Tate is a vicious, vindictive liar who spreads malicious accusations against any person who dares to contradict or challenge him.  Fergus never utters a word without proof of what is said and tries to deliver it in a rational manner. In recent times Tate has accused a very worthy ex 4 RAR officer of being a paedophile and also of being Fergus.  Tate also accuses Fergus of being a paedophile in his “Fergus profile”.  In the past Tate and his Mad Galah mates have publicly stated that a group of veterans in the Rockhampton area are paedophiles, drug runners and murderers, none of these accusations have any credibility, however they do offer insight into the vicious, sly, vengeful Tate personality.
Tate has a “Bolshevik” complex in that he exhibits a deep hatred of Army Officers; obviously he resented taking orders from far better men than he. Most Army Officers had to devote years of their life to learning their trade.  Tate a very junior inexperienced private soldier now believes he has the measure of the Officer Corps and declares them to be corrupt and dishonest both as individuals and as a group. Army Officers were no more and no less than highly trained men doing what has been expected of Army Officers since the concept was invented in ancient times. As Veterans, ex Officers claim no special place in society and their place in society is judged by their deeds as civilians since retirement. 

Tate blithely declares Major General C.M.I. Pearson AO, DSO,OBE,MC to have been a corrupt, dishonest and unscrupulous officer whilst Commander 1 ATF in Vietnam. For this accusation Tate must be condemned as the fool that he is. Pearson now retired, was one of the finest Army Officers ever to serve Australia. Pearson does not need Fergus’s support, his career speaks for itself and for Tate to disparage this man is nothing short of evil insanity that leaves Tate bereft of integrity and honour. Here is a quick resume of Pearson.
“After graduating from the Royal Military College (RMC), Duntroon, ACT in 1940 he was posted to the Armoured Corps. Pearson spent the next 35 years in various positions in the Australian Army earning numerous distinguished awards. He served in New Guinea as a Lieutenant and awarded a Military Cross for gallantry under fire. Pearson earned a CBE as Services Attaché at the Australian Embassy in Djakarta during the unrest in the mid 1960s. In 1968 he was appointed Commander of the Australian Task Force in Vietnam and won a Distinguished Service Order for his actions. From 1970 till 1972 he held the position of Commandant of RMC, Duntroon. Pearson retired from the Army in 1975 and the following year was appointed to the position for 6 years of Chief Executive of the Royal Agricultural Society.” 

There is no doubt that Tate’s book is a work of fiction and the research he crows about is flawed. In a recent public email he profiled Fergus and like his book the profile is all inaccurate guess work and fiction.  The full “profile” is shown below

Tate believes that Fergus is assisting to protect a cartel of “high profile senior officers who doctored accounts,” he said this again on the 15 Mar 09, here is the full paragraph (also see his full email below)

“That the organisation is protecting very high-profile senior officers who doctored accounts of actions, including after-action battle accounts, to hide their wrongdoings, and to assist them in obtaining gallantry medals that weren't deserved. In effect- an 'old boys' network set up entirely to protect that inner circle of former officers”

Major General C.M.I. Pearson AO, DSO,OBE,MC wrote Tate a letter back in November 2007 explaining the situation surrounding Tate’s allegations about an “illegal 2nd D&E Platoon”. Tate has written reams of words since receiving this document stating that Pearson and his officers were corrupt liars.
From: Don Tate

Sent: Wednesday, 14 November 2007 1:30 P
To: 'Barry Corse'
Subject: PEARSON- DE (2).doc

I received this letter today- from Brigadier ‘Sandy’ Pearson, dated 13th November 2007- a response to our request to explain why the 2nd D&E Platoon is missing from historical records of the day. 

Dear Don,

          

 Am writing to set out the results of my enquiries of the employment of the D&E Platoon during the period you and your colleagues served in that organization.

          

The D&E Platoon as you are aware was part of the establishment of HQ 1ATF and had a role to protect the Task Force HQ and undertook duties as directed.

          

From time to time the platoon was used to carry soldiers who, for whatever reason had not completed a tour of duty with their parent unit and were awaiting reposting. Such soldiers were supernumeraries to the Platoon’s establishment. All were experienced and trained soldiers.

          

This was normal practice. As the Platoon would have been over strength because of this practice at the time you were in the platoon, I understand the additional men came to be referred to informally as the “2nd D&E Platoon.” I have no recollection of this nor does my then Operations Major. Whatever, I do not believe there was any such typical designation at that time.

         

 Notwithstanding, the additional D&E elements were used in operations against the enemy as you would expect and know.

        

 I would have to say that such operations were routine and in no way special.

         

 The group who were unofficially termed the ‘2nd D&E Platoon” did conduct themselves with distinction when used with a Cavalry Troop (the modern term would be “assault troopers”) in the Xuyen Moc area in late May 1969. This was, to their credit a most successful operation under the Cavalry commander, Captain Arrowsmith. I understand he was recognized for his command in this action.

         

 Both Veteran Affairs and Australian War Memorial are aware of this letter.

