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Witness Name: Victor Boyd

Statement No.: WITN0514001
Exhibits: WITN0514002- WITN0514067
Dated: 27 April 2021

ROYAL COMMISSION OF INQUIRY INTO ABUSE IN CARE

WITNESS STATEMENT OF VICTOR BOYD

I, Victor Boyd, will say as follows: -

1. | am a volunteer researcher for The Citizens Commission on Human Rights
(“CCHR”) and | have been since 1977. | became involved through my
involvement in the Church of Scientology. All of my family were members of
the Church.

Contacting Former Lake Alice Patients in the late 1970s

2. When | was 26 years old and living in Whanganui, | worked at UEB Industries
Ltd as a printer. It was there that | met a young colleague by the name of |GRO-B|
__GRO-B_ | who had been at Lake Alice in the Child and Adolescent Unit
under Dr Leeks (“Lake Alice”). | interviewed him and obtained a statement

from him on 10 November 1977.

“played up”, they would get injections of Paraldehyde. ko8| told me that he
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the finished version. We would then go off to the courthouse where an officer
of the court would witness their signature. It cost 50 cents at time in those
days.

13.1 was collecting these statements for the purpose of documenting what had
taken place in the Child and Adolescent Unit of Lake Alice psychiatric hospital.
The Magisterial and Ombudsman Inquiries that had taken place considered
only two individuals and their complaints, but we in CCHR knew there were
more, so it was important to get some kind of evidence of that.

14. At this stage | was not getting medical records, which came quite a bit later in
the 1990s and onward when CCHR had become a lot more organised in its

methodology of documenting cases.

Holdsworth School in Whanganui

15.1n 1977, | met with Ray Limpus, who had been a teacher at Holdsworth School
in Whanganui between 1972 and 1975. He made an affidavit giving evidence
about what occurred to some of the children at his school. The children would
be taken away from his class by either one of two of the school housemasters,
Ken Hughes or Graham Lee. Ray was told they were being taken away to see
the dentist. They were taken one at a time and would be away for one to three
days. These children were being taken to Lake Alice.

16.Ray Limpus particularly remembered one boy,!  GRO-B | who used to be
friendly and easy to get along with. He was taken away to Lake Alice and
returned two days later. He came into the classroom and behaved very
aggressively. He threw chairs on the floor and would not speak to Ray for
some days. Ray suspected he had received ECT at Lake Alice.

17.Ray checkedon.  GRO-B ifile in the office and his file stated that he had
received ECT that week.|Gro-8| had also been given drugs after he received
ECT. He was sick and vomlted and was lethargic and sleepy while on the
drugs.

18.Ray stated that the boys in his classroom who had received ECT became
worse after they received it. He reported that ECT seemed to have changed

their personality.
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a. On the eleventh or twelfth month, | was given ECT below the belt, by
Leeks, which was very painful. Dr Leeks told me that | could do nothing
about it, not even if | reported it, so I didn’t, not even to Dr Pugmire.

b. DrLeeks was in a pretty bad mood that day, and a couple of hours after
| got it, two new boys got it. They told us later that they received it on
their private parts, and if they had known this was going to happen
before they arrived, they would have taken off (Affidavit of Charles
Symes, 20 September 1978 [WITN0514005]).

25. After Charlie completed his statement, | lost contact with him until in mid-1981.

26. Lindsay Randle, a CCHR supporter in Christchurch, wrote to me advising me
that he had met Charlie in Christchurch where they both lived and had taken
Charlie to the Central Police Station to lay a complaint about his treatment at
Lake Alice Psychiatric Hospital, including about being shocked on the genitals
(Letter from Lindsay Randle to Victor Boyd, 12 June 1981 [WITN0514006]).

27.1 wrote to Charlie on 17 July 1981, advising him that he could lay charges for
what he revealed in his statement about Lake Alice and Dr Leeks using ECT
on his private parts. | was working in the CCHR office in Auckland at this time,
but | offered to assist him through the police complaint process (Letter from
Victor Boyd to Charles Symes, 17 July 1981 [WITN0514007]).

28.Charlie was very interested in taking some action and | arranged to get
another statement done which was essentially the same as the previous
one. He completed this in 1982 and we lost contact and | did not follow
this through. This was a missed opportunity unfortunately, but now this
evidence shows how as early as 1977 we had a former child patient
stating he was shocked on the genitals and knew of others who had

received the same treatment.

'GRO-AMr DD Evidence

29Perhapsoneof the most bizarre incidents that was disclosed to me was by
former Lake Alice patient, GRO-A MrDD |. He told me about a boy with a known
history of sexually deviant behaviour, who was put into the Lake Alice. He
sexually assaulted five of the boys there. The victims of the assaults were

gathered together by Dr Leeks to take part in an ECT session on the
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perpetrator two days before he was to leave Lake Alice and appear in Court
for sentencing. The boys present were instructed by Dr Leeks to operate the
shock machine and each were given a turn of the dial of the shock machine

machine on the boy, but observed what happened.
30.1 came away from hearing this this wondering who would believe me if | were
to tell this story, and who would ever believe the young man who had told it to

me.

| GRO-A Mr DD |

31. After these meetings,’ ‘went overseas and | lost contact with him. It wasn’t

until much later that we reconnected.

