUGURT, 1923,
Preseut -
M. Hunry, in the Chair;
My, Charlion, Mr. Makin,
Mackuy, Thomas Paterson,
Feorge Wdwin Yates, & Member of the Touse of Representatives, sworn and examined.
The Committee debiberatad,

The Committes adjourned until to-morrow 2t 12 o’clock noon.

THURSDAY, 2xn AUGUST, 1523
Present :
Mo, Hurry, in the Chair;
Mr. Charléon, Mr, Makin,
Mackay, Thomas Paterson,
The Committes deliberated,

The Committee adjourned unkil Tuesday next, at 9.36 o’clock a.un.

TUESDAY, 7va AUGUST, 1923
Present :
Mz, Hurey, in the Chair;
My, Charitos, i Mr. Makin,
Macleay, i Thoras Paterson.

The Camumittes deliberated, ‘

Me. Patoston moved-This Commities finds that ex-Gupner Yates suffered injury to his reputation through
inaceurate and misleading information being supplied to the then Assistant Minister for Defonce by the Defenee Depart-
ment respeching his War Berviee-—information based on inferences drawn from records asdmittedly so incomplete ag
bo afferd no jugtification for the statemoent that ex-Gunner Yates took no part in the big offensive,

Guestion——That the motion be agreed to—put,

The Comnittee divided—

Avgs (33, Noga {1},
by, Clarlton, Mr. Maclkay.
Makin,

Thomas Paterson.

And so it was resolved in the alhirmative.
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Mr. Makin moved ---That this Committee is of opinion that compensation is due to Mz, Yases for such statements,

Amendment (Me. Maokay)—That the following words be substituted for all the words of the motion after the
word © That 7 {fizeh cecuning) = this Coremittes is of opinion that the Defence Departient i to blame for not having
talken suflicient care iy answering the questions submitted by Mr. Makin in the House of Representatives, bub considers
that the apology tendered by Bir Granville Byris iz sufficient compensation. The Commitiee recommends that the
svidence by the Special Comitiee be published as o Parlismentary Report so thai ample publicity should be given
to the fact”-—net made.

Quession—That the motion submitted by Mr. Makin be agreed to-—put.
The Committee divided—-
Aves {3). Nons (1},
Mr. Charlion, Mr. Mackey.
Malin,

Thooms Paterson. i
Al go 1t was resobved in the aflinmetive,
Mr. Hurry moved- That the Committes recommends that the amount of compensation bs £200.
Quaestion—That the motion be agread to-—put,

The Committes divided -

Aves {3} Noms {1,
My, Charlton, Mr. Mackay.

Malan,

Thomas Paterson.

And so b was resolved in the alfirmative.

The Commitiee adjourned.

WEDNESDAY, S AUGLET, 1923,
Present ©
Mrn. Hurey, in the Chair;
My, Charlton, Mye. Makin,
Mackay, Thomas Paterson.

nied the Draft Beport.

The Chairman prese

The Draft Report was sonsiderad and smended by inserking in line 2 of paragraph [ before the word * your ™
the words * a majority of.”

O the motion of Mr, Charlton, the Report, as amended, was adopted,

The Report of the Hpecial Committes was ordered to be attached fio the Report {Appendix|.

The Commitiee adjournead.
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MINUTES OF EVIDIENCIL

WEDNESDAY, 1sr AUGUST, 19828,
Present:
My, Hunry, in the Chair;
Mr. Charlion My, Makin
Mr. Mackay Mr. Thomss Paterson.

George Fdwin Yates, MP., sworn and examined.

1. By the Chatrman.~Yon will understand that this
“emmitiee was appointed not to deal with the merits of
your case, but to make inguiries as far as damages are
concerned. You are a member of the House of Reprs-
sentatives for Adelaide®—Yes. )

9. Tn what year did you enlist in the Australian
Imperial Force—1618, _ i N

8. What position did you hold at that timet—I vwas
mernber for Adelaide.

4, Vou embarked when?—On the 26th November,
19117,

5. And returned to Australia, whent—In February,
1919,

8. Clertain statements were made by the ex-I'rime
Minister. Do yeu remember the dnte of those?—No,
T4 was when the Tlouse assembled. You will obtain
that information from the Hansard.