Yours Sincerely

(signed)

Major General C.M.I. Pearson AO, DSO,OBE, MC (ret)
In a recent email Fergus challenged Tate to make public his evidence to give some credence to his allegations. Instead of evidence he produced another work of fiction in the form of an erroneous and vicious profile of Fergus. At around the same time of producing and distributing the profile he launched an attack on an ex 4RAR officer accusing him of being a pedophile and of masquerading as Fergus. 
Tate has only ever presented allegations, never a shred of evidence. Once again Tate is challenged to produce evidence. None of the people Tate has maligned have anything to hide and know full well there simply is no evidence.  The malicious and vexatious accusations were all created in Tate’s evil mind for the purpose of stirring up publicity for his book, or perhaps to appease his flawed personality traits.
In recent times the Vietnam section of his book has been comprehensively discredited. It has been shown where Tate has manipulated photographs and information to fit his fantasies of making himself into a legend. 

Tate also thumbs his nose at DVA by working on selling his book far in excess of the eight hours per week allowed of a person on the Special Rate. 
Tate mercilessly used Jim Riddle in his book marketing campaign, however it didn’t take long for Riddle to wake up to Tate’s stupidity. It is even said that Tate had convinced Riddle that he would be presented with a Bravery Medal. Riddle has returned to his family in the United Kingdom.  Tate did not see him off. Tate also conned DVA into providing funds for a plaque that only serves to support Tate’s accusation of corruption and lies. The plaque is a worthless joke and should be destroyed as it falsely supports his lies.
Jim Riddle has been well duped by Tate. Riddle was never a Platoon Commander and the unit was the D&E Platoon not the “2nd D&E Platoon” and certainly not “A discrete Infantry Force”.  Major General CMI Pearson AO, DSO,OBE, MC has succinctly described the unit action which was under the command of Captain Arrowsmith, not Riddle. Below is the plaque which is displayed at Albion Park Rail Oval, Shellharbour, NSW.
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Tate also claims to have been an unsung hero, however because he was not an officer was not decorated for his heroic action in saving his unit. He recently said:
‘on my first day in the jungle, I was separated from the rest of my platoon, and took on a small Viet Cong force ON MY OWN. (That action is recorded in Lt Avery's "In the Anzac Spirit") My platoon commander didn't even know my name that day- but I tell you this, if I was an officer, that action would most certainly have gotten me a medal.’

The problem with his statement is that his action is not recorded in Avery’s book “In the Anzac Spirit”.

At a later date he said:

“Even the highest-ranking officers can make errors. 
 

Take Lt Col Brian Avery, for instance whose book- "In the Anzac Spirit" actually records a couple of matters I was involved with in 4RAR. In the first, when my actions prevented the platoon from being ambushed by a Viet Cong unit carrying loaded RPG's- he refers to me only as "rear elements". Well, Col Avery was wrong- it was one man who did that- me, and not plural. Don Tate, on his own, took on that force, but it wasn't important enough for Avery to state that for the record- even though he had access to all the battalion records, and personnel.” 
Perhaps there are 4RAR veterans out there who can confirm that Tate was the hero he claims to be. Perhaps there may be someone who can explain why he was named “Stumbles” and perhaps there is someone who can describe Tate’s patrol where he carried a rifle that would not work because he had not correctly assembled it.
None of Tate’s accusations have credibility; he is a man of straw and without scruples. He is advised that none of his victims are afraid of the truth and if he has any evidence to substantiate his claims he must produce it.  Simply put, he has nothing to produce except humble apologies to those he has maligned, abused and disparaged during his book selling campaign.
From: warvet_69@yahoo.com 

To: Allen Petersen 

Sent: Sunday, 15 March 2009 5:52 PM

Subject:  FERGUS FAIRFAX

 

'FERGUS FAIRFAX '- A PROFILE 

 

For some time, I have been attacked by a variety of individuals- first because I dared to challenge the military and political establishments as to how a whole platoon of men 'disappeared' from all records of the war; and secondly because my book- "The War Within" has done so well. 

 

This has been a well-planned offensive by my opponents- perhaps some professional jealousy. 

 

Some Veterans, perhaps unsuspectingly, have aided and abetted 'Fergus" and his cronies for their own ends- no doubt working on the theory that if they throw enough mud at me and others of my acquaintance, some of it has got to stick. For some time, I have pondered the extent of the enmity and vitriol coming my way (and towards certain others who exposed the corruptions behind the 'disappearance' of the 2nd D&E Platoon) and I have made some conclusions: 

 

That the organisation is protecting very high-profile senior officers who doctored accounts of actions, including after-action battle accounts, to hide their wrongdoings, and to assist them in obtaining gallantry medals that weren't deserved. In effect- an 'old boys' network set up entirely to protect that inner circle of former officers. 

 

(It's interesting to note that NO senior officers are ever publicly attacked in any way, despite ordinary grunts across the country being well aware of deficiencies pertaining to certain officers they served under in the field.) 

 

It would have been particularly galling to this group to have the 2nd D&E Platoon formally recognised in the histories of the war- because this was proof positive that historical records are not as accurate as the military would have us believe. The fact that all the evidence concerning the 2nd D&E Platoon was provided to the Army History Unit first- for detailed scrutiny- and found to be indisputable left the government with no choice but to formally accept it into the history books. 