Medical Council investigation 1977

32.When | re-connected with GROAMFDD in 2004, he told me that after my
meetings with him, he felt | was someone who cared about what happened to
the children at Lake Alice. * told me that he had gone on to lay a complaint
to the Director General of Mental Health, Dr S W P Mirams, after our meetings
in 1977.

33.In 20046“lm still did not know what had happened about his complaint as
he was never informed. | helped him apply to the Medical Council to get the
records. The records concerning his case comprised some 20 pages. They
showed the outcome of the meeting with the Director General was thatGROﬂMfDD
signed a statement which became a complaint. The complaint was sent to the
Medical Council and reached the Penal Cases Committee of the Medical
Council (Bundle of Medical Council Documents, 1977, page 4
[WITN0514008]).

34.The Medical Council had set a date for a hearing into the complaint at the end
of 1977, but there was no further documentation and no findings. The
documentation of the Medical Association and the Medical Council indicated

that they disagreed with Dr Leeks’ treatment practices.

35.0n 26 August 1977, W J Pryor, Chairman, Central Ethical Committee,
wrote to Dr Leeks saying:

a. ... Inthis particular case we can in no way see that it is acceptable

psychiatric therapy to involve the victims in a punishing situation
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with the patient concerned.

b. We appreciate that this could have been carried out by you in good
faith at the time, but feel strongly that this constituted grossly
unethical conduct likely to bring the reputation of the medical
profession into disrepute (Medical Council documents, page 9
[WITN0514008]).

it on to the Penal Cases Committee of the Medical Council of NZ.

37.Dr Leeks never denied the allegation as we now know from the records. He
claimed that by getting the boys to administer the shocks to their assailant, it
would be therapeutic for them. In his letter, Dr Leeks considered the
Association and the Council were the ones who were wrong, not him.

38.In his letter of 7 November 1977 to the Medical Council, Dr Leeks wrote:

a. It did not seem unreasonable therefore, that much could be done
to help the five youngsters by their being part of the therapy of
their attacker, as well as doing something in an active way
about their feelings. It would [ felt be of great value too forGRO-B
to hear and perhaps understand a little better the feelings of
those whom he had harmed. The five boys were asked to tell

'GRO-B about what it was like for them in the recent assaults and

and the boy concerned, and the next one took over. They then left

the room and | continued the treatment session as on previous
occasions (Medical Council documents, page 17 [WITN0514008]).
39.The available paperwork sent from the Medical Council shows they
sought advice from Professor of Psychological Medicine, F J Roberts,
who regarded the use of child patients as part of the shock treatment
“novel” and saw it as problematic when the boys perceived the treatment
as punishment. In his letter of 18 Nov 1977 to the NZ Medical Council,
Professor Roberts disagreed with Dr Leeks’ actions and did not agree
with the premise of his argument for using the boys in the therapy. But
this equated to a comparatively mild form of rebuke given the serious
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nature of the alleged offenses.

40. The paperwork on the complaint ends abruptly and the investigation appears
to be discontinued with no account of any findings despite the bizarre nature
of the case and the obvious departure from medical and psychiatric practice.

41.In the end, Dr Leeks was free to continue his practice (Medical Council
documents, pages 18 to 20 [WITN0514008].

42.1t is hard to not equate Dr Leeks’ actions as punishment. The victim of
the ECT session had committed a criminal act; he was charged and due
to appear in Court and Dr Leeks arranged for the boys to administer the
shocks two days before he was due to be sentenced. One would have
thought that turning the matter over to the police and the laying of a
criminal charge would be sufficient to help the victims regain some sense

of justice and empowerment.

43.This episode, and Dr Leeks’ justification for it, | believe reveals a lot about
his nature. He saw the administering of ECT to the boy as therapeutic,
both for the recipient and the boys who were coached to do it. He had
the boys talk to their abuser while giving him electric shocks, as this is
what Dr Leeks did while administering ECT to children. In this way Dr

Leeks tried to make the boys like himself.

Police Investigation 1977-78

44 .The New Zealand Police conducted an investigation into the alleged abuse of
two boys who had been through the Lake Alice when it was brought to their
attention by Dr Oliver Sutherland and ACORD in May 1977. The boys claimed
they had been given painful electric shocks on their legs as punishment. It was
established that the shocks had been given with an ECT machine, which was
designed to be used to administer shocks to the head causing a current to
pass through the brain. Dr Leeks claimed that he had been using the machine
as a form of aversion therapy.

45.In addition, included in the paperwork that | obtained from the Medical Council
in 2004, was a 22 June 1977 letter from Dr Mirams to the Medical Association.
The letter from Dr Mirams stated that he was referring part of the complaint
made by | GRO-A Mr DD | to NZ Police.
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a. | have passed to the Police the information in the final paragraph of the
notes of interview and, as you may know from the Minister's public
statement, there is a police investigation going on at the moment to
determine whether or not there is an adequate basis for any prosecution.
The Police have not been informed of (sroamoo! other allegations which | am

passing to you (Medical Council documents, page 5 [WITN0514008]).

46.By 22 January 1978, the Commissioner of Police, Mr K B Burnside announced
that no criminal offences had been committed. He stated that the police had
obtained an independent medical opinion that helped them reach this
conclusion. The Press Association reported that the Health Department
Director of Mental Health, Dr S W P Mirams, “expressed pleasure that the
police inquiry had found nothing of a criminal nature,” and that “Lake Alice
Hospital was under constant pressure and as it was one of the few adolescent
psychiatric units it tended to get a collection of extremely difficult cases” (“No
Evidence of Criminal Act in Mental Hospital”, Press Association, 28 January
1978 [WITN0514009]).