7. When did you contest the next election #—On 13th
Dlecember, 1919,

8. Were you returned or not?—I was defeated.

9. What was the date of the next election #—It was
held in 1522

10, Sinea then you have been a member of the House
of Ropresentatives?t—Yes,

11, On the guestion of damages, you received ecer-
tain payments afier the conclusion of the investigations
of the last Committee of Tnguiry%—Yes, after the
inquiry.

12. What was the veason for snch payment?—It con-
giated of £8 for logs of sslavy and return fare from
Adelaide to Melbourne. I was five days in Melbourne.
Tt represented wages Tost, farves, and subsistence whilst
in Melbourne. I signed a quittanee for that smount.

13. What was the otal amounti—&£17.

14, That did net represent damagesi—No.
o rvefund of the money I had expended.

15. You are now at liberty o pui your case before
the Committee?—CH course, you bknow thal T was
defeated at the elections held in 1919, and I was no
longer an entity of this House. The ex-Prime Min-
ister, at that time, saw fit—I do not know with what
object—to place my party and myself in an anomalous
position. As the individual coneerned, T should have
been wanting in my duty and self-respect had I not
prompied the questicns which the honorable member
for Hindmarsh placed upon the notice-paper of this
Parliament. Thoss questions were for the purpose of
placing the statements of the ex-Prime Minister in
their true perspective. I had to depend on them for
exoneration, The most grievous hinrt of all was the
misstatements of the Defence Departinent to the effest
that I could not have taken part in the “ hop-over ? a4
the big offensive on the 8th August, 1918, as I was
then minding a dump. 7That was one of the most
serious reflections possible fo put on & man-—an infer-
ence that he had not carvied ont the services required of
a goldier. The statement did not hurt me so much ag it
did my Tamily. My honour was involved. No more
serious refleciion, coming ss it did from the highest
authority in the Commounwealth, could have been made.
It appalied me at the time. Luckily I kept a diary of
my movements the whole time that I was in France,
and T felt ceriain that if T conld promote an inguiry, 1

Tt was

could place before it the true facts, and, at least, refute
the les which hnd been made about me. As you know,
I did that.

16, Are you not wandering from the question of
damages —No. T am supperting my ease by submit-
ting statements which were afterwavds proved.

17, The (ommittes has nothing to do except with
the question of damages?—1 wish to put the position
in its troe perspective. During the election at whick
I was defeated, T was more than once nsked by ihe
people if 1 had ever been in ihe line.

18. By Mr. Paterson—That was during the cam-
palgn?—Yes, There seemed to be some doubt about
1t.

19, By Mr. Mackay~-Was that before the ex-Prime
Minister’s statement was made?—Yes. I know of no
reagson why I should he asked these questions. This
atmosphere permeated South Australia, The sugges-
tion was that T was net a soldier, but a iourist. In
fact, it was pointedly put to me, and [ could not nader-
stand the reason. In one instance, a man named Tom
Montgomery, a boiler insgpector ai Islingten, in South
Australia, appointed to the position by the Government
of which Mr. Blundell was a member, stated on the
platform that Yates had never been in the line. Mr.
Makin will know Montgomery, becatise he i3 an
Tslington worker. Montgomery has since been asked
t0 make that statement publie, Tet, of course, he
refused to do so, as 1 had “nailed the ghost” In
1819, when the Defence Department made their
deglaration, I kunew whence the statement concerning
iy military record had originated. I really think
that Mr, Hughes, when making that statement believed
that he was telling the {ruth, but he was misinformed
by the Departiwent. How the Departmeni miscon-
ceived the position is beyond my comprehension. T
should, at least, he protected, and the Deparfment
should render to me ordinary justice. I am of the
opinion that the knowledge of this incorreet infor-
mation by the publie of South Ausiralia was the
main cavse of my defeat st the election, because
I Iost by ouly 334 voles, When I received from
the previous Commitiee a vefund of £8 for a weok’s
wages, it was the first week during whish I had
had employment.  Prior io thas, I was ten months
ont  of  work. As T mentioned previonsly,
the premature diselosure of the Defence De-
partment’s infermation was the outstanding feature
which operated against me at the election. As you
know, Parlinment is protecied, and does not pay the
penalty of misstatements suppled to members. If I
had had the means, I should have prosecuted the
Defence Department for supplying wrong information
to members on the floor of the House. 1 do not know
the taw, but 1 do not think that the Defence Depart-
ment, in overstepping the bounds of auth, are immunes
from prosecution, because adequate protection showld
be afforded members of this House, The Department
mude this statement wilfully. You may not agree with
me, but I suggest that it was not doze without some
seintilla of malice, and with the intention to do me a
harm, which they would not have done to any other
individual., Although I did not rise fu rank in the
Angtralian Tmperial Force—in fact, T did not make an
elffort to do so, because I took my job as I found it—
I defy any man to say that I “squibbed” my work.
It mattered not to me what was the job. T had nething
to be ashamed of, and when 1 was asked at the Board
of Inquiry if I objected to a colonel presiding st such
inquiry, [ replied, “The higher the authority the