 

This sent a clear message to the community- that the military lies (and always has done) and WILL do everything it can, utilise every resource at its disposal, call in every favour, to protect those it considers to be 'significant' - and to destroy those who seek to expose such corruptions. 

 

My book- "The War Within" - does not seriously draw any conclusions about the 2nd D&E matter simply because the issues had not been resolved at the time of print- and at all times, my understandings and perspectives of all that transpired was limited by my rank, and relative inexperience. I simply recorded what parts of it I could recall and made my own assumptions. It's important to note that at the time of writing, there were absolutely no official records available for me to draw upon, save for my own limited recollections. 

 

Some have accused me of enhancing my own service in the book- well, in answering that, I'd suggest they read it, because (unlike so many others) I actually dumb down myself in it, and my infantry experiences in Vietnam. I would think those who actually read the book would agree that my assessment of myself is probably much more honest than the great majority of other men would admit about themselves. And at all times (including when I speak publicly) I acknowledge and enhance the reputations of those I fought alongside. 

 

If there are those who consider some of my recollections not to be accurate, so be it. No doubt any person's recollections would be challenged by another. Police affirm this every day- all accounts of any matter depend on the perspective of the writer. 

 

I make no apologies for that. 

 

ERRORS BY OFFICERS 

 

Even the highest-ranking officers can make errors. 

 

Take Lt Col Brian Avery, for instance whose book- "In the Anzac Spirit" actually records a couple of matters I was involved with in 4RAR. In the first, when my actions prevented the platoon from being ambushed by a Viet Cong unit carrying loaded RPG's- he refers to me only as "rear elements". Well, Col Avery was wrong- it was one man who did that- me, and not plural. Don Tate, on his own, took on that force, but it wasn't important enough for Avery to state that for the record- even though he had access to all the battalion records, and personnel. 

 

Simply-  I was there, and Avery wasn't anywhere to be seen. 

 

My point is- if a senior officer like Avery- a Lt Colonel, no less, with access to all documentation, and no doubt part of a veteran network chock-full of contacts, can get a small piece of detail wrong in a military book for God's sake, why is a Private who has limited or no access to the same resources be crucified for writing his own recollections in a personal memoir? 

 

Of course- the real contention about THAT particular incident is, that I also made the relatively innocuous comment that if I'd been an officer in the same situation, I'd probably have gotten a medal for it. 

 

Fair comment, I think- but again, one that no doubt enraged the officer ranks, because the implication behind the comment is that it appears that different rules apply when it comes to the awarding of medals. Why one rule for officers- and another for the other ranks? 

 

And the truth is- I never at any point thought that MY actions were worthy of a medal. I was simply doing the job expected of me as an infantryman in the 'tail-end charlie' position. 

 

Similarly though, I  raised the issue of why Jim Riddle didn't get a Military Medal for his leadership of the 2nd D&E Platoon, when Captain Arrowsmith managed to score a MG for much the same thing as Riddle did- successfully doing the job expected of him. 

 

Again- more feathers ruffled, yet it's a debatable point. 

 

So to the question-  WHO CAN 'FERGUS FAIRFAX' BE? 

 

AN AMATEUR'S PROFILE: 

 

Thinking through the matter, and reading his emails from time to time, I've done my own 'profiling of 'Fergus Fairfax- the craven coward that he is.) He will be unmasked at some point, no doubt about that, and I'll be interested to see if I'm anywhere near the mark when he is. This is my assessment of him: 

 

- he's relatively intelligent, and has an ability with words, so he'd be an officer of sorts- probably an army officer who saw service in Vietnam, and probably even made it into the bush 

 

- he probably would've only made Captain or thereabouts, because his inherent character flaws would have been noticed by prescient superiors and he wouldn't have risen to loftier heights 

 

- given the jealousy that comes out in his emails concerning the success of my book ("that damned book", he calls it), I'd suggest he's probably an author himself; probably an author of military books that no one reads (and regarded as 'duds' by the general public) 

 

- he wouldn't have ever been awarded a gallantry medal, because he's an inherent coward (using false web sites and pseudonyms instead of his real name) - he has probably never received any civil awards either because he's not the type who'd give back to the community in any capacity - he'd probably inculcate 'friendships' with significant veterans and RAR Association leaders as a support base- even those who publicly wear medals they had no right to wear 

 

- he'd be a paedophile with a network of paedophile mates because at heart, he's a sleazy character, and probably put up his hand to take over the website created by one of those 'mates' 

 

- he's probably married, but it would be a disguise 

 

- I'd suspect that most of his veteran network would come from within the same battalion- and surely it wouldn't be one of the more highly regarded ones. Could it? Surely not! 

 

Answering the constant attacks over the years has consumed a great deal of my time and health, and I do not intend to continue doing so indefinitely. I can't win anyway- that network is obviously well-connected and organised- so I'll try and ignore him from now on- no matter how he mutates. 

 

Regards 

 

Don Tate author, 

"The War Within"