47.In 2006, | was able to locate the initial two complainants, ~ GRO-B |
and  GRO-B | With their permission we tried to get the Pollce file on the
1977-78 case, but it could not be found in the Police records. Then | also
interviewed another Lake Alice survivor, | GRO-B |, who told me he was
interviewed by police around the time of thls investigation. GRO A Mr DD had
also informed me he was interviewed by police at this time.

48.The documents relating to this Police investigation have never been available
and presumed lost. We understand the file has now been found in Archives,
misfiled, and that it is now in the hands of the current 2020-21 Police
investigation team.

49.None of these Inquiries and investigations had found any wrongdoing. No
charges were laid. We in CCHR believed at the time that we had barely
scratched the surface of what had been going on inside the Lake Alice, which
was why | continued to collect more affidavits from the young people who had

been in there.
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Dr Leeks leaves the country

50.During the Police Investigation in 1978, Dr Selwyn Leeks, the head of Lake
Alice Unit, left the country ended up practising at a hospital in Cleland Street,
Dandenong, Victoria, Australia, where he was in charge of child and
adolescent psychiatry.

51.An article was published in Scientology’s Freedom magazine entitled, Aussie
Kids in for a Shocker, detailed how Dr Leeks was accused of electric shocking
children at Lake Alice without consent and was now practising in Victoria and
that he was once again in charge of child and adolescent psychiatric unit
(“Aussie Kids in for Shocker”, Freedom, March-April 1979 [WITN0514010]).

Petition for an Inquiry into ECT on Children and Adolescents

52.By 1979, CCHR had gathered a number of statements and affidavits from
young people who had complained about forced ECT, which many saw as
punishment. A large number of these cases were from Lake Alice, but other
hospitals were involved too, such as Kingseat, Tokonui and Porirua.

53.As | had collected a lot of these affidavits, myself, and two others from CCHR
met with MP, Jonathan Hunt, in his office in Wellington. We talked to him about
the real need for a Commission of Inquiry into the use of ECT, especially on
children, in New Zealand.

54.Jonathan Hunt MP, then presented a petition on CCHR’s behalf to hold a
Commission of Inquiry into the use of Electro-Convulsive Therapy. This was
forwarded to the Social Services Select Committee where we presented our
case. Ultimately, it was rejected by the Cabinet Committee on Legislation and
Parliamentary Questions. Its reasoning was that the treatment had been used
for 30 years and it was a matter of professional judgement of the doctor
responsible (Letter from George Gair to Jonathan Hunt, 30 October 1979
[WITNO0514011]).

Summary of CCHR involvement with agencies from 21 January
1976 until 1979
55.In the period 21 January 1976 until 1978 CCHR was engaged in the

various activities set out below to fact find and advocate for Lake Alice
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patients and former patients and in seeking to redress their grievances.

The summary shows:

e 21 January 1976 — tour of Lake Alice_hospital,

e February 1977, Magistrates enquiry regarding the Niuean Boy's case -
no findings supporting and redress of the grievances. A non-disclosure
direction from Magistrate William Mitchell.

e April 1977, Enquiry conducted by the Ombudsman, Sir Guy Powles —
findings regarding a lack of informed consent.

e 22 April 1977 - Six days after the protest at Lake Alice Hospital, Dr John
Dobson, Chairman of the NZ Committee of the Australian and New
Zealand College of Psychiatrists, wrote to Dr Janet Moore of the Values
Party Women’s Rights Group, with a warning not to get involved with
CCHR because it is linked with the Scientology movement.

e June 1977,/ GRO-AmMrDD | made a complaint to the Director General of
Mental Health — Director General Stan Mirams facilitated the complaint
being sent to the Penal Cases Committee of the Medical Council of NZ.

e 1977 Medical Council Investigation — unclear if a hearing took place.
There were no findings against Dr Leeks.

e 1977-78 NZ Police complaint — investigation completed, but found no
criminal wrongdoing.

e 1979 Petition for an Inquiry into ECT on children and adolescents. No
Inquiry took place.

56. Throughout the 1980s, our group focused on other cases of psychiatric
abuse in other centres such as Porirua, Tokonui, Kingseat and
Oakley/Carrington.

57. The death ofGROB at Oakley in 1981 was a major case, as

- GRO-B died soon after getting forced ECT. This death resulted in
an Inquiry. GRO-B  cousin,  GRO-B | died in Carrington

psychiatric hospital in 1989 after being restrained and given a forced
injection. This also resulted in an Inquiry in which CCHR took part.
58.In 1990 to 1991, CCHR exposed the Deep Sleep Treatment at Cherry
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Farm in the 1970s and other hospitals. After an inquiry compensation was
paid out to several victims of this treatment, and these were the first group

of psychiatric abuse cases who received compensation.