greaiey the confirmation.” I eprried oud wmy duty at
the Bront. I do not bonst of it, ns T suppose thousands
of wen did the same thing.  The previouws inquiry
veturned o verdiet in my favonr without vompvnsahon.
They passed that over. Thelr finding i not generally
Enown to the public, who siill believe that F did not
take part in the actusl warfave,

20. By the Chairmon.--—Nothing could be more defi-
nite than the finding of the Special Board&-—The find-
ing was definite, but it obinined very little prowi-
nenee, ab least in the eyes of the general public. The
Lhoverahlie mener for Warringal sard that some one
would saffer if e had been “ sold a pup.” No one has
suifored excepting mysell. T claim compensation ag an
ordinary cifizen, aud as a soldier, who did what othexs
said we all should do. God knows that I need not have
enlisted, but I set an emample to othmx,. heeanuse 1
thovght it was my duty. I tock part in the ﬁ,g:htnm
and vet 1 am the only man in public life who hag lia
sineh allegations hurled af him. I was a defeated can-
didate, and eould not retaliate. The only retaliation
i wished was {o show to the publie of Australia that
tha Department had sinned ageinst me, and should
therafore make reparation,

21 Can you give any evidence as to damagesi-—
Not other than the loss of wy public pesition at that
{,imn, whicl, in the light of aflter events, wag proved
to have aflected the votes. The Hes emanated from
such a scurce as to give them credence and promi-
nence.  On my defeat ab the elections of 1919, T knew
it was of no use for me to refurn to my old line of
business. 1 made application for a soldiers’ block, and
Bt
just at that tme, the secretary of the Auatralian
Lahour party in Sounth Auvstralia vesigned his position
to enter the sphere of journalism, and I was luchy
enough to seeure it. That is how T came to hold that
posibion when the previous inguiry was made, and dur-
ing my first week of employment 1 enme to Melbourne,
and subsequently obtained a vefund for loss of aalsry.

22, Can yon gi\fe any (#\’1(1(\11@9 of material Emnagc*
The afatenment of the ex-Prime Minister in Melbourne,
in 1820, mvo;d_mg to the records, was made after your
defest ot the elections. Then, st tho next elections, in
1022, you obtained a most triwmphant majority —
That iz not go.

23, You were elocted by a very good nm}m‘zlv?‘m
The majority in 1922 was 700 odd, but, in 1914, it was
7,000,

24, Instead of being & defeated eandidats, you were
elected in 1928, taking all the nircumstances ivto eon-
sider l!i{m, hy a hiumpham majoriky —Yes.

958, From that it would appear that you had nof
'lwon nmw\r:ui}v dmnaged 2—1t all depends upon what

he damages are asseased.

96, The eleciion was before the staternent
.i-‘umf\, Minister #--F sugpest that influences
ot work which I conld not nail down.

Is not that too far-fetelied? We ave, as it werg,
o Jegal tribunal, snd yet you wish ns to consider events
which pecurred before the first statemenl was made.
s thak reasonable?