Medical Practitioners Disciplinary Committee investigation 1991

59.In 1991, GRO-B | aformer Lake Alice patient, contacted CCHR and talked
about his experiences at Lake Alice. He wrote an account of what took place
at Lake Alice. This included the fact that he was assaulted by a nurse and
given Paraldehyde as a punishment, which he described as causing a sudden
uncontrollable feeling go through his body which made him feel stiff and
unable to move. He wrote that he was taken in a wheelchair to a room in
another building where he was stripped of his clothes and put onto a steel bed
and strapped to it. He described how a female nurse shaved his hair around
his forehead and cream was applied to both sides. The electrode buttons were
placed on each side of his forehead and he looked up to see a man who
introduced himself as Dr Leeks. According to|erRo-8| Dr Leeks told him that after

this treatment he was going to listen and do whatever he was told to doGROB
stated that he saw Dr Leeks move his hand to a knob on the ECT machine
and at the same time telling him he would be a better person. He then
experienced a sudden pain shoot through his whole body and intense pain in
his head; his body went stiff. Then everything stopped but it happened again
and this time the pain was unbearable and everything went blank as he
blacked out. Afterwards, he was told by the nurses that the pain he was
experiencing was part of the treatment.

60,6ROB wrote that the experience at Lake Alice affected him ever since, causing
him headaches, sweating nightmares and temporary memory loss. He said he
rebelled against the system and white people because Dr Leeks was white
(Letter from| GRO-B |to CCHR, 23 April 1991 [WITN0514012]).

61.CCHR arranged some free counselling fori_GRF’_-B_Ewhich helped him deal with
those experiences.

62.0n 30 April 1991,6R08 |aid a formal complaint with the Medical Practitioners
Disciplinary Committee and the Manawatu-Wanganui Area Health Board
about the treatment he received at Lake Alice. CCHR helped formulate the
complaint (Complaint from GRO-B  to the Medical Council, 30 April 1991
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[WITNO0514013]). This complaint was assessed by Dr Radcliff, the Medical
Superintendent and Ms Vivienne Ayres, Manager of Secondary Care Mental
Health Services, Manawatu-Wanganui Area Health Board. Both dismissed his
complaint because there were not any records of him being refused contact
with his family and being given unmodified ECT or paraldehyde as
punishment.

63.With CCHR's support%%-g}wrote in his complaint that he knew Dr Leeks gave

other boys ECT as punishment and that the Council may already have
information on this. He said he believed Dr Leeks should be held accountable
and made answerable for his actions.

64.1In her reply Ms Vivienne Ayres wrote:

a. I am unable to comment on the practice of Dr Leeks during the 1970’s. He
has not been in practice in New Zealand for some years now. Relevant
information pertaining to activities at this hospital some 18 years ago is

limited to that which is recorded in individual medical records (Letter from
65.Clearly, there was no effort to look at Dr Leeks and Lake Alice more closely
even though the Lake Alice Hospital administration and the Medical
Practitioners Disciplinary Committee (“MPDC") were in a position to do so.
66. Dr Williams, Chairman of the MPDC, determined, there are no grounds for any
enquiry into the conduct of Dr Leeks (Letter from G.J. Neville to J. Hartnell, 17
June 1991 [WITN0514015]).

G?GRoawas a member of the music groquRO-B and wrote several songs for

68.1n 2005, | caught up with GROBafter he received a Government payout for the

abuse he suffered at Lake Alice. He was not happy as he said that he only

received $24,000 from the $60,000 he was awarded. He said he used these

funds for a music studio to help his children who were also playing music.

Sadly, sro8| has now passed away (File note taken by unidentified person of
.~ GRO-B call to CCHR, 25 July 2005 [WITN0514016]).

Legal cases against Dr Leeks
69. CCHR picked up on the Lake Alice issue once again in the 1990s when Leoni
Mclnroe(‘Leoni”) and] ~ GRO-B | filed claims against Dr Leeks and
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the government. In particular, Leoni filed an Accident Compensation
Commission claim and then filed in the High court against both Dr Leeks and
the Crown (Royal Commission survivor witness statement of Leoni Mclnroe,
31 July 2020, paragraph 34 [EXT0000223]).

70.In April 1993, a CCHR member met with Leoni at her home and discussed her
case and was allowed access to her medical file. Leoni already had a lawyer,
Phillipa Cunningham, looking at her case with a view to filing a legal
application for damages. Over the course of several meetings, CCHR supplied
Leoni and her lawyer with information from the Lake Alice files to help support
her case.

71.In the meantime, CCHR observed the process and supported Leoni as much
as we could.

72.In around May 1998, CCHR received information that Dr Leeks might be
coming to Auckland for a hearing and so Steve Green of CCHR called the
Ministry of Health in Wellington to ask if they were going to do anything about
Dr Leeks considering he would be in the country, and the fact that the
controversy surrounding his practice at Lake Alice was still very much an
issue.

73. The Ministry of Health did not act on our query. We did not find out from Leoni
until much later that Dr Leeks did attend a hearing in Auckland but she was
unable to tell us about it as she had to sign an agreement not to or she would
forfeit any monetary settlement. This was confirmed in Leoni's statement to
the Royal Commission at the redress hearing in November 2020. This one act
shows how the psychiatrist had the Ministry of Health and Crown Law working
on his side by attempting to shut our group out of the picture.

74.Leoni Mclnroe’'s and|  GRO-B | case are very important in the Lake Alice
story as they were the first filed legal applications claiming psychiatric abuse
and naming Dr Leeks as the primary abuser. Because of the amount of money
they were claiming, and the possibility of setting a legal precedent, their case
was being watched closely by the government lawyers.

75.By 1999, Dr Leeks could see what was unfolding and he cancelled his
registration with the NZ Medical Council. This meant that the New Zealand

Medical Council could refuse to investigate any complaints concerning him
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and did just that when CCHR asked them to do so in 2012 (Letter from the
Medical Council to CCHR, 22 June 2012 [WITN0514017]).

Class Action

76.In mid-1997, CCHR publicly announced it was re-opening the Lake Alice files
(“Commission reopens Lake Alice file”, Wanganui Chronicle, 21 July 1997
[WITNO0514018]).

77. It was at this time that lawyer, John Edwards, was gathering the first cases
that turned into a class-action. There were new Lake Alice stories hitting the
media revealing some of the abuse that took place there (“Lake Alice house
of horrors for children”, Sunday Star Times, 18 April 1999 [WITN0514019];
“The anguish of Lake Alice”, The Press, 17 March 1999 [WITN0514020]).

78.John Edwards brought together a number of Lake Alice victims and this class-
action was then taken over by Christchurch lawyer, Grant Cameron, who filed
claims in 1999 on behalf of 56 claimants. Other claimants joined later making
the total 95 (“Notice to Plaintiffs to Provide Further Particulars”, Crown Law
Office, 3 June 1999 [WITN0514021]).

79.CCHR assisted Grant Cameron with some of the early statements collected
by myself and others in the late 1970s (Letter from Grant Cameron to CCHR,
24 February 1999 [WITN0514022]).

80.There was some time between the filing of the applications in 1999 and its
closure in 2001. Grant Cameron Associates were notifying claimants of the
progress of the case and then in early October 2001, the cases were settled
out of court for a sum of $6.5 million to be divided among the 85 claimants.
(Minus the lawyer’s fee).

81.This was somewhat of a surprise because Leoni and [GRo-B| case had been
going on a lot longer and Leoni’s claim was for a lot more money. So the
settlement seemed to be a solution to knock down the monetary amount for
the claims.

82.1t should be noted that the Government had set aside $132 million for the Lake
Alice cases a year before the Cameron settlement of $6.5 million for 95

claimants.
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Leeks and other Lake Alice staff should face a court of law for what they had

done.

Challenge on the second-round claimant payouts

90.1n 2002, the government was involved in paying out the second round of Lake
Alice claimants. They were given a Crown-funded lawyer, Dr David Collins
QC, to work with the claimants. Curiously, Dr Collins was a partner in the law
firm, Rainy Collins Wright, who represented Dr Leeks in the Mclnroe GRoO-B| vs
Leeks case in 1994 (GROB v Leeks HC Wanganui CP No. 117/99, 4 August
1999 [WITN0514025]).

91.It was soon after the second-round payouts were made the then director of
CCHR, Steve Green, and myself met with Paul Zentveld who was one of the
second-round claimants. Paul was disputing the amount he was being offered
by the Government having been told it was to be $115,000 but he ended up
receiving $80,000. Paul challenged this and discovered that the $35,000
difference was a deduction as administration and legal fees.

92. Paul decided to sue the government over this and ended up winning his case
in 2006. CCHR supported Paul throughout this process by attending the court
hearings in Wellington with him. He was successful in having the deducted
legal fees paid back to him. Following this, all second round claimants had
their legal fees returned (“Mistreatment of Lake Alice patients continues”,
National Business Review, 13 July 2007 [WITN0514026]).

Police Investigation 2002 — 2010

93. Following the second round of government payouts in 2002, CCHR submitted
several of the Lake Alice cases to the NZ Police to investigate allegations of
ill treatment and torture in the Lake Alice (Letter from CCHR to the Police, 15
March 2002 [WITN0514027]; Letter from CCHR to Police, 13 November 2007
[WITN0514028]).

94.Lawyer, Grant Cameron followed the lead of CCHR and supplied many more
cases making the total number given to the police about 44 (Email from Lynn
Boyd to CCHR, 26 May 2005 [WITN0514029]).
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a. The aversion therapy was applied as a punishment. The boy who had been
offended against was invited to operate the apparatus. Other boys were also
involved (Job Sheet, New Zealand Police, 8 September 2006, page 2
[WITN0514031]).

99. At the end of the report under the heading “Conclusion” Detective Burgess
wrote:

a. Whilst [name deleted] is able to provide information about events that he says
occurred at the hospital, his information does not support the suggestion that
individual patients were treated with electric shock treatment as a punishment.
The one notable exception to this is the shock treatment administered to
[name deleted] which is recorded in [name deleted] statement. [Name deleted]
is not a complainant in these proceedings. [Name deleted] is a potential
offender for serious sexual offences against other patients (Police Job Sheet,
page 9 [WINT0514031]).

100. The boy who was given these electric shocks to his thighs and genitals
was a complainant, and one of the first CCHR filed a complaint on behalf of

. _GRO-B_| 14 March 2002 [WITN0514032]; Letter from the Police to CCHR,
29 April 2002 [WITN0514033]).

101. In 2010, the police investigation was over and they announced that there
was to be no criminal prosecution concerning the events at the Child and
Adolescent Unit at Lake Alice.

102. Their decision was criticised by lawyer, Grant Cameron, who was reported

as saying:

a. On my recollection of the file... there was a very large amount of information
which indicated that Dr Leeks should have been facing some sort of charges.
However, the matter is for the police and what can you do.

b. There was information used in the civil case which alleged Dr Leeks had
applied electric shock treatment (ECT) inappropriately. “That documentary
evidence would have been pretty powerful in itself,” Mr Cameron said (“Lake
Alice inquiry criticised”, Stuff, 30 March 2010 [WITN0514034]).