28. Mr. Makin-—The witness is trying bo give soms
tdes of the orvigin of that statement.

29. By the Chawrman—You wish the Commitiee to
take into consideration vemarks which were mode be
forae the election took placel-Tet we give an itlusira-
tion, although I do not accuse the gentleman con-
cerned of m]fu ly conveying a false impression. Dur-
ing the election vmlpm;m i Adelaide, in 1919, there
was o big meeting held in the Town HML at which T
was et prassut. Fhe present Speaker (Mr. Wait)
was speaking on behalf of the Liberal candidates, and
sou will be able to trace bis remarks in the records of
the Advertiser, Datly Herald, or Register. In effecl,
‘he said that he had nothing to say against Mr. Ysltv‘;

after waifing ten months the eall came to wme.
o

of the ex-
were then

but he had a lot to say for My, Blondell, whe had steod
behind Mr. Hughes and hu Erpive,  The following
moraing, a man sald to e, © Wait put it all over you
last night” 1 seid, “What did he cuy?’ and he' re-
peatad to me My Nd.“f-!f‘: rewarks.  The inference was
thut 1 did wob atond hshind 3e. Flughes and the
]‘)nlpiw, although My, Blandell did. ¥ nm suggesting
that the nabuve of the 1(;]v given hy the Defence
i)qmlsmmt on the flaor of the House to tha elfect that
I had never been in the lmo had alvendy been ciren-
Inted in South Australin.  Had it not been for the later
statemnent of the [Defence Dopartment, T would never
have been sble o wall down that He. Every soldier
who left these shoves did his duty, but I know that
some would suggost that o man minding a dowmp would
be holding a “ enshy ™ iob,

B By My, Mackoy—1t would be no disgraee if s
man lecked after a dump?-No, but you know the
reasoning of the general publie

81 By the Chairman-—The diffisulty is how o con-
neet with this inguivy anything that oeeurred hefore
the original vemarks of the ex-Prime Minister? In the
pampaign of 1919, the use of the statement that I had
never been in the offenmive showed that some one had
virenlated it. I know of ons man who actuslly stated
H

82. By My, Hackay,—Waa that statement made pub-
lely t—¥ea. Tt was wmade on the politieal platform,
in the Botanie Park, of Adelaide. Tt was imposaibls to
prosecnie, owing fo the diffienity of obisining witnesses.
The person eoncerned was chellenged to make the same
statement later, but he wonld not do so.  Bosides, it
wounld wat have been worth my while to have _}_)1 ageclted
him, Abhough 1 wonld have elonred my repubation, #
would bave cosh me n eonsiderable sum, beeanse T would
have been unabile 4o get very much ot of that person,

33, We are noet mieh poneerned with the re
warks made by the ex-Prime Minister, Inasmiich as
he did not mention auvybody’s nm We ars really
conesrned with fhe statements mads by the Uepm‘t—
gend f-The Departrent made o grave sfatement con-
sarhing my record.

R4 By the Chairpun—Caw you bring before the
Jommittee any evidence of material danaget—T sug-
gegt that the information whieh the Depariment had
at their disposal, unfl which was made publie after
questions were placed on the notice-paper of this Monse,
had already been disseminated throughout Seuth Ans-

YTy

o

e,

s
al.

tralia.

85, You muost snbmit evidence of thati—1 have
given you ail the evidonee at my dispesal. I have
guated the case of Mr. Montgomery and Mr. Watt, Tt

may be that Mr. Watt was mmim] in the same way as

was the ex-Prime Minister.
3. By My, Charlion—The witness’ conlention is
that, although the informeiion was f'up;ﬂ'ied by the

Hﬂpmtmeut subseguent 1o the election, yet, in effect, it
had been cir prior to the lection al whick he
wag defeated hat is the supeestion.

37 By fhe Ofalrman-—Have vou any evidencs as
to sentimental damage?--By fawe-l have had resson
to toek it up reeentlyit is termed “spocial damage”
I do not ask for cind damage other than what my
ovidence wonld indieate, | wwas satisfied that influences
to my detriment were at work prior o the cleslion of
10190 but T eould not then uail them down,  The sub-

nat

sequent statement of the Defenee Depnartment showed
me whenes they emanaied.

28. Tt is merely a matter of suspieion®—1 submit
that suggestion to the Commitice.

839, Ts there anyibivg else you wish fo sayb—
Nothing, except that this matier affects my honony
to an extent suffered Ly ne other individusl of the
communify.