103. CCHR also criticised the decision saying we knew of nine complainants

who were never interviewed by the Police and we would be referring statements
from the victims to the United Nations ([WITN0514034]).
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Ombudsman inquiry (“Parents recall Lake Alice nightmare, demand
extradition”, Wanganui Chronicle, 17 April 2007 [WITN0514036]).

109. | contacted the parents and through them | was able to obtain ' GRO-B |

. GRO-B | medical records. These records also included the full 44-page
Ombudsman Enquiry report by Sir Guy Powles and other documents.

110. The full report revealed that on the day the Ombudsman’s assistant had an
appointment to interview GRO-B Dr Leeks, despite this appointment being
known, gave GROB ECT. This made it impossible for the assistant to
of mind following the ECT.

111. Sir Guy Powles took a serious view of this as he thought it may have been a
deliberate attempt to prevent the performance of his enquiries (Report of the
Ombudsman, 5 April 1977, page 4 [WITN0514037]).

112. | also obtained a letter written by Dr Pugmire, Superintendent of Lake Alice,
to S W P Mirams, the Director General of Health dated 8 December 1976,
regarding the incident of ECT on the boy who had an appointment with the
Ombudsman’s assistant.

113. Dr Pugmire’s five-page letter revealed that he was opposed to Dr Leeks’
practise of child psychiatry and the way he administered the Children’s Unit:

Very briefly, my view on the basis of success in the treatment of children
is frankness and honesty in answering their questions, correct medication,
Just and simple rules of ward conduct plus an overall attitude of kindness.
You have on your files lengthy previous correspondence dealing with the
differences between my views and those of the Child Psychiatrist [Dr
Leeks] on the care and treatment of children (Letter from S.L. Pugmire to
S.W.P. Mirams, 22 December 1976, page 1 [WITN0514038]).

114. Dr Pugmire’s letter also mentions a directive written by Dr Mirams on 6 June
1976 which defined the duty and responsibility of officers regarding the
Children’s Unit and gave all of these to Dr Leeks and to those he delegated
his authority to.

115. Dr Pugmire confirmed that this arrangement was based on the General
Hospital model and did not consider it worked well in Psychiatric Hospitals.
His concern was that Dr Leeks’ practise was bringing disrepute to his hospital
due to the amount of attention from the press (page 2 [WITN0514038]).
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121. It also shows how complicit Dr S W P Mirams was in trying to down play what
was happening at the Children’s Unit by ensuring Dr Pugmire could not exert
any influence over it as the Lake Alice Hospital Superintendent.

122. And lastly, the letter explains why Dr Pugmire had stated in several places,
including in media interviews, that he had no control over what Dr Leeks was
doing in the Children’s Unit and seemed to distance himself from it.

123. At the time of completing this statement, CCHR has now requested additional
information regarding the correspondence between Pugmire and Mirams, and

Leeks and Mirams, to find out more detail about these internal conflicts.
__GRO-B

124. In 2007, Imetwith  GRO-B_ several times. SR0: was a Lake Alice
survivor, and we talked for some time about his life and what had happened
to him when he was in the Lake Alice. He told me the following:

a) Shortly after he was admitted to Lake Alice, he got Paraldehyde as a
punishment from Nurse Terry Conlan for pushing one of the boys. He told me
that the pain was unbelievable. He also described what it was like getting ECT
from nurses, Steve Huntand, __ GRO-B |
| kicked a boy. | knew | was going to get punishment—an injection. They took
me up to one of the single rooms. Steve Hunt made me lie on the bed, put the
electrodes on my head, and gave me shock treatment, It was the first time that
| had received shock treatment. | remember gritting my teeth. They put
something in my mouth. My eyes were slammed shut. It was like drilling in
each side of my head. | could see bright wavy lights, even though | had my
eyes closed. And yes, | screamed! Anyone tells you that ECT doesn’t hurt,
has got to be kidding. The pain was indescribable. It felt like something was
screwing into each side of my head. That was my first time. It seemed to me
a long time. I felt that | couldn’t hold on any longer, | felt like | was drifting off.
| know that the pain was coming and going. | just wondered what | had got
myself into. It would come down in intensity, then it would go up in intensity. |
cannot remember how long this went on for (Notes from interview with GROB
. GRO-B  (irca 2007, pages 2 to 4 [WITN0514039]).

| and

3

told her what was happening at Lake Alice, he said she didn’t want to know.
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surprised. None of my complaints got aired. Nothing | said mattered. | was
something to be abused. | was a State Ward. | spoke to her about what was
happening at Lake Alice. | told her exactly what was happening. She did not
want to know. | asked her, “Did my mother know?” Afterwards, my mother
didn’t know anything about Lake Alice (pages 2 to 4 [WITN0514039]).

12SGRO-B description of getting ECT was like several others | had interviewed,
but in this case he was talking about getting it for punishment by two of the
Lake Alice staff, not Dr Leeks. There were other occasions when Dr Leeks
gave R0 ECT.

126. We now know that GROBJ Steve Hunt and Al Scholes were not on
the Nursing Council register at any time (Email from the Nursing Council to
CCHR, 22 April 2021 [WITN0514067]).

127. This was another example of severe abuse being discussed with someone
outside of Lake Alice, who had had authority at the time the abuse occurred,

and yet nothing happened as a result.

Social Worker Brian Hollis

128. In 2008, | met with social worker, Brian Hollis, from Whanganui and talked
with him about his experience when visiting Lake Alice as a Social Worker as
some of his charges were sent there. | tracked Brian down from a note made
in the file of a Lake Alice survivor. | recorded the interview with Brian Hollis
and transcribed it.

129. His statement was interesting because it gave yet another view of the Lake
Alice and how the Lake Alice staff interacted with Social Welfare Officers. This
appeared to him to be one of superiority from Lake Alice staff, who would not
share information about the children and were not very helpful when dealing
with social workers. He claimed that no one questioned what Dr Leeks was
doing in the Child and Adolescent Unit, including Dr Pugmire. The Lake Alice
staff Brian talked about, told him that they could control the children when
social workers could not. Brian Hollis believed this was because of the shock
treatment. He had the distinct impression that children were being threatened
and given shock treatment but did not have any direct proof, Brian stated:
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139. Brian had worked at Lake Alice for two years from 1974 as a registered
nurse. The article made interesting reading, as it showed abuse of child
patients appeared to be normal practice at Lake Alice (“Treatment at Lake
Alice was also caring”, Kai Tiaki, November 2001 [WITN0514044)).

140. So when we were searching for more people who would talk about the

situation at Lake Alice, Brian Stabb was on the list.

141. In 2009, Steve Green (the Director of CCHR at that time) and | met with
Brian Stabb on two occasions in Tauranga. Brian gave me the statements he
had written for Grant Cameron Associates, Crown Law and a statement he
made for the Medical Practitioners Board of Victoria (“ MPBV ). Brian Stabb’s
information—which he had also posted on his website—had a lot to say about
what Dr Leeks was doing at Lake Alice, and the fact that it what he was doing
was not aversion therapy. This is recorded in my statement here as his
information helped form our knowledge base of what occurred at Lake Alice,
some of which we later included in our submissions and complaint to the

United Nations Committee Against Torture. Brian Stabb  stated:

| believe that at Lake Alice Adolescent Unit between 1972-74 aversion
therapy involving 12-16 year old youths (all male) was practised, some
of whom are subjected to electric shock to parts of their body for
periods of 10 or more minutes. The part of the body that would be
shocked was ‘the offending part’ eg. if a boy kicked, he would be
shocked on the leg. | believe that Dr Leeks administered this whilst the
staff who worked there physically restrained the residents.... | believe
no consideration was given to the long term effect this would have on

the people both receiving and administering ‘the treatment’.

Brian also recorded in his statements and in his interview with Kai Tiaki
that:
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The boy, we understand, was under ten-years-old at the time.

§GR0-B4nu§was a nurse-aid with no formal training nor authority.

Brian related how he took part in an unmodified ECT session conducted by Dr
Leeks where he challenged the psychiatrist afterwards:

...I had to restrain him whilst Dr Leeks administered unmodified ECT.
It left me distressed, nervous, and giggly and close to incontinence.
Immediately afterwards, | approached Dr Leeks expressing my
discomfort and querying the treatment... | saw no clinical indications
of depression and could not understand why he had been given ECT ...
Dr Leeks told me very clearly it was not my place to question his clinical
Jjudgement... He also told me that | should consider my position in the
hospital and my reliance upon hospital housing (Affidavit of Brian
Kenneth Stabb, 4 January 2006 [WITN0514045]).

142. In Brian Stabb’s statement of 4 January 2006 to MPBV, he confirmed an
event that was written about in the Ombudsman’s report of 1977. He
confirmed that at the time that one of the Ombudsman’s staff was due to visit

. GRO-B | atLake Alice, Dr Leeks insisted on giving the boy ECT
an hour before the official arrived which rendered him in an unfit state to
answer any questions.

143. Brian Stabb said he recalled Dr Leeks saying, jokingly, he had put his affairs
in order as he was expecting to go to prison.

144. Some months later, Dr Leeks left for Canada (page 5, [WITN0514045]). The
extreme abuse at the Children’s Unit mainly involved the use of ECT and
electric shocks to punish the children but another aspect was that the children
were also medicated with mind altering pharmaceutical drugs. The medicating
of children for bad behaviour was another form of cruel and inhumane
treatment. While the nurses and doctors might have made claims it was part
of their therapy, it was in reality a way to keep the children docile and
compliant, which is why so many children could be managed in the facility.
When they did break out, which occasionally happened, they were invariably
caught—often by police—and brought back to Lake Alice, where they were

met with more electric shocks and drugs.
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Other Survivors

148. Throughout this process of gathering more information, we found the
youngest child who was in Lake Alice and who was four years old at the time.
| spoke with him, but he was reluctant to give a statement. Several | have
spoken with were eight years old when in Lake Alice, the average age was
around 13 years.

149. In 2006, | met up with GRO'B. another Lake Alice survivor. He
provided his statement that he made to Grant Cameron Associates as part
of the class action.

150. GROB provided additional information of his experiences from Lake Alice
and drew nine sketches depicting his observations of several events there
which we used in our 2010 submission to the United Nations (Letter from
CCHR to UNCAT, 13 May 2010 [WITN0514048]).

A Note on the Lake Medical Records

151. In collecting up some 35 sets of documents it was obvious there was
material missing, most notably nursing records, drug and ECT charts. Some
correspondence we later found tells us that this might have been deliberate
withholding of material or even destruction.