40. Your honour was cleared by the finding of the
previons inguiry f-Only G velstion to the position
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Passibly,  Baot the aforn fon anue Brom g overy high
anthoriby, iz, tha Db Dropariment.  Sowin imau
woirkd fake uo wotice of it bt 1 oanighs, us you say

gil, M

L 1;( ¥ h.lps gver-selsitive,
0}

Patersos Yo have wentiwnod hree

! Ii'\‘w‘f‘l“., b qulsl“(l ey sl ]H'ii-l' Gt b
plon of LN seeandiy, what My, Hughes b diet i
Maved afvor the ploeiion aud }fi)'f”l\‘, whiat the Hs‘gu‘l}'!"
went fokd the Miolster for Defence 1o ‘pl‘ii oy,

Wiih vegard to
£

connected wiih

the fivet, was Monbgomery noany wwgy
the Depariment? Was he a political
agentf—1u the majorily of cases ho presided af the
meetings of My, Blandell
50. You coutd wot divectly conuect with the Defenes
l)e]m riment anything shat Montgomery said -No.
Yaou eould vob blane the Defence Depnrbment for
anytim:g that Movigomery said 2--No, not by dires

evidence.

52, You spake of the question of publicity, and said
thai more publicizy had beeu given to the erigisal
gtatemsent thaa to the veply recelved - -That s my
aplnion.

It ostruoek me et when My Olvlten browght
this mwaiter up in the House on yowr behal, the dge
Argus, and other papers gave 1t a very full veport, 1t
showed that the previous Commirter hwd soluplendy
exonerated you n every shape and forn, o voir nid
think that the publicity then received was eguul or
nvertook anyy hmw that had boew stated proviounsty ¥ -
The publiciiy which will be aiven to this matier by the
Auding of this Comunittes way o futare yeurs inducoce
wy public life, wod ir may unde some of the ixjury.
There s o diffealty e obitterating the effecr of havm
ro auy bndrvidual Bven 07 T o recompensod
v dese roone the white-washing elfect sl v
i When a sehber | beeu harmed by the
efence Depavtinen, shontd e done by way of
rattun than merely saying © We were wreong,”
ved o stigina that T owas werety whil

Yo

o
e,

dine

RS

vk sonsider i, wfter the tiest
answered tinothe Tonse, von were stilbander o
dooWonbdl wan peantt of sl aat
clestion w1 eat thar oo
had hown - would
Bur ecompuvasd wibh the Goi Phe
whiteh T wae refivnod al the ou Ll ol e
alude wore thau 30 extea. T 155.{‘{ Uohimd o
majority of TO0000 noa i pieviousle T owns
1} .nr RiHER
36. Tt would be g to stggest that ghe e
CRaL RS visn rondd ever he the aine?

i kpow wiples otk

A vt on (h’;\’i,u-i'zl yiba L
RENTSHE N .
not Jire woul organi

wiich vep Nes, e

Wikl i

representative of  rhe hionalist Fadioir
ngveinet,
Su He was ao cseoive offices 7003
ab. Pherefure channels of Sifanuaiion ool
i 1 cowonthil be open ta him$--4)
Yo & anbject fu }('z‘w‘mm'l crtbarrassnent, ol

whse your Faodly, by resson of the sratenents thal were
awde froan fime (o vowas nol oso wuek e
atalenents that were anade, but o cortudn instgie
griestions wera poi (0 me whether I had A1 the
Tine, Bt was woms Hiiﬂ.‘.’,’ which was veglig i
gibte,  When rh\, ter Departreent made
mictet, L knew thes whenee 1the saspiciou origingd
Bl Yen e embaivrassad o owmixing with  the
geners] comistnity aud yon felt that von were o free
of phelon cast npon yon by the
[ranih? e w0,

siblute was anyihiug

[T SRUET Y
b hrad died very mineh,
tron, the war it play w
the e owas defo

To what

li - 3

g)l;;) uil

el
H

W obaporian gavt.

I St

R

fed, 1



83, You feel thai yowr influence, as a public wan,
liga been gerously impaived in consequence of these
stotemen o L hindonbredly.

G4 Yo feel that it i2 obnost wmpossible 1o restove
il toanage which hins been caused to vomr veputation
us o private citizen and o prablic wande-lr will
he restored In it entivety.