152. CCHR started obtaining medical records in the 1990s, either on behalf of
former patients or by getting the person to request them. One of the Lake
Alice survivors,  GRO-B | applied for his medical records with CCHR
assistance in 1994. Initially, he was declined by Good Health Wanganui to
have access to his files. Dr Pugmire (former Lake Alice Hospital
Superintendent) initially resisted disclosing all of the information (Letter from
Sydney L. Pugmire to Good Health Wanganui, 16 February 1995
[WITN0514049]).

153. This approach was viewed as incorrect by the Privacy Commission Officer

[WITN0514050]; Letter from Good Health Wanganui to Mr[__ GRO-B__|, 29
January 1996 [WITN0514051]).






WITNO514001_0033
33

159. Because Dr Leeks had cancelled his registration to practice in New Zealand
in 1999, the NZ Medical Council refused to investigate complaints concerning
Dr Leeks (22 June 2012 letter from the Medical Council [WITN0514017]).

160. That left the MPBV as the only medical organisation who would accept

complaints.

161. In 2003, Lake Alice survivor, GROAM!'DD made contact with someone from
the Medical Practitioners Board of Victoria and laid a complaint about Dr Leeks
and his practice in New Zealand. Other survivors also contributed their
information and Grant Cameron sent some cases to the MPBV and we helped
put together a few cases, including one for Paul Zentveld.

162. The MPBV began their investigation in 2003 and personnel from the
Board’s law firm, Minter Ellison, came to New Zealand and interviewed Lake
Alice survivors as well as myself and Steve Green from CCHR. They wanted
to verify that the interviews | did in 1977 with GRO-A Mr DD \were authentic and
| swore an affidavit to that effect (Affidavit of Victor Boyd, 29 December 2005
[WITN0514055]).

163. On 10 August 2005, the MPBV announced they will be conducting an
investigation into the professional conduct of Dr Selwyn Leeks (Media
Statement from the Medical Practitioners Board of Victoria, 10 August 2005
[WITN0514056]).

164. | engaged with my local MP, Wayne Mapp, to seek some answers. He wrote
in December 2005 to Health Minister, Pete Hodgson, asking him if the Ministry
of Health is going to provide any assistance to the Medical Practitioners Board
of Victoria in their investigation of Dr Leeks. The Honorable Pete Hodgson
replied:

165. | am advised that neither the Ministry of Health nor other state entity for
which he is responsible is providing any advice, enquiries or assistance
in respect of the investigation being undertaken by the Medical Practitioners
Board of Victoria, in relation to Dr Selwyn Leeks (Email from the Hon. Pete

Hodgson to Wayne Mapp, 20 December 2005 [WITN0514057]). The MPBV
investigation compiled 39 charges against Dr Leeks of infamous conduct in a

professional respect when practising at Lake Alice in the 1970s. His conduct
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169. The NZ Government failed to show interest in assisting the MPBV. The NZ
Medical Council also showed a lack of interest in this investigation. The
infamous conduct that Dr Leeks was being accused of occurred under their
watch by a psychiatrist who was in good standing with the Medical Council.

170. With the Medical Practitioners Board of Victoria’s decision to not go ahead
with their hearing against Dr Leeks, there were few agencies left to approach
concerning accountability for what happened at Lake Alice. | followed up with
the Royal Australian and New Zealand College of Psychiatrists (‘RANZCP”)
regarding the press statement they made at the end of 2001, stating that Lake
Alice survivors could make complaints to the New Zealand and Victorian
Medical Boards.

171. 1 wrote to RANZCP on 11 December 2009 challenging them on a statement
they made in their press release of 2001:

a. Asa profession, we [RANZCP] are not prepared to stand by while such horrific
allegations of abuse and torture are associated with our specialty. We are
determined to have this matter resolved once and for all. - Craig Glenroy

Patterson, Executive Director of RANZCP

172. | wanted to know what action the College would be taking in regards to
allegations against the child psychiatrist, Dr Leeks, now that the Medical
Boards of New Zealand and Victoria were no longer investigating (Letter from
CCHR to RANZCP, 11 December 2009 [WITN0514061]).

173. Their reply, dated 18 December 2009, revealed they were not in a position
to do anything because the only statutory agencies that could were the NZ
Medical Council and the Medical Practitioners Board of Victoria (Email from
RANZCP to CCHR, 18 December 2009 [WITN0514062]).

174. This became a circular argument. RANZCP wrote again suggesting taking
the matter back to the NZ Medical Council. But we already knew this was a
dead end. | did try one more time when | attempted to get the NZ Medical
Council to re-examine the case brought to them in 1977 by GRO-AMrDD | The
response was clear that the Medical Council could not do this because the
Council no longer had jurisdiction over Dr Leeks because he was no longer
registered with them (Letter from RANZCP to CCHR, 24 May 2010
[WITNO514063]; 22 June 2012 letter from the Medical Council
[WITN0514017]).
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188. Only when we as a nation (and a people) adopt non-violent and humane
approaches to help the mentally unwell or disabled person can we call ourselves
civilised.

Statement of Truth

This statement is true to the best of my knowledge and belief and was made by me
knowing that it may be used as evidence by the Royal Commission of Inquiry into
Abuse in Care.

GRO-C

Signed Auckland

Victor Boyd

Dated: 27 April 2021