66, My My Charlton - Whar age wore you when you
enbigted fe-Fortyeaix vears of age

Beve

G Yon were over the wmilitny asgef- Yes
7 Yon ealigted simply beesuse vou thooghs it was
your didy B0 entisted asow matter of prineiple.

68, Whoen the statement of the Defence Department
appeared in the press I suppose vou felt very mueh
bt G- Very maeh so.

6o, And L oseppose I reasted npon your wife and
family T-My little giel eried when T enlisted, but when

she saw me off at the station elothed o my vegimentale
she said o me 0 eried when von onlisted, h
s prowd of you .

o |

T8 You conasider that the Defence  Uepartment
siould proteet those who gave their services for Aus
fralia, because they were really the guardians of vowr

herronr -1t slhauld be their Brst constderation.

71, Conseguently you felt it very keeuly and regrottud
it very much when official statements coucerning

self and veflecting npon your bravery, were mpde by the
Depavtment #--CQuite so. 1 regretted Tt a2l the more,

becanse, 1o view of my publie posiiien wi the time 1
eplisted, | eouid have segregated myself  from the
ordinars drties of o soldier; but T ook everything as i
enme.  § opaid the price of my position o polities,
I was n Tabour man.

72

Your wife, childven and yoursel were cansed
great pain and distress of mind on aceount of the state-
ments of the Defence Department 2--Very much so.
TR Ry the Chairman -~ Fher goe withont sayingd
It was vers keenly felt by 1wy sister and danghder.

The witness vwithdrew.
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APPENDIX.

The Honorable the 8inister for Defence.
S,

5 secordince with the ulimathan na fe by (he dsaislanl Miiares for Befence in the House of My

1620, the Members of the Committee Bien nominated noetnally o on Lisut O i

'l Harald Cohen,
Committee met on 200k Augisd kst wod ageeed upon the fallow sppesiiona ay bolne Hee bosis for

on ehe St May
s Uhadrman
1he Cammities

AgEllitalive
BANSE
Hpg Lty o

s the aratemonts or nuy of then oade o the ropd
Bonneahle Member for Hindamesh as fo the sein
iy owhal respeet 7

2 Are the statements of My, 1 10, Yares as 10 his serviees o the A LFL as sel ouy o b dettars ta Uie Honoyable B Tuder,
andgd read i the Honse of niatives ob B8ud April HEHL comrooy ©

et e Houa
woof Me G0N

sy ok Het to the yrestions askoed by the

Teacing o dncorrest, s, # 50,

Un the sustrovtion of the Ghagrman, o
the names of any parsons whow they desired 1o oy

try Yor Defenee and Meocl B Yare

were cosntpicaied w il aod wvited to snbnat
pear hetnre the Cogomittee as aitne

5.

Omothe 20t Septeanber inar,, the Coauities sal o public s  Melbowrne
Generad O W, Foote, CB, MG, W ajor 14, 5 LT O Caddy o
and HBelby Capron, bate of the ALY vevebury Tor Defenee, wid b Yates,
witnesses.

sk ook the evidence of Brigadier-
D550, Mesars, Brnest Hervick
wis v ited o gnestion

Having considersd the evidenee and exhibits,

ur Cinnibbtet wswees the guestions alovy set o ae follows

By il honoru ble Meuiber
BB

ta ab

foy Mbwhinavsh as ; .
Yates ditd participsic in the offensive which commmenced on the Sth duay ol Ang LMiE, and e othe engageme
Villers-Bretomens on 1ath June. 1018, Morkancoury o 20th Taly, TS, aud Tlemel oo 4dh Taly. 1018,

2 Yoes
Tl geapscription of the shorthund nores of e evidence and exiibies thovein referred 1o ave herewith and the chomstanees andor
which the said reply was given appeas therein.

HARGLD GOHEN, Ghabmian,
W, BEST, Meshors
‘1\- ‘-{' RVAN_‘ Maynnerys,

Molbourne, 2480 Septewber, 1920,

rinted and PobHebed dor ihe dovernmnnt of the Commowweaits of Avseaaris by Arsear
Goveenment Printay for the State of Yictoria. '
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